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While collision lifetimes are a fundamental property of few-body scattering events, their behavior
at ultralow temperatures is not completely understood. We derive a general expression for the
Smith lifetime Q-matrix using multichannel quantum defect theory, which allows us to obtain the
average time delay in the incident s-wave collision channel in the limit of zero collision energy E,
Q11 = A/

√
E + B, where A and B are constants. We show that the time delay is dominated by

elastic scattering, and contains an additional multichannel contribution independent of the two-
body scattering length. We also obtain the expressions for the collision lifetime using the universal
model of Idziaszek and Julienne [Phys. Rev. Lett. 104, 113202 (2010)]. The lifetime acquires an
imaginary part in the presence of inelastic loss due to the lack of unitarity of the S-matrix, and
shortens with increasing the short-range loss parameter y.

I. INTRODUCTION

Ultracold few-body collisions and chemical reactions
are responsible for a wide range of phenomena, which
occur in ultracold atomic and molecular gases, such as
thermalization, inelastic losses [1–3], and cluster forma-
tion [4]. Particularly intriguing are two-body collisions
of ultracold molecules, which are characterized by the
formation of long-lived collision complexes with lifetimes
ranging from nanoseconds to milliseconds [3, 5, 6]. These
sticky collisions lead to inelastic losses, which are com-
monly described by the universal model (UM) [7, 8] using
a single parameter y ∈ [0, 1], which quantifies the extent
of loss of the collision flux once the collision partners
have reached the short-range region of the interaction
potential. The value of the ultracold reaction rate in the
universal limit (y = 1) does not depend on the details
of short-range interactions. Numerically exact coupled-
channel calculations go beyond the UM and enable rig-
orous insights into short-range dynamics of the collision
complex by providing the full S-matrix for a given inter-
action potential (see, e.g., Refs. [9–15]).
A complementary approach to characterizing bimolec-

ular collisions is based on the concept of collision lifetime
Q = dη/dE, where η is the scattering phase shift and
E is the collision energy (~ = 1 units are used through-
out). As shown by Wigner and Eisenbud [16], Q gives
the time delay experienced by a quantum wavepacket in
the short-range interaction region as compared to the free
wavepacket in the absence of interactions. The concept
of time delay was generalized by Smith [17] to multi-
channel scattering. The collision lifetime of a multichan-
nel quantum scattering event is characterized in terms
of the Q-matrix, whose diagonal elements give average
time delays in each incident collision channel [17]. The
Q-matrix approach has proven fruitful for characterizing
scattering resonances in atomic, molecular, and electron
collisions [18–25]. Importantly, the trace of the Q-matrix
is related to the excess density of states of the colli-
sion complex (with respect to the unperturbed density
of states) via the time delay theorem (see Ref. [26] and
references therein). The zero-temperature limit of the

time delay in single-channel elastic collisions is known to
be Q = −aµ/k [27–33], where a is the scattering length,
µ is the reduced mass of the collision partners, and k is
the collision wavevector. (Alternative definitions of the
time delay are also possible, such as Q′ = Q − 1

2E sin η
[17] with Q′ → 0 in the s-wave limit.) However, ultra-
cold collisions are typically multichannel in nature, i.e.,
they are accompanied by inelastic scattering, in which
the internal states of the collision partners change. To
our knowledge, the zero-temperature behavior of multi-
channel collision lifetimes is unknown.

Here, we use multichannel quantum defect theory
(MQDT) to derive the threshold laws for collision life-
times in multichannel scattering. MQDT takes advan-
tage of the separation of distance and energy scales in
ultracold collisions to obtain their theoretical description
in terms of energy-independent short-range parameters.
MQDT is a powerful tool in the theory of ultracold atom-
atom [7, 8, 34–40] and atom-molecule [41, 42] collisions.
It has recently been combined with a frame transforma-
tion for greatly enhanced computational efficiency [43].
Here, we obtain a general MQDT expression for the mul-
tichannel Q-matrix and show that the average time delay
in the incident collision channel (hereafter referred to as
time delay or lifetime) scales as Q11 = A/k+B, where A
and B are constants, an analog of the Wigner threshold
law for ultracold time delays. We also examine the role
of elastic and inelastic contributions to the time delay,
and find that the former usually dominates. Finally, we
use the universal model of Idziaszek and Julienne [7, 8] to
derive the universal limit for ultracold two-body collision
lifetimes in the presence of inelastic losses.

II. MQDT THEORY OF COLLISION LIFETIMES

The lifetime Q-matrix may be expressed in terms of
the scattering S-matrix as [17]

Q = iS
dS†

dE
. (1)

http://arxiv.org/abs/2409.12438v1


2

The diagonal matrix elements of Q, Qii, represent the
average time delays in the i-th channel, with i = 1 cor-
responding to the incident channel [17]. We begin with
the MQDT expression for the multichannel S-matrix

S = eiξ[I+ iR̄][I− iR̄]−1eiξ, (2)

where I is the unit matrix, ξ is a diagonal matrix contain-
ing the phase shifts due to long-range interactions, and
R̄ encapsulates short-range interactions [34–42]. Com-
bining this expression with Eq. (1) we obtain the lifetime
matrix as (see the Supplemental Material [44] for details
of the derivation)

Q = Sξ′S† − ξ′ + eiξ[I+ iR̄][I− iR̄]−1

×
(

I+ [I− iR̄][I+ iR̄]−1
)

R̄′[I+ iR̄]−1e−iξ, (3)

where R̄′ = dR̄/dE and

R̄ = C−1[Ȳ
−1 − tanλ)]−1C−1. (4)

Here, the diagonal matrices tanλ and C−1 account for
threshold effects and the relationship between the am-
plitude of the WKB-normalized and energy-normalized
reference functions [7]. The matrix Ȳ is expressed via
the open-open (oo), open-closed (oc), and closed-closed
(cc) subblocks of yet another matrix Y as Ȳ = Yoo −
Yoc[tanν+Ycc]

−1Yco, where tanν is a diagonal matrix
of closed-channel phases. The elements of Y can be as-
sumed independent of the collision energy E. The matrix
Ȳ contains closed-channel effects (which give rise to, e.g.,
Feshbach resonances) and can therefore vary rapidly with
E. Here, we are interested in threshold effects on multi-
channel collision lifetimes, so we will neglect these varia-
tions and set Ȳ = Yoo, which is equivalent to assuming
that we are far away from any resonances. The term
Yλ = [Y−1

oo − tan(λ)]−1 is energy-independent because
tanλ is energy-independent near s and p-wave thresholds
[7]. As a result, Eq. (4) becomes R̄ = C−1YλC

−1, so
R̄′ = 0 and the last term in Eq. (3) vanishes.

We are interested in evaluating the average time delay
in the incident collision channel (Q11). To this end, we
assume that the energy gap between the incident chan-
nel and all other inelastic channels is large compared to
the collision energy. This allows us to neglect the energy
dependence of all but the leading MQDT parameters in
the diagonal matrices tanλ and C. To isolate the energy
dependent terms, we decompose the N × N R̄ matrix
into 1 × 1 and (N − 1) × (N − 1) blocks and use the
Schur block inversion method to calculate [I − iR̄]−1 in
Eq. (3) (see the Supplemental Material [44]). This proce-
dure gives the elastic S-matrix element as (we highlight
energy-dependent MQDT terms in magenta)

S11 = e2iξ1
1 + a1C

−2
1

1 + C−2
1 MN

, (5)

where

a1 = iYλ11
+ i

Yλ12

C2
(iD̃11

Yλ12

C2
+ iD̃12

Yλ13

C3
+ ...)

+i
Yλ13

C3
(iD̃12

Yλ12

C2
+ iD̃22

Yλ13

C3
+ ...) + ...

MN = −iYλ11
+

1

C2
Yλ12

(
D̃11

C2
Yλ12

+
D̃12

C3
Yλ13

+ ...)

+
1

C3
Yλ13

(
D̃21

C2
Yλ12

+
D̃22

C3
Yλ13

+ ...) + ... ,

(6)

are energy-independent complex constants, and the ma-
trix elements D̃ij are defined in the Supplemental Mate-
rial [44]. The first column of the S-matrix is given by

Sn1 = eiξ1eiξn
C−1

1

1 + C−2
1 MN

bn, (7)

where n ≥ 2 and

bn = i
Yλ1n

Cn
+ (iD̃1(n−1)

Yλ12

C2
+ iD̃2(n−1)

Yλ13

C3
+ ...)

+i
Yλ2n

C2Cn
(iD̃11

Yλ12

C2
+ iD̃12

Yλ13

C3
+ ...)

+i
Yλ3n

C3Cn
(iD̃12

Yλ12

C2
+ iD̃22

Yλ13

C3
+ ...) + ...

