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Ultracold atoms coupled to optical cavities offer a powerful platform for studying strongly corre-
lated many-body physics. Here, we propose an experimental scheme for creating biatomic molecules
via cavity-enhanced photoassociation from an atomic condensate. This setup realizes long-range
three-body interactions mediated by tripartite cavity-atom-molecule coupling. Beyond a critical
pump strength, a self-organized square lattice phase for molecular condensate emerges, resulting
in hybrid atom-molecule superradiance with spontaneous U(1) symmetry breaking. Distinct from
previously observed ultracold bosonic (fermionic) atomic superradiance, our findings demonstrate
bosonic enhancement characterized by a cubic scaling of steady-state photon number with total
atom number. Additionally, strong photon-matter entanglement is shown to effectively character-
ize superradiant quantum phase transition. Our findings deepen the understanding of quantum
superchemistry and exotic many-body nonequilibrium dynamics in cavity-coupled quantum gases.

Introduction.—Engineering novel multibody interac-
tions is a cornerstone in studying correlated many-body
quantum phenomena [1–3]. Ultracold molecules with rich
internal structures and tunable permanent electric dipole
moments provide a versatile platform for ultracold chem-
istry [4–6], strongly correlated many-body physics[7–15],
quantum computing [16–20], and fundamental physical
laws [21–23]. Recent advancements in creating ultra-
cold molecules [24–27] encompasses various techniques,
ranging from direct laser cooling [28–31] to collisional
resonances via magnetoassociation [32–35] or photoas-
sociation (PA) [36–39]. These techniques have enabled
breakthroughs such as controlling hyperfine states [40–
44], observing dipolar spin-exchange interactions [45, 46],
achieving microwave shielding [47–49] and polar molec-
ular condensates [50]. These advances significantly en-
hance controlling long-range interactions and suppress-
ing inelastic losses to study hitherto unexplored physical
phenomena and quantum matter.
Meanwhile, ultracold atoms in optical cavities have of-

fered significant opportunities to study quantum many-
body physics with diverse applications [51]. Corre-
sponding to the superradiance quantum phase transi-
tion (QPT) [52, 53], a wide range of fundamental quan-
tum phenomena have been studied, including roton-type
mode softening [54], supersolid phase [55–57], and dy-
namical spin-orbit coupling [58, 59]. Importantly, mecha-
nism for generating bipartite quantum entanglement has
been demonstrated using dipolar interactions or cavity
mediated two-body interactions [60–63], with applica-
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tions in quantum sensing and enhanced matter-wave in-
terferometry. Despite these advances, the superradiance
in nonequilibrium dynamics for hybrid atom-molecule
system remains unexplored. This regime holds great
promise for engineering multibody interactions and tri-
partite entanglement with intriguing properties.

In this work, we propose the utilization of PA from ul-
tracold atom pairs to create weakly bound electronically
diatomic molecule, which are subsequently transfered
to stable rovibrational ground state within optical cav-
ity [37, 64]. We demonstrate that the self-ordered square
lattice (SQL) phase for ground-state molecule arises from
the atom-molecule superradiance. The SQL phase ex-
hibits an undamped gapless Goldstone mode, a hallmark
of spontaneous U(1) symmetry breaking. Unlike earlier
explorations that focused on cavity-mediated two-body
interactions [53, 54], our approach achieves long-range
three-body interactions for matter-wave fields. Partic-
ularly intriguing is the bosonic enhancement observed
in atom-molecule superradiance, evidenced by a cubic
scaling of steady-state photon number (Ns) with the to-
tal atoms number (N), which markedly differs from the
experimentally observed ultracold bosonic (fermionic)
atomic superradiance with Ns ∼ N2 (N) due to dis-
tinct quantum statistics [52–56]. The inherent leakage
of cavity superradiance offers a precise benchmark for
measuring ultracold molecules, addressing a longstanding
challenge in molecular detection. Additionally, the collec-
tive enhancement effects give rise to strong cavity-matter
entanglement, as quantified by the entropy of entangle-
ment, which fully characterizes the atom-molecule super-
radiance. Our proposal unveils a novel pathway for real-
izing controllable three-body interactions, with prospects
for exploring fundamental phenomena in strongly corre-
lated physics and emerging photon-matter entanglement
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in quantum metrology.
Model.—We identify an experimental scheme of gen-

erating atom-molecule superradiance using a gas of N
ultracold 133Cs atoms inside an optical cavity, as illus-
trated in Fig. 1(a). The cavity decay rate is κ = 50EL/~
with EL/~ = 1.8 kHz (2π) being the single-photon recoil
energy. Pairs of atoms are converted into a ground state
homonuclear diatomic molecule through cavity-enhanced
two-photon PA, involving free-quasi-bound-bound transi-
tion. The transition between atomic state |b〉 and weakly
bound molecules |e〉 is coupled by a transverse standing-
wave laser propagating along y axis, with the Rabi cou-
pling Ω0(y) = Ω0 cos(kLy), where kL = 2π/λ is the wave
vector of the laser field with λ being the wavelength. The
molecular bound-bound transition |e〉 ↔ |m〉 is illumi-
nated by cavity along x axis with photon-matter coupling
g0. Without loss of generality, we assume that the cavity
and classical PA fields have the equal wave vector.
In the far detuned PA field, |∆| ≫ {g0,Ω0}, the qua-

sibound molecule state |e〉 can be adiabatically elimi-
nated [3]. The many-body Hamiltonian for hybrid cavity-
atom-molecule system is given by

Ĥ0 = ~∆câ
†â+

∑

σ

∫

drψ̂†
σ(r)[

p
2

2mσ
+ Ve + Uσ]ψ̂σ(r)

+
1

2

∑

σσ′

∫

dr(gσσ′ + λσσ′ )ψ̂†
σ(r)ψ̂

†
σ′ (r)ψ̂σ′ (r)ψ̂σ(r)

+ ~Ω

∫

dr cos(kLx) cos(kLy)âψ̂
†2
b (r)ψ̂m(r) + H.c.,

(1)

where â and ψ̂b (ψ̂m) are the annihilation operators for
the cavity and atomic (molecular) fields with masses sat-
isfying mm = 2mb, Ω = −g0Ω0/∆ is the atom-molecule
conversion strength, ∆c is the pump-cavity detuning, and
Um = ~[δ+U0 cos

2(kLx)â
†â] with U0 = −g20/∆ being op-

tical Stark shift of cavity and δ being the two-photon de-
tuning. Ve = mσω

2
⊥(x

2+y2+γ2z2)/2 is the external spin
independent trapping potential with ω⊥ = (2π)130Hz
being the radial trap frequency and γ = 10 being the
trap aspect ratio. The short-range interaction gσσ =
4π~2aσσ/mσ and gσσ′ = 3π~2abm/mb with aσσ′ being
s-wave scattering lengths for intraspecies (σ = σ′) and
interspecies (σ 6= σ′) matter wave fields. In our simula-
tion, we fix abb = abm = 50aB and amm = 100aB with
aB being the Bohr radius. In contrast to Feshbach reso-
nances [33], PA field brings an effective two-body inter-
action for atoms, λbb = −2~(Ω2

0/∆) cos2(kLy), which can
be used to fine tuning the collisional interaction avoiding
the atom losses.
In dispersive limit |∆c| ≫ {g0,Ω0}, cavity reaches a

steady state much faster than atomic and molecular mo-
tions, corresponding to the intracavity amplitude α =
ΩΞ/(iκ− ∆̃c) with ∆̃c = ∆c + U0

∫

dr cos2(kLx)|ψm|2.
The Ξ =

∫

dr cos(kLx) cos(kLy)ψ
2
bψ

∗
m is the order param-

eter that characterizes self-ordered superradiant QPT
and determines the configuration of molecular wave func-
tion. Different to cavity-mediated two-body interaction
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Figure 1. (a) Scheme for creating atom-molecule superradi-
ance and relevant energy levels for free-bound-bound transi-
tions. (b) The self-ordered SQL phase exhibiting U(1) sym-
metry breaking of molecular phases, corresponding to arg(α)-
independent density distribution of molecular wave function.

for atom superradiance [53, 54], we realize an effective
long-range three-body interaction after integrating out
cavity field

Ĥ1/~ =
χ

6

∫

drdr′D(r, r′)ψ̂†
m(r)ψ̂†2

b (r′)ψ̂m(r′)ψ̂2
b (r),

(2)

where D(r, r′) = cos(kLx) cos(kLx
′) cos(kLy) cos(kLy

′) is

the long-range potential and χ = −12∆̃cΩ
2/(∆̃2

c + κ2) is
three-body interactions. Notably, the magnitude of χ is
typically on the order of hundreds Hertz even for steady-
state photon number Ns ∼ 1. This is comparable to the
effective three-body interactions observed in optical lat-
tice deeply trapped ultracold bosonic atoms [65]. Unlike
intrinsic inelastic loss resonances in three-body collisions
of quantum gases [66], the collective three-body interac-
tions can be significantly enhanced by increasing PA field.
This enhancement helps stabilize condensates, prevent-
ing collapse due to strong two-body dipolar or attractive
contact interactions [67]. Our method enables precise
control of three-body interaction, which may facilitate
study of strongly correlated many-body physics [68].
Fundamental insight into the atom-molecule superra-

diance is understood from the microscopic picture of
coherently transfers the atomic motional ground state
|kx, ky〉 = |0, 0〉 to molecular excited momentum states
|±kL,±kL〉 via cavity-enhanced two-photon PA process.
In the single recoil scattering limit [52, 53], the many-
body Hamiltonian excluding collisional interactions reads

Ĥ2/~ = ∆̃câ
†â+ δ′m†m̂+

Ω̃

2
√
N

(b̂†2âm̂+H.c.), (3)

where b̂ and m̂ are annihilation bosonic operators of
atom and molecule states with total atom number N̂ =
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Figure 2. (a) Ground state phase diagram for N = 1×104 and ~δ/EL = 1. The insets show α dependence of Vg for N and SQL

phases. Ω̃ dependence of |α| (b), Nm (c), and Θ (d) for different ∆̃c. The density (e), phase (f), and momentum distribution

for SQL phase with ~Ω̃/EL = 2 and ~∆̃c/EL = 4× 103.