(8)

The energy dependence of the rest of the S-matrix is
derived in the Supplemental Material [44].
To obtain the average time delay Q11, we also require

the energy derivative of the first column of the S-matrix,
which is readily obtained from Eqs. (14) and (7) as

dS11

dE
= 2iξ′1e

2iξ1
1 + a1C

−2
1

1 + C−2
1 MN

+ e2iξ1
2C1C

′
1(MN − a1)

(C2
1 +MN )2

(9)
and

dSn1

dE
= eiξ1eiξnbn

[

iξ′1C
−1
1

1 + C−2
1 MN

+
C1

′(MN − C2
1 )

(C2
1 +MN)2

]

(10)
for n ≥ 2. Using the above results in combination with
Eq. (1), expressing MN = MR + iMI , and noting that
4MR =

∑

n |bn|2, we find [44]

Q11 = 2ξ′1
|1 + a1C

−2
1 |2

|1 + C−2
1 MN |2

+
4C1C

′
1(MI + C−4

1 (M2
RMI +M3

I ))

|1 + C−2
1 M∗

N |2|C2
1 +MN |2

+
ξ′1
C1

2

4MR

|1 + 1
C2

1

MN |2 +
8C′

1MRMI

C1|C2
1 +MN |2|1 +M∗

NC−2
1 |2

,

(11)
This equation gives the average time delay in the incident
collision channel in terms of energy-dependent MQDT
parameters, a key result of this work.
To proceed, we need to specify the energy dependence

of the MQDT parameters. We focus here on the s-
wave threshold regime (E → 0 and l = 0), where [7]
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FIG. 1. Elastic and inelastic cross sections as a function of
collision energy in the two-channel model.

C−2 = kā[1 + (s− 1)2], tan ξ = −ka, and tanλ = 1 − s.
Here, s = a/ā is the dimensionless scattering length, and
ā = 4πC6/Γ(

1
4 )

2 is the mean scattering length expressed
in terms of the long-range dispersion coefficient C6 [7].
Substituting these values in Eq. (53) we find

Q11 = − 2aµ

k(1 + a2k2)

1− 2MRkā[1 + (s− 1)2]

1 + 2MRkā[1 + (s− 1)2]

−2µ
1

k

MI(ā[1 + (s− 1)2])

1 + 4MRkā[1 + (s− 1)2]

− aµ

1 + a2k2
4MRā[1 + (s− 1)2]

1 + 2MRkā[1 + (s− 1)2]

−4µ
MRMI ā

2[1 + (s− 1)2]2

1 + 4MRkā[1 + (s− 1)2]
.

(12)

We observe that the energy dependence of the average
time delay is determined by four contributions. The first
two contributions dominate in the limit k → 0, where
the first term reduces to −2aµ/k, in agreement with
prior single-channel results [27–33]. The second term
in Eq. (12) gives an intrinsically multichannel contribu-
tion to the average time delay, which vanishes for single-
channel elastic scattering. The third and the fourth
terms are also of multichannel origin, but approach con-
stant values in the limit k → 0. We analyze these contri-
butions in more detail below.
To gain more insight into the threshold scaling of the

average time delay, consider a two-channel model de-
scribed by a single short-range parameter Y12 [45, 46].
The choice Y11 = Y22 = 0 simplifies the calculations with-
out loss of generality [44]. The corresponding elastic and
inelastic cross sections are plotted as a function of colli-
sion energy in Fig. 1. At low energies, the cross sections
follow the expected Wigner threshold laws σ(k) ≃ const
(σ(k) ≃ 1/k) for s-wave elastic (inelastic) scattering.
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FIG. 2. The four contributions to the average time delay Q11

in the two-channel model [see Eq. (12)] plotted as a function
of collision energy. Solid blue and red lines show the elastic
contributions [the first two terms in Eq. (12)]. Solid green
and black lines show the inelastic contributions [the last two
terms in Eq. (12)]. Blue circles – the total Q11, red circles –
the total inelastic contribution to Q11.

While one can derive closed-form analytic expressions
for the average time delay in the two-channel model [44],
they are too cumbersome to analyze. Instead, we plot
in Fig. 2 the four contributions to Q11 [see Eq. (12)]
as a function of collision energy for different values of
Y12. As noted above, the first and the second terms in
Eq. (12) arise from elastic collisions, while the third and
the forth terms arise from inelastic collisions. We observe
that the elastic contributions to the average time delay
dominate at all energies and Y12 values. This holds re-
gardless of the value of Y12, and is further emphasized in
Fig. 2, where the total inelastic contribution is compared
with the total value of Q11 and found to be significantly
smaller in comparison. This is consistent with Eq. (12),
which shows that in the k → 0 limit, the elastic contri-
butions scale as Qel

11(k) ≃ 1/k, whereas the inelastic ones
remain constant, so the former are expected to dominate.

Physically, the predominance of the elastic scattering
contribution to the time delay can be understood by not-
ing that, in the limit of zero collision energy, the inelasti-
cally scattered wavepacket escapes from the collision re-
gion with a much higher velocity than either the incident
or the elastically scattered wavepacket. As a result, the
lifetime of the inelastically scattered wavepacket makes a
negligible contribution to the average time delay, consis-
tent with the threshold law in Eq. (12).
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FIG. 3. The ratio of s-wave time delays Q11/Q11(y = 0) given
by Eq. (15) as a function of the short-range loss parameter y
for different values of the reduced scattering length s. Note
that the ratio is independent of k.

III. UNIVERSAL MODEL OF COLLISION

LIFETIMES

The S-matrix expression in the UM takes the form [7]

S11 =
1 + i(tan ξ(E) − yC−2(E)

i+y tanλ(E) )

1− i(tan ξ(E) − yC−2(E)
i+y tanλ(E) )

, (13)

where ξ(E), C(E), and tanλ(E) are MQDT parameters
(see above) [7, 47] and y is an energy-independent param-
eter, which quantifies the loss of the short-range collision
flux (y = 0 corresponds to no loss, and y = 1 to complete
loss, also known as the universal limit [7]).
Taking the energy derivative of Eq. (13) we obtain for

the average collision time delay Q11 = −iS†
11

dS11

dE [44]

−i
1− i(tan ξ − yC−2(E)

−i+y tanλ)

1 + i(tan ξ − yC−2(E)
−i+y tanλ)

2i(d tan ξ
dE + 2 y

−i+y tanλ
C′(E)
C3(E) )

(1 − i(tan ξ − yC−2(E)
i+y tanλ ))

2

(14)
Using the values of MQDT functions in the s-wave limit
[7] Eq. (14) becomes Q11 = QR

11 + iQI
11 with [44]

QR
11 =

2µ

k
[aF1(s, y) + yā(2− s)F2(s, y)],

QI
11 =

2µ

k
[aF2(s, y)− yā(2− s)F1(s, y)], (15)

where F1(s, y) = (−2s2y2+4sy2−2y2−1)/D, F2(s, y) =
(s3y3−3s2y3+3sy3−sy−y3+y)/D, and D = [1+y2(1−
s)2]2 are auxiliary functions.
The time delay given by Eq. (15) is a complex quantity

because the scattering matrix in the UM (13) is unitary
only in the limit y → 0 (no loss), where F1(s, y) → −1

and F2(s, y) → 0, and the expressions (15) reduce to
the prior result obtained for one-dimensional potential
scattering Q11 = −2µa/k [27–33]. Thus, the real part
of the complex time delay (QR

11) can be interpreted as
arising from elastic scattering, and the imaginary part
(QR

11) as due to inelastic scattering. This is similar to the
imaginary part of the scattering length [7, 48–50], which
is proportional to the inelastic scattering cross section.
The universal limit for the average time delay may be
obtained by setting y → 1 in Eq. (15).
Figure 3 shows the dependence of the average time de-

lay (normalized by its value in the absence of inelastic
loss) on the loss parameter y for different values of s.
For small and moderate s ≤ 10, the real (elastic) part of
the time delay always dominates. The imaginary contri-
bution QI

11 is very small for small y, but increases with y,
which is consistent with the interpretation of QI

11 as due
to inelastic loss. Interestingly, we observe a single maxi-
mum for s = 2 (and a maximum followed by a minimum
for s ≥ 10) in the imaginary time delay as a function of
y. These maxima and minima occur near y = 1 for small
s but shift to smaller y for larger s. We attribute these
variations to the quantum interference between the flux
partially reflected from the short-range region (for y < 1)
and the incident flux [7, 51].
Interestingly, as shown in Fig. 3, the ratio

QR
11(y)/Q11(y = 0) < 1 is smaller than unity for all val-

ues of s and y studied. Thus, the average time delay in
the presence of inelastic loss (y > 1) tends to be smaller
in absolute magnitude than the single-channel time de-
lay |Q11(y = 0)| = 2µ|a|/k. The latter may therefore be
regarded as an upper limit to the time delay that can
be reached in a multichannel collision (in the absence of
resonant scattering).