b̂†b̂+2m̂†m̂, δ′ = δ+EL/~, and Ω̃ is light-matter coupling.
This nonlinear tripartite interaction, involving cavity and
atom-molecule fields, differs from Dicke model. The
Hamiltonian exhibits a U(1) symmetry obeying the com-

mutation relation [Rθ, Ĥ2] = 0, where Rθ = exp(iθN̂e)

and N̂e = m̂†m̂ + â†â + b̂†b̂ is the total excitation num-
ber of system. As PA coupling increasing, the system
undergoes a QPT from normal (α = 0) to superra-
diant phase (|α| > 0), corresponding to N -dependent

threshold Raman coupling Ω̃cr = 2
√

δ′∆̃c/N . Notably, a

gapless Goldstone mode of collective excitations is con-
firmed [69], which is consistent with high ground-state
degeneracy resulting from U(1) symmetry breaking.
To proceed further, we derive the effective potential for

atom-molecule superradiance

V(β)/~ =
Ω̃2

N∆̃c

(N |β|4 − |β|6) + (δ′ − Ω̃2

4∆̃c

N)|β|2, (4)

with β = 〈m̂〉. When Ω̃ > Ω̃cr and ∆̃c > 0, V(β) tran-
sitions from a single minimum at the origin to a som-
brero shape potential with a circular valley of degenerate
minima [Fig. 1(b)], signaling the onset of a second-order
QPT. Clearly, the additional term proportional to |β|6 is
emerged for hybrid cavity-atom-molecule system, which
may exhibit a first-order QPT for ∆̃c < 0.
Ground state structures.—Next, we explore ground

state structures of quantum phases under atom-molecule
superradiance. Figure 2(a) shows the phase diagram

of atom-molecule cavity system on the ∆̃c-Ω̃ parameter
plane. The SQL phase originates from atom-molecule
superradiance, occurring at small ∆̃c and large Ω̃. For

larger dispersively-shifted cavity detuning, the system re-
mains in N phase when Raman coupling is below the
threshold value. The process of self-organization for con-
densate molecular wave function corresponds to the spon-
taneous U(1) symmetry breaking from vacuum (α = 0)
to a finite value (α 6= 0) in steady state. Interestingly,
the analytical phase boundary (solid line) between N and
SQL is in good agreement with its numerical simulations
(dashed line), which demonstrates the complex cavity-
atom-molecule superradiance can be fully characterized
by tripartite Hamiltonian Ĥ2.

In Figs. 2(b) and 2(c), we plot Ω̃ dependence of cav-
ity amplitude |α| and molecules number Nm for different

values of ∆̃c. Both |α| and Nm increase rapidly when

the Raman coupling exceeds Ω̃cr. As expected, a large
cavity detuning ∆̃c respects to a large threshold and rel-
atively small photon number as well. To better charac-
terize superradiant phase, we introduce an order param-
eter Θ = 〈ψm| cos(2kLx) cos(2kLy)|ψm〉/Nm, which de-
termines periodic density modulation of molecule wave
function in ground state. It is clear that Θ be-
comes nonzero undergoing the atom-molecule superra-
diant QPT [Fig. 2(d)]. This indicates the generation
of spatial periodicity of crystalline for self-organization
SQL phase. The emerged square lattice offers an addi-
tional stabilization mechanism for generating long-lived
molecules through atom-molecule superradiance [70].

Figures 2(e) and 2(g) show the typical density and
phase distributions of molecular wave function for SQL
phase. To minimize kinetic energy, the atomic con-
dense wave function is structureless along cavity axis
and occupies large population in the parameter regime
of our numerical simulation. As can be seen, the
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Figure 3. (a) The phase diagram on N-Ω̃ parameter plane.
(b) amm dependence of |α| (solid line) and Nm (dashed line).
(c) N dependence of cavity amplitude. The red dotted line is

a fitted straight line proportional to N3/2.

self-organized SQL phase exhibits a λ/2-period den-
sity modulation along both x and y axes. The max
peak density of molecules locate at positions satisfy-
ing cos2(kLx) cos

2(kLy) = 1. This crystalline structure
for density profiles is different from the λ periodic Z2-
broken checkerboard lattice observed in Dicke superra-
diance [53]. In momentum space, the realized molecu-
lar condense at momentums | ± ~kL,±~kL〉 [Fig. 2(g)],

consistent with the Hamiltonian Ĥ2 in the single recoil
scattering limit.

Interestingly, the phase of the condensate wave func-
tion exhibits a staggered λ-period phase modulation, as
displayed in Fig. 2(f), with a relative phase difference
of π between neighboring sites. We find that the self-
ordered phase profile is directly connected to the cav-
ity phase angle arg(α). Importantly, this phase value
can change continuously from 0 to 2π, corresponding to
atom-molecule superradiance [Fig. 1(b)]. The relation-
ship between the phase of the cavity and molecule fields
satisfies arg(α)+arg(ψm) = 0 (π) when density is located
at positions satisfying cos(kLx) cos(kLy) = −1 (1). We
emphasize that SQL phase does not belongs to super-
solid phase [55–57], as it lacks continuous translational
symmetry, despite it possesses a density periodicity of
crystalline order and gapless Goldstone mode associated
with U(1) symmetry breaking.

Cubic-law scale of superradiance.—The fundamental
insights into the onset of self-ordered superradiance have
been derived from cooperative photon emission in collec-
tions of ultracold atoms. The effects of Bose (Fermi)
statistics manifest in the steady-state photon number
scaling as N2 (N) with atom number [52, 53]. However,
quantum statistics governing ultracold atom-molecule su-
perradiance remain largely unexplored. Figure 3(a) sum-
marizes the quantum phases of ground-state molecules
in N Ω̃ parameter plane for ~△̃c/EL = 4 × 103. Re-
markably, the total atom number plays a crucial role
in atom-molecule superradiant QPT. As expected, the
larger values of N correspond to smaller threshold with
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Figure 4. (a) Distributions of entropy S2 on Ω̃-∆̃c parameter

plane. (b) Ω̃ dependence of Ns (solid line) and Nm (dashed

line). (c) Distribution of g
(2)
aa and g

(2)
bb as a function of Ω̃ for

~∆̃c/EL = 8× 103.

Ω̃cr ∼ N−1/2. The slight deviation between analytic
threshold (red dashed line) and numerical result (blue
solid line) for largeN is ascribe to PA field induced strong
spatially dependent two-body interaction of atoms. We
emphasize that the superradiance is robust against small
variations in short-range collisions. Over a broad range of
amm, both |α| and Nm gradually decrease as the s-wave
scattering length increases, as shown in Fig. 3(b).
To gain deeper insight into atom-molecule superradi-

ant, we plot the cavity field amplitude |α| as function of

total atom number N for ~Ω̃/EL = 2 [Fig. 3(c)]. Clearly,
the net cavity amplitude is proportional to N3/2, which
yields steady-state photon intensity Ns ∼ N3. This cu-
bic scaling of superradiance for hybrid quantum systems,
originating from bosonic enhancement, is fundamentally
different from the extensively studied ultracold bosonic
and fermionic atomic superradiance due to distinct quan-
tum statistics [51–53]. Remarkably, this distinct scaling
behavior offers a new method for diagnosing molecular
states via quantum nondemolition measurements. Fur-
thermore, the strong sensitivity of Ns to N enhances our
understanding of quantum superchemistry and provides
new insights into controlling many-body chemical reac-
tions [71–73].
Photon-matter entanglement.— In above discussion,

the cavity-matter coupling is in weak-coupling regime
with Ω̃/κ < 0.1 and Ω̃/∆̃c ≪ 1, allowing the treatment
of cavity and matter-wave fields as coherent states. Nev-
ertheless, strong photon-matter entanglement can still
emerge from tripartite interaction, akin to generation of
entangled states, such as twin-Fock states via weak spin-
exchange collisions in cold atoms [74]. Neglecting system
dissipation, the hybrid system conserves two quantities
satisfying the commutation relations, [N̂ , Ĥ2] = 0 and

[N̂e, Ĥ2] = 0. The ground state is expressed in terms
of photon number n, |ψ〉 =

∑

n cn|2(Ne − n) − N,N +
n − Ne, n〉. Here 2(Ne − n) − N , N + n − Ne, and n
present the numbers of particles in atoms, molecules,
and photons, respectively. The photon number is con-
strained by max(0, Ne − N) ≤ Na ≤ Ne − N/2 ensur-
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ing Nb, Nm, Na ≥ 0. This representation significantly
reduces Hilbert space dimension required to calculate
ground states.
To simplify analysis, we treat the system as a bipartite

entity, decomposed it into light (A) and matter (M) sub-
systems. Photon-matter entanglement is quantified us-
ing the second Rényi entropy by tracing out the photon
degrees of freedom, S2 = − logTr(ρ2M) = − log

∑

n |cn|4
with ρM = TrA(|ψ〉〈ψ|) being the reduced density ma-
trix. In Fig. 4(a), we map the second Rényi entropy S2

on the ∆̃c-Ω̃ parameter plane for fixing N = 104. Re-
markably, S2 increases from zero to a finite value as Ω̃
exceeds the critical Raman coupling. The phase bound-
ary with S2 ≈ 0 aligns closely with the analytical re-
sult (red dashed line). As for SQL phase, photon-matter

entanglement grows rapidly as Ω̃ increases, providing a
clear signature of superradiant QPT.
The phase diagram for photon and molecule excita-

tions mirror that of S2. To illustrate this, we plot pho-
ton number Ns and molecule number Nm as functions
of ~Ω̃/EL in Fig. 4(b).The steady-state solutions from
the mean-field (MF) approach agree excellently with ex-
act diagonalization (ED) results, validating the validity
of ground-state structures derived from the mean-field
Gross-Pitaevskii equations. This result is further sup-
ported by examining quantum statistics of system. For
SQL phase, the second-order autocorrelation function

g
(2)
aa (0) for cavity and crosscorrelation function g

(2)
am(0)

between cavity and molecule fields both equal 1,confirm-
ing that these field behave as coherent states. However,
the light-matter entanglement becomes increasingly sig-
nificant in the superradiance phase.