IV. SUMMARY

In summary, we have developed the MQDT theory
of collision lifetimes based on Smith’s Q-matrix formal-
ism. This enabled us to derive the Wigner threshold law
for multichannel collision lifetimes, extending previous
single-channel results [27–33]. We found that the zero-
energy behavior of the average time delay in a simple
two-channel MQDT model is dominated by elastic scat-
tering in most regimes. Finally, we have extended the
UM of lossy collisions [7, 8] to calculate the collision life-
times, and explored their dependence on the short-range
loss parameter y, again finding the predominance of elas-
tic scattering in all regimes, except at large y ≃ 1 and
s ≫ 10. In future work, it would be interesting to inves-
tigate multichannel collision lifetimes in the presence of
closed channels, which give rise to Feshbach resonances.
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In this Supplemental Material (SM) we provide a derivation of the expressions for the lifetime Q-matrix and the
average time delay Q11 using multichannel quantum defect theory (MQDT) [see Secs. I through IV]. Section V
describes the derivation of Q11 in the universal model (UM) of Ref. [7].

I. SCATTERING AND LIFETIME MATRICES: MULTICHANNEL QUANTUM DEFECT THEORY

EXPRESSIONS

The lifetime matrix Q is defined as [17]

Q = iS
dS†

dE
, (1)

The diagonal matrix elements Qii of Q represent average time delays in the i-th channel. To evaluate Q, we begin
with the standard MQDT expression for the scattering S-matrix [35, 38, 39, 41, 42]

S = eiξ[I+ iR̄][I− iR̄]−1eiξ (2)

Here, ξ is a diagonal matrix containing the phase shifts due to long-range interactions, and the matrix R̄ (defined
below) encapsulates short-range interactions. Using this definition, the lifetime matrix Q is given by (in atomic units,
where ~ = 1)

Q = iS
dS†

dE
= Sξ′S† − ξ′ + Se−iξ

(

1 + [I− iR̄][1 + iR̄]−1

)

R̄
′
[1 + iR̄]−1e−iξ

= Sξ′S† − ξ′ + eiξ[I+ iR̄][I− iR̄]−1

(

1 + [I− iR̄][1 + iR̄]−1

)

R̄
′
[1 + iR̄]−1e−iξ,

(3)
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where R̄
′
= dR̄/dE with the R̄ matrix defined as [41]

R̄ = C−1[Ȳ
−1 − tan(λ)]−1C−1, (4)

where the diagonal matrices tan(λ) and C−1 account for threshold effects and matching between the WKB-normalized
and energy-normalized reference functions [35, 38, 39, 41]. The matrix Ȳ is expressed via the open-open (oo), open-
closed (oc), and closed-closed (cc) subblocks of an energy-independent matrix Y as Ȳ = Yoo−Yoc[tanν+Ycc]

−1Yco,
where tanν is a diagonal matrix of closed-channel phases. As noted in the main text, we assume that closed-channel
effects can be neglected, so that the term [Y−1

oo − tan(λ)]−1 = Yλ is energy-independent. We can thus write

R̄ = C−1[Y−1
oo − tan(λ)]−1C−1 = C−1YλC

−1. (5)

Using matrix notation

C−1 =









1
C1

0 0 ...

0 1
C2

0 ...

0 0 1
C3

...

... ... ... ...









, Yλ =









1
C1

0 0 ...

0 1
C2

0 ...

0 0 1
C3

...

... ... ... ...









, (6)

which gives

R̄ =











1
C2

1

Yλ11

1
C1C2

Yλ12

1
C1C3

Yλ13
...

1
C1C2

Yλ12

1
C2

2

Yλ22

1
C2C3

Yλ23
...

1
C1C3

Yλ13

1
C2C3

Yλ23

1
C2

3

Yλ33
...

... ... ... ...











. (7)

To obtain the matrix elements of [I− iR̄]−1, which are necessary for evaluating the S-matrix in MQDT, we employ
the Schur block inversion method. If a matrix M is decomposed into four subblocks

M =

(

A B

C D

)

(8)

then its inverse can be written as

M−1 =

(

(M/D)−1 −(M/D)−1BD−1

−D−1C(M/D)−1 D−1 +D−1C(M/D)−1BD−1

)

(9)

where

M/D = A−BD−1C. (10)

is the Schur complement of the block D.

A. The energy dependence of the multichannel S-matrix in MQDT

We are interested in finding the inverse of the matrix

I− iR̄ =











1− i 1
C2

1

Yλ11
−i 1

C1C2
Yλ12

−i 1
C1C3

Yλ13
...

−i 1
C1C2

Yλ12
1− i 1

C2

2

Yλ22
−i 1

C2C3
Yλ23

...

−i 1
C1C3

Yλ13
−i 1

C2C3

Yλ23
1− i 1

C2

3

Yλ33
...

... ... ... ...











(11)

To apply Schur’s method, we must first define the subblocks A, B, C, and D. It is advantageous to separate the
energy-dependent and energy-independent parts of I− iR̄. The only energy-dependent term is C1, which only occurs
in the first row and first column of the matrix. Thus, we choose to define the subblocks as

A = 1− i
1

C2
1

Yλ11
, B =

(

−i 1
C1C2

Yλ12
−i 1

C1C3
Yλ13

−i 1
C1C4

Yλ14
...
)

,

C =









−i 1
C1C2

Yλ12

−i 1
C1C3

Yλ13

−i 1
C1C4

Yλ14

...









, D =











1− i 1
C2

2

Yλ22
−i 1

C2C3

Yλ23
−i 1

C2C4

Yλ24
...

−i 1
C2C3

Yλ23
1− i 1

C2

3

Yλ33
−i 1

C3C4
Yλ34

...

−i 1
C2C4

Yλ24
−i 1

C3C4
Yλ34

1− i 1
C2

4

Yλ44
...

... ... ... ...











.

(12)
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Define the inverse of the energy-independent subblock D

D−1 =









D̃11 D̃12 D̃13 ...

D̃21 D̃22 D̃23 ...

D̃31 D̃32 D̃33 ...
... ... ... ...









(13)

From now on the term D̃ represents the inverse of the D matrix.
Applying the block inversion method in combination with these equations, the elastic S-matrix element can be

written as

S11 = e2iξ1
1 + a1

C2

1

1 + 1
C2

1

MN

, (14)

where

a1 = iYλ11
+ i

Yλ12

C2
(iD̃11

Yλ12

C2
+ iD̃12

Yλ13

C3
+ iD̃13

Yλ14

C4
+ ...)

+i
Yλ13

C3
(iD̃12

Yλ12

C2
+ iD̃22

Yλ13

C3
+ iD̃32

Yλ14

C4
+ ...)

+i
Yλ14

C4
(iD̃13

Yλ12

C2
+ iD̃23

Yλ13

C3
+ iD̃33

Yλ14

C4

)

MN = −iYλ11
+

1

C2
Yλ12

(
D̃11

C2
Yλ12

+
D̃12

C3
Yλ13

+
D̃13

C4
Yλ14

+ ...)

+
1

C3
Yλ13

(
D̃21

C2
Yλ12

+
D̃22

C3
Yλ13

+
D̃23

C4
Yλ14

+ ...)

+
1

C4
Yλ14

(
D̃31

C2
Yλ12

+
D̃32

C3
Yλ13

+
D̃33

C4
Yλ14

+ ...)

(15)

are energy-independent complex constants
In a similar way, the first row of the S-matrix can be written as

S1n = eiξ1eiξn
[

(1 + i
Yλ11

C2
1

)
1

C1

1

1 + 1
C2

1

MN

h1 +

(

h1 +
1

C2
1

1

1 + 1
C2

1

MN

h2

)]

(16)

where the energy-independent complex constants h1 and h2 are given by

h1 = (iD̃1(n−1)
Yλ12

C2
+ iD̃2(n−1)

Yλ13

C3
+ iD̃3(n−1)

Yλ14

C4
+ ...)

h2 = i
Yλ12

C2
(iD̃1(n−1)

Yλ12

C2
+ iD̃2(n−1)

Yλ13

C3
+ iD̃3(n−1)

Yλ14

C4
+ ...)

(iD̃11
Yλ12

C2
+ iD̃12

Yλ13

C3
+ iD̃13

Yλ14

C4
+ ...)

+i
Yλ13

C3
(iD̃1(n−1)

Yλ12

C2
+ iD̃2(n−1)

Yλ13

C3
+ iD̃3(n−1)

Yλ14

C4
+ ...)

(iD̃12
Yλ12

C2
+ iD̃22

Yλ13

C3
+ iD̃32

Yλ14

C4
+ ...)

+i
Yλ14

C4
(iD̃1(n−1)

Yλ12

C2
+ iD̃2(n−1)

Yλ13

C3
+ iD̃3(n−1)

Yλ14

C4
+ ...)

(iD̃13
Yλ12

C2
+ iD̃23

Yλ13

C3
+ iD̃33

Yλ14

C4
+ ...) + ...

(17)

The first column of the S-matrix can be written as

Sn1 = eiξ1eiξn
1

C1

1

1 + 1
C2

1

MN

bn (18)
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where

bn = i
Yλ1n

Cn
+ (iD̃1(n−1)

Yλ12

C2
+ iD̃2(n−1)

Yλ13

C3
+ iD̃3(n−1)

Yλ14

C4
+ ...)

i
Yλ2n

C2Cn
(iD̃11

Yλ12

C2
+ iD̃12

Yλ13

C3
+ iD̃13

Yλ14

C4
+ ...)