Remarkably, we find that g
(2)
aa (0) = 2 for N phase, in-

dicating thermal photon statistics. This counterintuitive
result can be understood from the tripartite Hamiltonian
Ĥ2. Under the undepleted pump approximation, where
the atomic field is treated as a classical source by replac-

ing b̂→
√
N , the reduced parametric conversion process

will generate entangled molecule-photon pairs by lever-
aging atom-molecule superradiance. When Ω̃ < Ω̃cr, N
phase is characterized by the two-mode squeezed vacuum
state

|ψS〉 =
1

cosh r

∞
∑

n=0

(− tanh r)n|n, n〉, (5)

where the squeezing parameter r satisfies tanh r = [∆̃c+

δ′ −
√

(∆̃c + δ′)2 −N Ω̃2]/
√

N Ω̃2. This state represents

a coherent superposition of strictly particle number cor-
related Fock states. Clearly, both cavity and molecule

modes exhibit thermal quantum statistics with g
(2)
aa (0) =

g
(2)
mm(0) = 2, corresponding to the ground state exci-
tations Ns = Nm = tanh2 r/(1 − tanh2 r). Interest-
ingly, the photon-molecule pair is strongly correlated

with g
(2)
am(0) = 2 + 1/ sinh2 r ≫ 1. This implies that

the generated two-mode squeezing between photon and

long-lived ultracold molecule offers potential applications
in quantum metrology, particularly under decoherence.
Conclusion.—We have proposed an experimental

scheme to explore atom-molecule superradiance using
cavity-enhanced two-photon PA, enabling the realiza-
tion of strong long-range three-body interactions in hy-
brid matter-wave fields of atoms and molecules. The
ground-state structures of cavity coupled hybrid atom-
molecule condensate were systematically investigated. It
is shown that the self-organized square lattice phase,
governed by a novel tripartite many-body interaction.
This phase is associated with second-order superradiant
QPT featuring spontaneous U(1) symmetry breaking.
Distinct from ultracold atom superradiance, we observe
N3 scaling of photon number with total atom number,
highlighting bosonic enhancement with distinct quantum
statistics. This result provides an unambiguous smoking
gun of generating molecules from ensembles of ultracold
atoms. Furthermore, the strong photon-matter entan-
glement generated in atom-molecule superradiance may
facilitate the study of entanglement-enhanced metrol-
ogy [74].
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gram of China (Grant No. 2021YFA0718304), by the
Strategic Priority Research Program of CAS (Grant No.
XDB28000000).



6

Supplementary materials: Atom-Molecule Superradiance and Entanglement with
Cavity-Mediated Three-Body Interactions

CONTENTS

I. The cavity mediated atom-molecule Hamiltonian 6

II. Ground-states obtained via solving Gross-Pitaevskii equations 7

III. Effective potential and Goldstone mode for superradiant phase 8

References 11

I. THE CAVITY MEDIATED ATOM-MOLECULE HAMILTONIAN

In this section, we present the detailed derivation of the cavity mediated atom-molecule Hamiltonian for the experi-
mental setup schematic and level diagram displayed in Fig. 1 of the main text. Under the rotating-wave approximation,
the Hamiltonian except the kinetic energy and the two-body s-wave collisional interaction is given by

ĥ1/~ = ∆câ
†â+ δm̂†m̂+∆ê†ê+ [Ω(r)b̂2ê† + g∗(r)â†m̂†ê+H.c.], (S1)

where â is the annihilation operator for the optical cavity photon, and b̂ and m̂ (ê) are annihilation operators for the
atom and the ground state (quasi-bound) molecule, respectively. Meanwhile, ∆c is the pump-cavity detuning, and
∆ (δ) is the sigle (two)-photon detuning. In addition, Ω(r) = Ω0 cos(kLy) and g(r) = g0 cos(kLx) are the spatially
dependent coupling strength of laser field and cavity field, respectively.
Then the Heisenberg equations of motion for the atom, molecule and cavity operators read

i ˙̂a = ∆câ+ g0 cos(kLx)m̂
†ê,

i
˙̂
b = 2Ω0 cos(kLy)b̂

†ê,

i ˙̂m = δm̂+ g0 cos(kLx)â
†ê,

i ˙̂e = ∆ê+Ω0 cos(kLy)b̂
2 + g0 cos(kLx)âm̂. (S2)

In the dispersive regime ∆ ≫ {g0,Ω0}, the quasi-bound molecular state |e〉 can be adiabatically eliminated since its
dynamics reaches quickly to a steady state with a negligible population, which leads to

ê = −Ω(r)b̂2 + g(r)âm̂

∆
. (S3)

Consequently, the Hamiltonian in Eq. (S1) becomes

ĥ2/~ = ∆câ
†â+ [δ + U0 cos

2(kLx)â
†â]m̂†m̂+ Uy cos

2(kLy)b̂
†2b̂2 +Ωcos(kLx) cos(kLy)(âb̂

†2m̂+ â†b̂2m̂†), (S4)

where Ω = − g0Ω0

∆ is the two-photon scattering between pump and cavity mode and U0 = − g2

0

∆ (Uy = −Ω2

0

∆ ) is
the optical Stark shift of the cavity (pump) field. Taking into account the kinetic energy and the two-body s-wave
collisional interaction, the many-body interaction Hamiltonian for atom-molecule cavity system is given by

Ĥ0 = ~∆câ
†â+

∑

σ

∫

drψ̂†
σ(r)[

p
2

2mσ

+ Ve + Uσ]ψ̂σ(r),

+ 1
2

∑

σσ′

∫

dr(gσσ′ + λσσ′ )ψ̂†
σ(r)ψ̂

†
σ′ (r)ψ̂σ′ (r)ψ̂σ(r),

+~Ω
∫

dr cos(kLx) cos(kLy)âψ̂
†2
b (r)ψ̂m(r) + H.c., (S5)

where ψ̂b and ψ̂m are the annihilation operators for the atomic and molecular fields with the masses satisfying
mm = 2mb. And the term Um = ~[δ + U0 cos

2(kLx)â
†â] contributes as an effective trap potential for molecules.

Meanwhile, the PA field induces an effective two-body interaction for atoms, λbb = 2~Uy cos
2(kLy), which can be
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Figure S1. (a) The density (units of m−2) (b) phase and (c) momentum distribution of atoms.

used to fine tuning the collisional interaction avoiding the atom losses. Ve = mσω
2
⊥(x

2 + y2 + γ2z2)/2 is the external
spin independent trapping potential with ω⊥ = (2π)130Hz being the radial trap frequency and γ = 10 being the
trap aspect ratio. Moreover, the two-body short-range interaction gσσ = 4π~2aσσ/mσ, gσσ′ = 3π~2abm/mb with aσσ′

being s-wave scattering lengths for intraspecies (σ = σ′) and interspecies (σ 6= σ′) matter wave fields.
Then the dynamical equations for this system take the form

i ˙̂a = [∆c + U0

∫

dr cos2(kLx)ψ̂
†
m(r)ψ̂m(r) − iκ]â+Ω

∫

dr cos(kLx) cos(kLy)ψ̂
2
b (r)ψ̂

†
m(r),

i
˙̂
ψm = [−~∇2

4Mb
+ δ + U0 cos

2(kLx)â
†â+

1

~
Ve]ψ̂m +Ωcos(kLx) cos(kLy)â

†ψ̂2
b (r)

+
1

~
[gmmψ̂

†
m(r)ψ̂2

m(r) + gbmψ̂
†
b(r)ψ̂b(r)ψ̂m(r)],

i
˙̂
ψb = (−~∇2

2Mb
+

1

~
Ve)ψ̂b(r) + 2Uy cos

2(kLy)ψ̂
†
b(r)ψ̂b(r)

2 + 2Ω cos(kLx) cos(kLy)âψ̂
†
b(r)ψ̂m(r)

+
1

~
[gbbψ̂

†
b(r)ψ̂

2
b (r) + gbmψ̂

†
m(r)ψ̂m(r)ψ̂b(r)]. (S6)

In the far dispersive regime with |∆c/κ| ≫ 1 [3, 75], the cavity field quickly reaching a steady state is much faster
than the external atomic motion, thus the cavity field can be adiabatical eliminated [53, 76], which yields

â = −Ω
∫

dr cos(kLx) cos(kLy)ψ̂
2
b (r)ψ̂

†
m(r)

∆̃c − iκ
, (S7)

where ∆̃c = ∆c + U0

∫

dr cos2(kLx)ψ̂
†
m(r)ψ̂m(r) is the effective dispersive shift of cavity .

Specially, an effective long-range three-body interaction is induced by integrating out the cavity field with the
steady-state solution Eq. (S7), which yields

Ĥ1/~ =
χ

6

∫ ∫

drdr′D(r, r′)ψ̂†
m(r)ψ̂†2

b (r′)ψ̂m(r′)ψ̂2
b (r), (S8)

where D(r, r′) = cos(kLx) cos(kLx
′) cos(kLy) cos(kLy

′) is the long-range potential and χ = −12∆̃cΩ
2/(∆̃2

c + κ2) is the
tunable strength of three-body interactions. Here, the effective three-body interaction is tunable by manipulating the
external pump field and cavity field.

II. GROUND-STATES OBTAINED VIA SOLVING GROSS-PITAEVSKII EQUATIONS

In order to investigate the ground-state structures of atom-molecule cavity system, we employ the mean-field
theory to self-consistently solve the Gross-Pitaevskii (GP) equations [77] with the aid of the steady-state solution of
the intracavity amplitude. Thus, the annihilation operators for atomic and molecular fields are substituted by the

condensate wave functions ψσ = 〈ψ̂σ〉 and the steady-state photon amplitude α = 〈â〉 is self-consistently determined
by the condensate wave functions. To utilize the commonly used imaginary time evolution, we can obtain the ground
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states of the condensate wave functions by numerically minimizing the free energy functional E(ψm, ψb) = 〈Ĥ0〉.
Specifically, we consider ultracold 133Cs atoms inside an optical cavity with dissipation rate κ = 50EL/~, where
EL/~ = 1.8 kHz (2π) is the single-photon recoil energy. Moreover, an quasi-two-dimensional harmonic-oscillator
trapping potential Ve = mσω