+i
Yλ3n

C3Cn
(iD̃12

Yλ12

C2
+ iD̃22

Yλ13

C3
+ iD̃32

Yλ14

C4
+ ...)

+i
Yλ4n

C4Cn
(iD̃13

Yλ12

C2
+ iD̃23

Yλ13

C3
+ iD̃33

Yλ14

C4
+ ...) + ...

)

(19)

Finally, the rest of the S-matrix takes the form

Smn = eiξmeiξn
(

1

C2
1

1

1 + 1
C2

1

MN

g1 + g2

)

(20)

where n 6= 1, m 6= 1, and

g1 =

(

i
Yλ1m

Cm
+ (iD̃1(m−1)

Yλ12

C2
+ iD̃2(m−1)

Yλ13

C3
+ iD̃3(m−1)

Yλ14

C4
+ ...)

)

(iD̃1(n−1)
Yλ12

C2
+ iD̃2(n−1)

Yλ13

C3
+ iD̃3(n−1)

Yλ14

C4
+ ...)

+(iD̃1(n−1)
Yλ12

C2
+ iD̃2(n−1)

Yλ13

C3
+ iD̃3(n−1)

Yλ14

C4
+ ...)

(

i
Yλ2m

C2cm
(iD̃11

Yλ12

C2
+ iD̃12

Yλ13

C3
+ iD̃13

Yλ14

C4
+ ...)

+i
Yλ3m

C3cm
(iD̃12

Yλ12

C2
+ iD̃22

Yλ13

C3
+ iD̃23

Yλ14

C4
+ ...)

+i
Yλ4m

C4cm
(iD̃13

Yλ12

C2
+ iD̃23

Yλ13

C3
+ iD̃33

Yλ14

C4
+ ...) + ...)

)

g2 = (iD̃1(n−1)
Yλm2

C2Cm
+ iD̃2(n−1)

Yλm3

C3Cm
+ iD̃3(n−1)

Yλm4

C4Cm
+ ...)

(21)

We simplify these equations by defining a new energy-dependent variable f(C2
1 ) = 1

1+ 1

C2
1

M
, in terms of which the

scattering matrix elements can be written as

S11 = e2iξ1f(C2
1 )

(

1 +
a1
C2

1

)

,

Sn1 = eiξ1eiξnf(C2
1 )

b1
C1

,

S1n = eiξ1eiξn
(

(1 + i
Yλ11

C2
1

)
1

C1
f(C2

1 )h1 +

(

h1 +
1

C2
1

f(C2
1 )h2

))

,

Smn = eiξmeiξn
(

1

C2
1

f(C2
1 )g1 + g2

)

.

(22)

To find Q, we also need the derivative of the S-matrix with respect to energy. From the expressions derived above,
we readily obtain the energy derivative of the elastic S-matrix element

dS11

dE
= 2iξ1

′e2iξ1
1 + a1

C2

1

1 + 1
C2

1

MN

+ e2iξ1
2C1C

′
1(MN − a1)

(C2
1 +MN )2

, (23)
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as well as the energy derivative of the first column of the S-matrix

dSn1

dE
= iξ′1e

iξ1eiξn
1

C1

1

1 + 1
C2

1

MN

bn + eiξ1eiξn
C1

′(MN − C2
1 )

(C2
1 +MN)2

bn (24)

These expressions are sufficient to obtain the average time delay in the incident collision channel (Q11), which is of
primary interest in this work.

B. Energy dependence of S and dS/dE in the s-wave regime

To obtain the explicit energy dependence of S and dS/dE, we need to specify the quantum defect parameters C1

and ξ1 as a function of energy. In the s-wave regime (k → 0 and l = 0) these parameters are [7]

C−2 = kā[1 + (s− 1)2],

tan ξ = −ka,

tanλ = 1− s = 1− a

ā
,

(25)

where k =
√
2µE, s = a/ā is the dimensionless scatting length, a is the scattering length, ā = 4πC6/Γ(

1
4 )

2 is the
mean scattering length, and C6 is the long-range dispersion coefficient [7]. Using these definitions S11 can be written
as

S11 = e2i atan(−ak) 1 + kā[1 + (s− 1)2]a1
1 + kā[1 + (s− 1)2]MN

(26)

In the low-energy regime ka → 0 and S11 becomes

lim
k→0

S11 = lim
k→0

e2i atan(−ak) 1 + kā[1 + (s− 1)2]a1
1 + kā[1 + (s− 1)2]MN

= e−2iak (27)

The energy derivative of S11 in the s-wave regime is

dS11

dE
= e2i atan(−ak)

( −2iaµ

(1 + a2k2)k

1 + kā[1 + (s− 1)2]a1
1 + kā[1 + (s− 1)2]MN

+
µ(a1 −MN )ā[1 + (s− 1)2]

k(1 + kā[1 + (s− 1)2]MN )2

) (28)

In the limit ka → 0 the energy derivative of S11 becomes

lim
k→0

dS11

dE
=

e−2iak

k

(

− 2aiµ

~2
− µ

~2
(MN − a1)

)

(29)

Similarly, for the first column of the S-matrix in the s-wave regime, we have

Sn1 = ei atan(−ak)eiξn
√

kā[1 + (s− 1)2]
1

1 + kā[1 + (s− 1)2]MN
bn (30)

As ka → 0 the matrix elements Sn1 become

lim
k→0

Sn1 = e−iakeiξn
√

kā[1 + (s− 1)2]bn (31)

Thus, the energy derivative of Sn1 in the s-wave regime is (for n 6= 1)

dSn1

dE
= ei atan(−ak)eiξnbn

( −iaµ

(1 + a2k2)k

√

kā[1 + (s− 1)2]

1 + kā[1 + (s− 1)2]MN

+
µ −kā[1+(s−1)2]

2k5/2
√

ā[1+(s−1)2]
(kā[1 + (s− 1)2]MN − 1)

(1 + kā[1 + (s− 1)2]MN )2

)

.

(32)

In the limit ka → 0 we have

lim
k→0

dSn1

dE
= e−iakeiξnbn

√

ā[1 + (s− 1)2]

(−iaµ

k1/2
+ µ

1

2k3/2

)

(33)

The expressions derived in this section are used below to calculate the average dime delay in the incident collision
channel Q11.



10

C. Energy dependence of S and dS/dE in the p-wave regime

It is also interesting to explore the S-matrix and its energy derivative in the p-wave regime. Similarly to the s-wave
case, we start by expressing the quantum defect parameters as a function of energy [7]

C−2 = 2.128k3ā3
1 + (s− 1)2

(s− 2)2
,

tan ξ = 2.128k3a3
s− 1

s− 2
,

tanλ =
s

s− 2
.

(34)

In the p-wave regime, S11 can be represented as

S11 = e2i atan(2.128k
3a3 s−1

s−2 )
1 + 2.128k3ā3 1+(s−1)2

(s−2)2 a1

1 + 2.128k3ā3 1+(s−1)2

(s−2)2 MN

(35)

As ka goes to zero, the matrix element S11 becomes

lim
k→0

S11 = e2i atan(2.128k
3a3 s−1

s−2 ). (36)

Taking the energy derivative of S11 we find

dS11

dE
= e2i atan(2.128k

3a3 s−1

s−2 )
(

2i
2.128 3µ

~2 a
3 s−1
s−2k

1 + (2.128a3 s−1
s−2 )

2k6

1 + 2.128k3ā3 1+(s−1)2

(s−2)2 a1

1 + 2.128k3ā3 1+(s−1)2

(s−2)2 MN

+
3 µ
~2 k2.128ā

3 1+(s−1)2

(s−2)2 (a1 −MN)

(1 + 2.128k3ā3 1+(s−1)2

(s−2)2 MN)2

)

(37)

As ka approaches zero, the derivative becomes

lim
k→0

dS11

dE
= e4.256ik

3a3 s−1

s−2

(

i2.128
6µ

~2
a3

s− 1

s− 2
k

+
3µ

~2
2.128kā3

1 + (s− 1)2

(s− 2)2
(a1 −MN)

) (38)

In the p-wave regime Sn1 can be represented as

Sn1 = ei atan(2.128k
3a3 s−1

s−2 )eiξn

√

2.128k3ā3
1 + (s− 1)2

(s− 2)2
1

1 + 2.128k3ā3 1+(s−1)2

(s−2)2 MN

bn (39)

as ka goes to 0, Sn1 matrix element becomes

lim
k→0

Sn1 = ei atan(2.128k
3a3 s−1

s−2 )eiξn

√

2.128k3ā3
1 + (s− 1)2

(s− 2)2
bn (40)

The energy derivative of Sn1 (n 6= 1) in the p-wave regime takes the form

dSn1

dE
= ei atan(2.128k

3a3 s−1

s−2 )eiξnbn

(

i
2.1283µa3 s−1

s−2k

1 + (2.128a3 s−1
s−2 )

2k6

√

2.128k3ā3 1+(s−1)2

(s−2)2

1 + 2.128k3ā3 1+(s−1)2

(s−2)2 MN

+
µ −3

2k1/2

√

2.128ā3 1+(s−1)2

(s−2)2 (MN2.128k3ā3 1+(s−1)2

(s−2)2 − 1)

(1 + 2.128k3ā3 1+(s−1)2

(s−2)2 MN)2

)

.