2
⊥(x

2 + y2 + γ2z2)/2 is implemented to confine the atomic condensate, where ω⊥ =
(2π)130Hz is the radial trap frequency and γ = 10 is the trap aspect ratio. The short-range two-body collisional
interaction gσσ = 4π~2aσσ/mσ and gσσ′ = 3π~2abm/mb with aσσ′ being s-wave scattering lengths for intraspecies
(σ = σ′) and interspecies (σ 6= σ′) matter wave fields. In our simulation, we fix abb = abm = 50aB and amm = 100aB
with aB being the Bohr radius.
Consequently, we identify a self-ordered superradiant phase for ground states of molecular condensate via numer-

ically solving GP equations. As the atom-molecule conversion strength increases, a superradiant quantum phase
transition (QPT) occurs. During the transition, the ground states of the atom-molecule cavity system shift from a
normal phase (α = 0) to a superradiant phase (α 6= 0). For this intriguing superradiant phase, the density profile of
molecular wave function manifests a remarkable λ/2-period density modulation along both x and y axes. Owing to
this characteristic pattern, we refer to this phase as square lattice (SQL) phase, as shown in Fig 2 (e) of the main
text. And the phase profile of molecular wave function displays a staggered λ-period phase modulation, as illustrated
in Fig 2 (f) of the main text. Notably, there exists a relative phase difference of π between neighboring sites, which
is associated with U(1) symmetry breaking, and we will further explore in subsequent section. Unlike the molecular
wave function, the density distribution of the atomic condensate wave function is structureless along the cavity axis,
as displayed in Fig. S1 (a). Meanwhile, the phase distribution of the atomic condensate wave function is also trivial,
with a uniform distribution of zero shown in Fig. S1 (b). Moreover, the momentum-space distribution of atomic
condensate wave function is given in Fig. S1 (c), which reveals that a great amount of atoms are in zero-momentum
states. Notably, figuring out the ground-state properties of atomic and molecular condensate wave functions can
facilitate a more profound exploration of the underlying physical insights.

III. EFFECTIVE POTENTIAL AND GOLDSTONE MODE FOR SUPERRADIANT PHASE

In this section, we give the detailed derivation of the effective potential of superradiant phase, and calculate the
excitation spectrum to find the gapless Goldstone mode, which demonstrates the rigidity of the superradiant phase.

To gain important physical insight, we expand field operators by ψ̂b =
√

1/V b̂ and ψ̂m = 2
√

1/V cos(kLx) cos(kLy)m̂
with V being the volume of condensate in the single recoil scattering limit [53, 58, 59, 76]. This leads the many-body
Hamiltonian, excluding the external trapping potential and the two-body interaction, to an Hamiltonian given by

Ĥ2/~ = ∆̃câ
†â+ δ′m†m̂+

Ω̃

2
√
N

(b̂†2âm̂+H.c.), (S9)

where N is the total atom number, and δ′ = δ + EL/~ with EL being the single-photon recoil energy. Mean-

while, Ω̃ = ξ
√
n̄2DΩ, where n̄2D is practically the 2D mean number density of atoms and ξ =

∫

φ∗2bzφmzdz =

(γ/π)3/4
√

2πℓm/γ(ℓ2b + 2ℓ2m) with φσz(z) = (γ/πℓ2σ)
1/4e−γz2/2ℓ2

σ and ℓσ =
√

~/(Mσω⊥).

Subsequently, we assume that â → α + δâ, m̂ → β + δm̂ and b̂ →
√
N − 2m†m̂, where δâ and δm̂ denote

the photonic and molecular fluctuations of the system around its mean-field values with 〈â〉 = α and 〈m̂〉 = β
citePhysRevE.67.066203 . For simply, we adopt the notations δâ ≡ â and δm̂ ≡ m̂, so â → α + â, m̂ → β + m̂ and

b̂→
√

N − 2|β|2 − 2(β∗m̂+ m̂†β + m̂†m̂). As for the normal phase, it’s obvious that α = β = 0. To obtain the value
of α and β in ground state of superradiant phase, we submit above assumption into the Hamiltonian in Eq. (S9), and
make coefficients of the linear terms be zero to minimum the ground-state energy, then we have

α =
Ω̃

2
√
N∆̃c

(2|β|2 −N)β∗,

|β|2 =
N

3
− 1

6

√

N2 +
12Nδ′∆̃c

Ω̃2
. (S10)

Clearly, in the absence of cavity dissipation, the superradiant QPT occurs at a critical Raman coupling strength

Ω̃cr = 2

√

δ′∆̃c

N
. (S11)
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Figure S2. (a) The effective potential V(β) as a function of β for different ~Ω̃ with parameters ~δ′/EL = 2 and ~∆̃c/EL = 4×103.

(b) The effective potential V(β) as a function of β for different δ′ with parameters ~Ω̃/EL = 2 and ~∆̃c/EL = −4× 103. The

total paticle number is N = 1 × 104. (c) The lowest branch ǫ− as a function of Ω̃ with ~∆̃c/EL = 8 × 103, ~δ′/EL = 2 and
nonzero cavity dissipation ~κ = 50EL.