(41)
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As ka approaches zero, the energy derivative can be written as

lim
k→0

dSn1

dE
= ei2.128k

3a3 s−1

s−2 eiξnbn

(

i2.1283µa3
s− 1

s− 2
k5/2

√

2.128ā3
1 + (s− 1)2

(s− 2)2

+µ
3
√

2.128ā3 1+(s−1)2

(s−2)2

2k1/2

)

.

(42)

II. THE Q-MATRIX IN TERMS OF MQDT PARAMETERS

Substituting MQDT expressions for the S-matrix elements (14) and their energy derivatives (23) in Eq. (1), we
finally obtain the desired result for the average time delay in the incident channel (i = 1) in the absence of closed
channels

Q11 = 2ξ1
′

|1 + a1

C2

1

|2

|1 + 1
C2

1

MN |2 + i
2C1C

′
1(2M

∗
N)(1− MN

C2

1

)

(1 + 1
C2

1

M∗
N )|C2

1 +MN |2

+|bn|2(ξ′1
1

C1
2

1

|1 + 1
C2

1

MN |2 + i
C1C1

′( 1
C2

1

M∗
N − 1)

|(C2
1 +MN)|2(1 +M∗

N
1
C2

1

)
).

(43)

The first two terms in equation (43) come from iS†
11

dS11

dE and hence represent elastic contributions. The second two

terms come from iS†
n1

dSn1

dE , and thereby represent contributions from inelastic scattering.
Because the S-matrix is unitary, Q11 must be real [17]), so we need to show that the imaginary terms in Eq. (43)

cancel. In order for this to happen, the following equations must be true:

i
2C1C

′
1(2M

∗
N)(1 − MN

C2

1

)

(1 + 1
C2

1

M∗
N)|C2

1 +MN |2 = −i(
∑

n

|bn|2)
C1C1

′( 1
C2

1

M∗
N − 1)

|(C2
1 +MN )|2(1 +M∗

N
1
C2

1

)

i
2C1C

′
1(2M

∗
N)(1 − MN

C2

1

)(1 + 1
C2

1

MN )

|(1 + 1
C2

1

M∗
N)|2|C2

1 +MN |2 = i(
∑

n

|bn|2)
C1C1

′(1− 1
C2

1

M∗
N )(1 + 1

C2

1

MN )

|(C2
1 +MN )|2|(1 +M∗

N
1
C2

1

)|2

(44)

Since the denominators of the fractions are real and equal to each other, we can cancel them:

i4C1C
′
1M

∗
N (1− MN

C2
1

)(1 +
1

C2
1

MN ) = i(
∑

n

|bn|2)C1C1
′(1 − 1

C2
1

M∗
N )(1 +

1

C2
1

MN) (45)

Additionally, we divide both sides of the equation by C1 and C′
1

i4M∗
N(1− MN

C2
1

)(1 +
1

C2
1

MN) = i(
∑

n

|bn|2)(1 −
1

C2
1

M∗
N )(1 +

1

C2
1

MN) (46)

and multiply to obtain

i4M∗
N(1− 1

C4
1

M2
N ) = i(

∑

n

|bn|2)(1 +
MN

C2
1

− 1

C2
1

M∗
N − 1

C4
1

M∗
NMN ) (47)

Now we express MN in terms of its real and imaginary parts.

i4(MR − iMI)(1−
1

C4
1

(MR + iMI)
2)

= i(
∑

n

|bn|2)(1 +
(MR + iMI)

C2
1

− (MR − iMI)

C2
1

− 1

C4
1

(MR − iMI)(MR + iMI))
(48)

Expanding the square, we obtain

4(iMR +MI −
1

C4
1

(iM3
R −M2

RMI −M3
I + iMRM

2
I ))

= (
∑

n

|bn|2)(i − 2
MI

C2
1

− i
1

C4
1

(M2
R +M2

I ))
(49)
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We require the imaginary parts to cancel:

4(iMR − 1

C4
1

(iM3
R + iMRM

2
I ))

= (
∑

n

|bn|2)(i − i
1

C4
1

(M2
R +M2

I ))
(50)

Since C1 is energy-dependent, both sides of the equation with the same power of C1 must be equal, so we obtain the
following equations

4iMR = i
∑

n

|bn|2,

−4i(M3
R +MRM

2
I ) = −i

(

∑

n

|bn|2
)

(M2
R +M2

I ).

(51)

The equations can be simplified to get:

4MR =
∑

n

|bn|2,

4(M3
R +MRM

2
I ) =

(

∑

n

|bn|2
)

(M2
R +M2

I ).

(52)

Both of these equations give 4MR =
∑

n |bn|2, which can be verified by comparing MR and
∑

n |bn|2. Thus our
equation can be rewritten as

Q11 = 2ξ′1
|1 + a1

C2

1

|2

|1 + 1
C2

1

MN |2 +
4C1C

′
1(MI +

1
C4

1

(M2
RMI +M3

I ))

|1 + 1
C2

1

M∗
N |2|C2

1 +MN |2

+(~ξ′1
1

C1
2

4MR

|1 + 1
C2

1

MN |2 +
8~C′

1MRMI

C1|C2
1 +MN |2|1 +M∗

N
1
C2

1

|2 )
(53)

which gives us Q11 in terms of energy-dependent MQDT parameters.

A. Average time delay in the s-wave regime

To find the energy dependence of the average time delay in the s-wave regime, we first rearrange Eq. (53)

Q11 =
1

|1 + 1
C2

1

MN |2
(

2ξ′1(|1 +
1

C2
1

a1|2) +
4C1C

′
1(MI +

1
C4

1

(M2
RMI +M3

I ))

(|C2
1 +MN |2)

+(ξ′1
1

C2
1

4MR +
8C′

1MRMI

C1(|C2
1 +MN |2) )

)

(54)

and define the following auxiliary quantities

MN = MR + iMI ,

a1 = −MR + iMI ,

MI = Yλ11
,

MR =
( 1

C2
Yλ12

(
D̃11

C2
Yλ12

+
D̃12

C3
Yλ13

+
D̃13

C4
Yλ14

+ ...)

+
1

C3
Yλ13

(
D̃21

C2
Yλ12

+
D̃22

C3
Yλ13

+
D̃23

C4
Yλ14

+ ...)

+
1

C4
Yλ14

(
D̃31

C2
Yλ12

+
D̃32

C3
Yλ13

+
D̃33

C4
Yλ14

+ ...)
)

.

(55)
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In the s-wave threshold regime, the energy derivatives of ξ = atan(−ak) and C−2
1 = kā[1 + (s− 1)2] are given by

dξ

dE
= − aµ

(1 + a2k2)k
,

dC−2
1

dE
= µk−1ā[1 + (s− 1)2],

dC1

dE
= µ

−1

2k5/2
√

ā[1 + (s− 1)2]
.

(56)

We substitute C1 into equation (54) and obtain

Q11 =
1

1 + 2MRkā[1 + (s− 1)2] + k2ā2[1 + (s− 1)2]2|MN |2
(

2ξ′1(1 − 2MRkā[1 + (s− 1)2] + k2ā2[1 + (s− 1)2]2|a1|2)

+
4C′

1(MI + k2ā2[1 + (s− 1)2]2(M2
RMI +M3

I ))(k
3/2 ¯a3/2[1 + (s− 1)2]3/2)

(1 + 2MRkā[1 + (s− 1)2] + |MN |2k2ā2[1 + (s− 1)2]2)

+(ξ′1kā[1 + (s− 1)2]4MR

+
8C′

1MRMI(k
5/2 ¯a5/2[1 + (s− 1)2]5/2))

(1 + 2MRkā[1 + (s− 1)2] + |MN |2k2ā2[1 + (s− 1)2]2)
)

)

(57)

Next we substitute the expressions for C′
1 and ξ′1 to find

Q11 =
1

1 + 2MRkā[1 + (s− 1)2] + k2ā2[1 + (s− 1)2]2|MN |2
(

− 2
aµ

(1 + a2k2)k
(1− 2MRkā[1 + (s− 1)2] + k2ā2[1 + (s− 1)2]2|a1|2)

−
2µ 1

k5/2
√

ā[1+(s−1)2]
(MI + k2ā2[1 + (s− 1)2]2(M2

RMI +M3
I ))(k

3/2 ¯a3/2[1 + (s− 1)2]3/2)

(1 + 2MRkā[1 + (s− 1)2] + |MN |2k2ā2[1 + (s− 1)2]2)

− aµ

(1 + a2k2)k
kā[1 + (s− 1)2]4MR

−
4µ 1

k5/2
√

ā[1+(s−1)2]
MRMI(k

5/2 ¯a5/2[1 + (s− 1)2]5/2))

(1 + 2MRkā[1 + (s− 1)2] + |MN |2k2ā2[1 + (s− 1)2]2)
)

)

=
1

1 + 2MRkā[1 + (s− 1)2] + k2ā2[1 + (s− 1)2]2|MN |2
(

− 2
aµ

(1 + a2k2)k
(1− 2MRkā[1 + (s− 1)2] + k2ā2[1 + (s− 1)2]2|a1|2)

−2µā[1 + (s− 1)2](MI + k2ā2[1 + (s− 1)2]2(M2
RMI +M3

I ))

k(1 + 2MRkā[1 + (s− 1)2] + |MN |2k2ā2[1 + (s− 1)2]2)

− aµ

1 + a2k2
ā[1 + (s− 1)2]4MR

− 4µMRMI(ā2[1 + (s− 1)2]2))

(1 + 2MRkā[1 + (s− 1)2] + |MN |2k2ā2[1 + (s− 1)2]2)
)

)

(58)
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In the limit k → 0 this equation becomes

Q11 = − 2aµ

k(1 + a2k2)

1− 2MRkā[1 + (s− 1)2]

1 + 2MRkā[1 + (s− 1)2]

−2µ
1

k

MI(ā[1 + (s− 1)2])

1 + 4MRkā[1 + (s− 1)2]

− 1

1 + a2k2
4MRā[1 + (s− 1)2]aµ

1 + 2MRkā[1 + (s− 1)2]

−4µ
MRMI ā

2[1 + (s− 1)2]2

1 + 4MRkā[1 + (s− 1)2]
.

(59)

III. COMPARISON WITH SINGLE-CHANNEL RESULTS

As an additional check, we compare our results with the previous work on single-channel elastic collisions [27–33].
To accomplish this, we start by finding the Q11:

Q11 = −iS†
11

dS11

dE
= −ie−2iξ1

1 +
a∗

1

C2

1

1 + 1
C2

1

M∗
N

(

2iξ1
′e2iξ1

1 + a1

C2

1

1 + 1
C2

1

MN

+ e2iξ1
2C1C

′
1(MN − a1)

(C2
1 +MN)2

)

= −i
1 +

a∗

1

C2

1

1 + 1
C2

1

M∗
N

(

2iξ1
′

1 + a1

C2

1

1 + 1
C2

1

MN

+
2C1C

′
1(MN − a1)

(C2
1 +MN)2

)

.

(60)

When there is only one channel, MN = −iYλ11
and a1 = iYλ11

. Thus, Eq. (61) becomes

Q11 = −i
1− iYλ11

C2

1

1 +
iYλ11

C2

1

(

2iξ1
′
1 +

iYλ11

C2

1

1− iYλ11

C2

1

+
2C1C

′
1(−2iYλ11

)

(C2
1 − iYλ11

)2

)

, (61)

which simplifies to

Q11 = 2ξ1
′ +

2C1C
′
1(−2Yλ11

)

C4
1 + Y 2

λ11

= 2ξ′1 −
4C′

1Yλ11

C3
1 (1 +

1
C4

1

Y 2
λ11

)
(62)

In the s-wave regime, the MQDT parameters ξ and C−2
1 are defined by Eq. (25). To find the time delay, we also

require the derivatives of these parameters

dξ

dE
= − aµ

(1 + a2k2)k
,

dC−2
1

dE
= µk−1ā[1 + (s− 1)2],

dC1

dE
= µ

−1

2k5/2
√

ā[1 + (s− 1)2]
.

(63)

Using Eq. (62) and the derivatives of C1 and ξ′ in the s-wave regime we obtain

Q11 = − 2aµ

(1 + a2k2)k
−

4µ −1

2k5/2
√

ā[1+(s−1)2]
(k3/2ā3/2[1 + (s− 1)2]3/2)Yλ11

(1 + k2ā2[1 + (s− 1)2]2Y 2
λ11

)
. (64)

As we approach the limit k → 0, Eq. (64) becomes

Q11 = −2aµ

k
+

2µā[1 + (s− 1)2]Yλ11

k
. (65)

The second term vanishes since we follow Refs. [45, 46] in taking Y11 = 0, which implies Yλ11
= [Y −1

11 − tanλ]−1 = 0.
The first term is identical to the single-channel time delay found in earlier work [27–33], thereby confirming our results.
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Additionally, we will check the expression for the single-channel scattering phase shift. We start with the single-
channel scattering matrix S = e2iδ

S = e2iξ
1 + i 1

C2

1

Yλ11

1− i 1
C2

1

Yλ11

. (66)

In terms of the scattering phase shift, we have

e2iδ = e2iξ
1 + i 1

C2

1

Yλ11

1− i 1
C2

1

Yλ11

,

2iδ = 2iξ + ln

(1 + i 1
C2

1

Yλ11

1− i 1
C2

1

Yλ11

)

,

δ = ξ − 1

2
i ln

(1 + i 1
C2

1

Yλ11

1− i 1
C2

1

Yλ11

)

.

(67)

The quantum defect parameter C−2
1 → kā[1 + (s − 1)2] → 0 in the s-wave regime (k → 0), so the expression for the

phase shift becomes

δ = ξ − 1

2
i ln(1) ⇒ δ = ξ (68)

In the s-wave regime the expression becomes

lim
k→0

δ = lim
k→0

atan(−ka) = −ka (69)

which is identical to the phase shift obtained previously [33].

IV. TWO-CHANNEL MODEL

For our two-channel model, we choose a single-parameter expression for Y with Y11 = Y22 = 0 and Y12 6= 0 as
suggested by Chilcott and Croft [46]. To obtain Q11 for the two-channel model, we expand Eq. (53) by using the
constants found in Eqs. (15) and (19).

Q11 =
1

∣

∣

∣

∣

1 + 1
C2

1

(

1
C2

2

Y 2

12

d2C2

2

tan λ1

dC2
2

1+
tan λ2

1

d2C4
2

− i
(

tan λ2

d + 1
C2

2

Y 2

12

d2C2

2

1

1+
tan λ2

1

d2C4
2

)

)∣

∣

∣

∣

2

×

(

2ξ′1

∣

∣

∣

∣

1− 1

C2
1

1

C2
2

Y 2
12

d2C2
2

tanλ1

dC2

2

1 +
tanλ2

1

d2C4

2

− i
1

C2
1

(tanλ2

d
+

1

C2
2

Y 2
12

d2C2
2

1

1 +
tanλ2

1

d2C4

2

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+ ξ′1
1

C2
1

4
1

C2
2

Y 2
12

d2C2
2

tanλ1

dC2

2

1 +
tanλ2

1

d2C4

2

+
1

|C2
1 + 1

C2

2

Y 2

12

d2C2

2

tan λ1

dC2
2

1+
tan λ2

1

d2C4
2

− i( tanλ2

d + 1
C2

2

Y 2

12

d2C2

2

1

1+
tan λ2

1

d2C4
2

)|2

×

(

4C1C
′
1

(

− tanλ2

d
+

1

C2
2

Y 2
12

d2C2
2

1

1 +
tanλ2

1

d2C4

2

+
1

C4
1

1

C4
2

Y 4
12

d4C4
1C

4
2

tanλ2

1

d2C4

2

(1 +
tanλ2

1

d2C4

2

)2
(
1

C2
2

Y 2
12

d2C2
2

1

1 +
tanλ2

1

d2C4

2

− tanλ2

d
)

+
1

C4
1

( 1

C2
2

Y 2
12

d2C2
2

1

1 +
tanλ2

1

d2C4

2

− tanλ2

d

)3
)

+8
C′

1

C1

1

C2
2

Y 2
12

d2C2
2

tanλ1

dC2

2

1 +
tanλ2

1

d2C4

2

(
1

C2
2

Y 2
12

d2C2
2

1

1 +
tanλ2

1

d2C4

2

− tanλ2

d
)

)

)

.

(70)

This equation gives us the time delay of channel 1 (Q11) in terms of the short-range MQDT parameter Y12.
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V. DERIVATION OF THE AVERAGE TIME DELAY IN THE UNIVERSAL MODEL

Equation (1) of Ref. [7] gives the scattering length in terms of the diagonal S-matrix element in the entrance channel
(α = 1 in our notation)

ã1 =
1

ik1

1− S11

1 + S11
(71)

This can be rearranged to get the scattering matrix in term of the scattering length

S11 =
i+ k1ã1
i− k1ã1

(72)

or

S11 =
1− ik1ã1
1 + ik1ã1

(73)

Equation (11) of Ref. [7] expresses the scattering length in terms of MQDT parameters

ã1 = − 1

k
(tan ξ − yC−2(E)

i+ y tanλ
) (74)

In terms of the MQDT parameters, the S-matrix element takes the form

S11 =
1 + i(tan ξ − yC−2(E)

i+y tanλ )

1− i(tan ξ − yC−2(E)
i+y tanλ )

(75)

Since complex conjugation is distributive over division
(

z
w

)∗
= z∗

w∗
, we have

S∗
11 =

1− i(tan ξ − yC−2(E)
−i+y tanλ)

1 + i(tan ξ − yC−2(E)
−i+y tanλ)

(76)

To find the energy derivative of S11 we use the quotient rule (u(x)v(x) )
′ = u′(x)v(x)−v′(x)u(x)

v(x)2 and the following relations

d

dx
(1 + i(g(x)− f(x)−2a)) = i(g′(x) + 2af ′(x)f(x)−3),

d

dx
(1− i(g(x)− f(x)−2a)) = −i(g′(x) + 2af ′(x)f(x)−3),

(77)

where a = y
−i+y tanλ , g(x) = tan ξ, and f(x) = C(E). We obtain

dS11

dE
=

i(g′(x) + 2af ′(x)f(x)−3)(1 − i(tan ξ − yC−2(E)
i+y tanλ ) + i(g′(x) + 2af ′(x)f(x)−3)(1 + i(tan ξ − yC−2(E)

i+y tanλ ))

(1− i(tan ξ − yC−2(E)
i+y tanλ ))

2

=
i(g′(x) + 2af ′(x)f(x)−3)(1 − i(tan ξ − yC−2(E)

i+y tanλ) + 1 + i(tan ξ − yC−2(E)
i+y tanλ ))

(1− i(tan ξ − yC−2(E)
i+y tanλ ))

2

=
2i(g′(x) + 2af ′(x)f(x)−3)

(1− i(tan ξ − yC−2(E)
i+y tanλ))

2

(78)

Substituting the values of a, g(x), and f(x) (see above), we find

dS11

dE
=

2i(d tan ξ
dE + 2 y

−i+y tanλC
′(E)C−3(E))

(1− i(tan ξ − yC−2(E)
i+y tanλ ))

2
(79)
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Now we can solve for the average time delay Q11

Q11 = −iS†
11

dS11

dE

= −i
1− i(tan ξ − yC−2(E)

−i+y tanλ )

1 + i(tan ξ − yC−2(E)
−i+y tanλ )

2i(d tan ξ
dE + 2 y

−i+y tanλ
C′(E)
C3(E) )

(1− i(tan ξ − yC−2(E)
i+y tanλ))

2

(80)

In the s-wave regime, where tan ξ = −ka, C−2(E) = kā[1 + (s− 1)2], and tanλ = 1− s [7], the average time delay
becomes

Q11 = −iS†
11

dS11

dE
=

−i
1− i(−ka− ykā[1+(s−1)2]

−i+y(1−s) )

1 + i(−ka− ykā[1+(s−1)2]
−i+y(1−s) )

×
2i(d(−ka)

dE + 2 y
−i+y(1−s)

d(kā[1+(s−1)2])−1/2

dE (kā[1 + (s− 1)2])3/2)

(1− i(−ka− ykā[1+(s−1)2]
i+y(1−s) ))2

= −i
1 + ika+ ikāy [1+(s−1)2]

−i+y(1−s)

1− ika− ikāy [1+(s−1)2]
−i+y(1−s)

×
2i(−ad(

√
2µE)
dE + 2 y

−i+y(1−s)
d((

√
2µE)−1/2)
dE (k3/2ā[1 + (s− 1)2]))

(1 − i(−ka− ykā[1+(s−1)2]
i+y(1−s) ))2

=
1 + ika+ ikāy [1+(s−1)2]

−i+y(1−s)

1− ika− ikāy [1+(s−1)2]
−i+y(1−s)

×
−2(−aµ

k − 2 y
−i+y(1−s) (

µ
2 k

−5/2)(k3/2ā[1 + (s− 1)2]))

(1− i(−ka− ykā[1+(s−1)2]
i+y(1−s) ))2

=
1 + ika+ ikāy [1+(s−1)2]

−i+y(1−s)

1− ika− ikāy [1+(s−1)2]
−i+y(1−s)

2(a+ yā[1+(s−1)2]
i+y(1−s) )µk

(1 + aki+ i ykā[1+(s−1)2]
i+y(1−s) )2

,

(81)

which we can write

Q11 =
1 + ika+ ikāy [1+(s−1)2]

−i+y(1−s)

1− ika− ikāy [1+(s−1)2]
−i+y(1−s)

2(a+ yā[1+(s−1)2]
i+y(1−s) )µk

(1 + aki+ i ykā[1+(s−1)2]
i+y(1−s) )2

=
1 + kα

1− kα

2β µ
k

(1 + ikβ)2

=
1 + kα

1− kα

2βµ

k + 2ik2β − k3β2

(82)

where α = ia+ iāy [1+(s−1)2]
−i+y(1−s) and β = a+ yā[1+(s−1)2]

i+y(1−s) . Because β and α are complex one cannot make the assumption

Q11 ≈ 1 + kα

1− kα

2βµ

k
= 2βµ

1 + kα

k − k2α
≈ 2βµ

1 + kα

k
(83)

when k is small. Instead, we proceed by separating Eq. (82) into the real and imaginary parts

Q11 =
1 + ika+ ikāy [1+(s−1)2]

−i+y(1−s)

1− ika− ikāy [1+(s−1)2]
−i+y(1−s)

2(a+ yā[1+(s−1)2]
i+y(1−s) )µk

(1 + aki+ i ykā[1+(s−1)2]
i+y(1−s) )2

=
−i+ y(1− s) + ka+ ikay(1− s) + ikāy[1 + (s− 1)2]

−i+ y(1− s)− ka− ikay(1− s)− ikāy[1 + (s− 1)2]

× 2(ia+ ay(1− s) + yā[1 + (s− 1)2])µk (i+ y(1− s))

(i+ y(1− s)− ka+ ikay(1− s) + iykā[1 + (s− 1)2])2
.

(84)

Now define a parameter

β = ay(1− s) + yā[1 + (s− 1)2]

= ay(1− s) + y
a

s
[1 + s2 − 2s+ 1]

= ay(1− s) + ay

[

2

s
+ s− 2

]

= ay

[

2

s
− 1

]

.

(85)
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With this definition, Eq. (84) becomes

Q11 =
−i+ y(1− s) + ka+ ikβ

−i+ y(1− s)− ka− ikβ
× (ia+ β)2µk (i+ y(1− s))

(i + y(1− s)− ka+ ikβ)2
(86)

The denominator of the first term and the expression in parentheses in the denominator of the second term are
complex conjugates of each other, and thus

Q11 =
2µ

k

(ia+ β)(i + y(1− s))(−i + y(1− s) + ka+ ikβ)

|i+ y(1− s)− ka+ ikβ|2(i+ y(1− s)− ka+ ikβ)

=
2µ

k

(ia+ β)(i + y(s− 1))(−i+ y(1− s) + ka+ ikβ)

((1 + kβ)2 + (y(1− s)− ka)2)(i + y(1− s)− ka+ ikβ)

(87)

To make the denominator real, we multiply the numerator and denominator by the denominator’s complex conjugate

Q11 =
2µ

k

(ia+ β)(i + y(s− 1))(−i+ y(1− s) + ka+ ikβ)(−i+ y(1− s)− ka− ikβ)

((1 + kβ)2 + (y(1− s)− ka)2)|(i + y(1− s)− ka+ ikβ)|2

=
2µ

k

[

(

a2βk2sy − a2βk2y − 2as2y2 + 4asy2 − 2ay2 − a+ β3k2sy + β3(−k2)y + βs3y3 − 3βs2y3

+3βsy3 − βsy − βy3 + βy

)

+ i

(

− a3k2sy + a3k2y − aβ2k2sy + aβ2k2y + as3y3

−3as2y3 + 3asy3 − asy − ay3 + ay + 2βs2y2 − 4βsy2 + 2βy2 + β

)

]

1
(

(1 + kβ)2 + (y(1− s)− ka)2
)2

(88)
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In the limit k → 0 we can retain only the terms linear in k

Q11 =
2µ

k

(ia+ β)(i + y(s− 1))(−i+ y(1− s) + ka+ ikβ)(−i+ y(1− s)− ka− ikβ)

((1 + kβ)2 + (y(1− s)− ka)2)|(i+ y(1− s)− ka+ ikβ)|2

=
2µ

k

(

(

a2βk2sy − a2βk2y − 2as2y2 + 4asy2 − 2ay2 − a+ β3k2sy + β3(−k2)y + βs3y3 − 3βs2y3

+3βsy3 − βsy − βy3 + βy

)

+ i

(

− a3k2sy + a3k2y − aβ2k2sy + aβ2k2y + as3y3

−3as2y3 + 3asy3 − asy − ay3 + ay + 2βs2y2 − 4βsy2 + 2βy2 + β

)

)

× 1
(

1 + 2kβ + k2β2 + y2(1 − s)2 − 2kay(1− s) + k2a2
)2

=
2µ

k

(

(

− 2as2y2 + 4asy2 − 2ay2 − a+ βs3y3 − 3βs2y3 + 3βsy3 − βsy − βy3 + βy

)

+i

(

as3y3 − 3as2y3 + 3asy3 − asy − ay3 + ay + 2βs2y2 − 4βsy2 + 2βy2 + β

)

)

1
(

1 + y2(1− s)2 + (2β − 2ay(1− s))k

)2

=
2µ

k

(

(

− 2as2y2 + 4asy2 − 2ay2 − a+ βs3y3 − 3βs2y3 + 3βsy3 − βsy − βy3 + βy

)

+i

(

as3y3 − 3as2y3 + 3asy3 − asy − ay3 + ay + 2βs2y2 − 4βsy2 + 2βy2 + β

)

)

× 1
(

1 + y2(1− s)2
)2

+ 2

(

(1 + y2(1− s)2)(2β − 2ay(1− s))

)

k

(89)

In the limit of k → 0, the tem
(

1 + (1− s)2
)2

+ 2
(

(1 + (1− s)2)(2β − 2a(1− s))
)

k goes over to
(

1 + (1− s)2
)2

and
the expression for Q11 becomes

Q11 =
2µ

k

(

(

− 2as2y2 + 4asy2 − 2ay2 − a+ βs3y3 − 3βs2y3 + 3βsy3 − βsy − βy3 + βy

)

+i

(

as3y3 − 3as2y3 + 3asy3 − asy − ay3 + ay + 2βs2y2 − 4βsy2 + 2βy2 + β

)

)

× 1
(

1 + y2(1− s)2
)2

(90)

In the absence of inelastic loss (y → 0) this expression takes the form

lim
y→0

Q11 =
2µ

k
(−a+ iβ) (91)

Recalling that β = ay[2/s− 1], we have limy→0 β = 0 and Eq. (91) simplifies as

lim
y→0

Q11 = −2aµ

k
, (92)

which is identical to the previous single-channel results [27–33].
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In the universal limit (y → 1), Eq. (90) becomes

Q11 =
2µ
~

k

(

(

− 2as2 + 4as− 2a− a+ βs3 − 3βs2 + 3βs− βs− β + β

)

+i

(

as3 − 3as2 + 3as− as− a+ a+ 2βs2 − 4βs+ 2β + β

)

)

× 1
(

1 + (1− s)2
)2

+ 2

(

(1 + (1− s)2)(2β − 2a(1− s))

)

k

(93)

As noted above, in the limit of k → 0, the term
(

1 + (1− s)2
)2

+ 2
(

(1 + (1 − s)2)(2β − 2a(1− s))
)

k goes over to
(

1 + (1− s)2
)2
, and we find

Q11 =
2µ

k

(

(

− 2as2 + 4as− 3a+ βs3 − 3βs2 + 2βs

)

+i

(

as3 − 3as2 + 2as+ 2βs2 − 4βs+ 3β

)

)

× 1
(

1 + (1− s)2
)2
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Recall that β = ay[2/s− 1], so in this expression β = a[2/s− 1].

A. Universal time delay for p-wave scattering

For completeness, here we provide a derivation of the average time delay in the p-wave regime (l = 1). We follow a
similar procedure as outlined above for the s-wave regime. The p-wave quantum defect parameters are given by [7]

C−2 = 2.128k3ā3
1 + (s− 1)2

(s− 2)2
,

tan ξ = 2.128k3ā3
s− 1

s− 2
,

tanλ =
s

s− 2
.

(95)

The p-wave scattering length may be written as

ã = − 1

k
(tan ξ − yC−2(E)

i+ y tanλ
)

= − 1

k
(2.128k3ā3

s− 1

s− 2
−

y2.128k3ā3 1+(s−1)2

(s−2)2

i+ y s
s−2

)

= −(2ā1k
2ā2

s− 1

s− 2
−

y2ā1k
2ā2 1+(s−1)2

(s−2)2

i+ y s
s−2

)

= −2ā1k
2ā2
(

s− 1

s− 2
−

y 1+(s−1)2

(s−2)

i(s− 2) + ys

)

= −2ā1k
2ā2
( (i(s− 1) + ys s−1

s−2 )− y 1+(s−1)2

(s−2)

i(s− 2) + ys

)

.
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Pulling out the common factor y

ã = −2ā1k
2ā2
( (i(s− 1) + y s(s−1)−1−(s2−2s+1)

(s−2)

i(s− 2) + ys

)

= −2ā1k
2ā2
(

(i(s− 1) + y s2−s−1−(s2−2s+1)
(s−2)

i(s− 2) + ys

)

(97)
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and simplifying, we obtain

ã = −2ā1k
2ā2
(

i(s− 1) + y s−2
(s−2)

i(s− 2) + ys

)

= −2ā1k
2ā2
(

i(s− 1) + y

i(s− 2) + ys

)

.
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This scattering length is identical to the one obtained by Idziaszek and Julienne (see Eq. (19) of Ref. [7]). Thus, can
write the p-wave S-matrix element in terms of MQDT parameters as

S11 =

1 + i2ā1k
3ā2
(

i(s−1)+y
i(s−2)+ys

)

1− i2ā1k3ā2
(

i(s−1)+y
i(s−2)+ys

) . (99)

To obtain the average time delay, we need the energy derivative of S11 and its complex conjugate. The energy
derivative of S11 can be found using the identity (where f(x) is a differentiable function and a is a constant)

d

dx

((1 + iaf(x)3)

(1− iaf(x)3)
= − 6iaf(x)2f ′(x)

(1− iaf(x)3)2
, (100)

which gives

dS11

dE
= −

12iµā1ā
2

(

i(s−1)+y
i(s−2)+ys

)

k

(1− i2ā1ā2
(

i(s−1)+y
i(s−2)+ys

)

k3)2
(101)

To obtain the complex conjugate of S11, we use the fact that complex conjugation is distributive over division, i.e.,
(

z
w

)∗
= z∗

w∗
:

S∗
11 =

(

1 + i2ā1k
3ā2
(

i(s−1)+y
i(s−2)+ys

))∗

(

1− i2ā1k3ā2
(

i(s−1)+y
i(s−2)+ys

))∗ =

1− i2ā1k
3ā2
(

−i(s−1)+y
−i(s−2)+ys

)

1 + i2ā1k3ā2
(

−i(s−1)+y
−i(s−2)+ys

) (102)

We are now able to obtain the average time delay as

Q11 = −iS†
11

dS11

dE

= −
12µā1ā

2

(

i(s−1)+y
i(s−2)+ys

)

k

(1− i2ā1ā2
(

i(s−1)+y
i(s−2)+ys

)

k3)2

1− i2ā1k
3ā2
(

−i(s−1)+y
−i(s−2)+ys

)

1 + i2ā1k3ā2
(

−i(s−1)+y
−i(s−2)+ys

)

=
−12µā1ā

2k((s− 1)− iy)(sy + i(s− 2))(−i2ā1k
3ā2(y − i(s− 1))− i(s− 2) + sy)

(2ā1k3ā2(y − i(s− 1))− (s− 2)− isy)(−i2ā1k3ā2(y + i(s− 1)) + i(s− 2) + sy)2

(103)

Introducing a new variable k̃ = 2ā1k
3ā2, we obtain

Q11 = −iS†
11

dS11

dE

=− 6µ

k2

(

k̃(s− 2)[(s− 1)2 + y2] + y3s2 + (s− 2)2y
)

+ i
(

[(s− 2) + y2s2](s− 1) + k̃ys[(s− 1)2 − y2]
)

)

)

i
(

(s− 2)− k̃y
)

+
(

[k̃y − (s− 2)2]2 + [ys+ k̃(s− 1)]2 + ys+ k̃(s− 1)
)

(104)
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which can be rearranged to give the final result for the average time delay in p-wave scattering

Q11 = −6µ

k2

(

(

(

[k̃y − (s− 2)2]2 + [ys+ k̃(s− 1)]2 + ys+ k̃(s− 1)
)(

k̃(s− 2)[(s− 1)2 + y2] + y3s2 + (s− 2)2y
)

−
(

(s− 2)− k̃y
)(

[(s− 2) + y2s2](s− 1) + k̃ys[(s− 1)2 − y2]
)

)

+ i

(

(

(s− 2)− k̃y
)(

k̃(s− 2)[(s− 1)2 + y2] + y3s2 + (s− 2)2y
)

×
(

[k̃y − (s− 2)2]2 + [ys+ k̃(s− 1)]2 + ys+ k̃(s− 1)
)(

[(s− 2) + y2s2](s− 1) + k̃ys[(s− 1)2 − y2]
)

)

)

× 1
(

(s− 2)− k̃y
)2

+
(

[k̃y − (s− 2)2]2 + [ys+ k̃(s− 1)]2 + ys+ k̃(s− 1)
)2
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