To further elucidate the mechanism of superradiant QPT, we derive the effective potential by integrating out the
cavity field

V(β)/~ =
Ω̃2

N∆̃c

(N |β|4 − |β|6) + (δ′ − Ω̃2

4∆̃c

N)|β|2, (S12)

with β = 〈m̂〉. For fixed phase arg(β) = 0, the effective potential V(β) at ~δ′/EL = 2 and ~∆̃c/EL = 4 × 103 as

a function of order parameter β is displayed in Fig. S2 (a) for a range of couplings Ω̃. As Ω̃ increases, the single
minimum of V(β) at β = 0 bifurcates into two symmetric local minima at β 6= 0, signaling the onset of a second-order

QPT. Notably, V(β) possesses the U(1) symmetry under the gauge transformation β → βeiθ. When Ω̃ > Ω̃cr, V(β)
transitions from a single minimum at the origin to a sombrero shape potential with a circular valley of degenerate
minima, as depicted in Fig. 1 (b) of the main tex. This effective potential can be directly measured using the condition

α = Ω̃(2|β|2 −N)β∗/(2
√
N∆̃c).

In comparison to the atom-cavity superradiance characterized by the generalized Dicke mode, the additional term
proportional to |β|6 is emerged for hybrid atom-molecule system, which may exhibit a first-order QPT for negative

pump-cavity detuning. Analogously, the effective potential V(β) at ~Ω̃/EL = 2 and ~∆̃c/EL = −4×103 as a function
of order parameter β is displayed in Fig. S2 (b) for a range of couplings δ′. As the value of δ′ varies from negative
to positive, the number of minima of effective potential initially changes from a single minimum to three minima and
then further alters to two minima. Concurrently, the corresponding signs of these minima also shift from negative to
positive. This characteristic behavior, where the minima’s number and sign vary in such a coordinated manner, is a
hallmark indication of a first-order QPT. Moreover, when δ′ = 0, the effective potential presents three minima with
zero values, signifying the first-order transition boundary.

Furthermore, we calculate the collective excitations of cavity-coupled atom-molecule system. By employing the
solutions of Eq. (S10) and Eq. (S10), it becomes straightforward to obtain α = Ω̃(2µ−N)

√
µe−iθ/(2

√
N∆̃c) and

β =
√
µeiθ, where µ = N/3 −

√

N2 + 12Nδ′∆̃c/Ω̃2/6 is introduced to make expressions more clean. Then the

quadratic Hamiltonian describing collective excitations of superradiant phase takes the form

Ĥ(2)/~ = (∆̃c − iκ)â†â+ [δ′ − 2
Ω̃2

N∆̃c

(2µ2 − µN)]m̂†m̂+ [
1

2

Ω̃√
N

(N − 4µ)âm̂

− Ω̃2

2N∆̃c

(2µ2 − µN)e−2iθm̂m̂− µ
Ω̃√
N
e2iθâm̂† +H.c.], (S13)

where the cavity decay κ is taken into account. After the gauge transformations â → âe−iθ and m̂ → m̂eiθ, the
Bogoliubov Hamiltonian reads

Ĥ(2)/~ = ω1â
†â+ ω2m̂

†m̂+ (Ω1âm̂+Ω2m̂m̂+Ω3âm̂
† +H.c.), (S14)
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where

ω1 = ∆̃c − iκ,

ω2 = δ′ − 2
Ω̃2

N∆̃c

(2µ2 − µN),

Ω1 =
1

2

Ω̃√
N

(N − 4µ),

Ω2 = − Ω̃2

2N∆̃c

(2µ2 − µN),

Ω3 = −µ Ω̃√
N

(S15)

are introduced for shorthand notation. As a result, the Heisenberg equations of motion for the quantum fluctuations
in the photonic and atomic field operators can be obtained

i ˙̂a = ω1â+Ω1m̂
† +Ω3m̂,

i ˙̂a† = −ω∗
1 â

† − Ω1m̂− Ω3m̂
†,

i ˙̂m = ω2m̂+Ω1â
† + 2Ω2m̂

† +Ω3â,

i ˙̂m† = −ω2m̂
† − Ω1â− 2Ω2m̂− Ω3â

†. (S16)

Furthermore, we recast these equations in the form of the Hopfield-Bogoliubov matrix







ω1 Ω3 0 Ω1

Ω3 ω2 Ω1 2Ω2

0 −Ω1 −ω∗
1 −Ω3

−Ω1 −2Ω2 −Ω3 −ω2















â
m̂
â†

m̂†









= ǫ









â
m̂
â†

m̂†









. (S17)

Thus the collective excitation spectra of our system can be conveniently calculated by numerically diagonalizing the
Hopfield-Bogoliubov matrix Ĥ(2).
As for the normal phase with α = β = 0, the quadratic Hamiltonian is given by

Ĥ(2)
N /~ = ω1â

†â+ δ′m̂†m̂+ χâm̂+ χâ†m̂† (S18)

with χ = 1
2

√
N Ω̃. Then the Heisenberg equations of motion of the quantum fluctuations in the photonic and atomic

field operators are given by

i ˙̂a = ω1â+ χm̂†,

i ˙̂a† = −ω∗
1 â

† − χm̂,

i ˙̂m = δ′m̂+ χâ†,

i ˙̂m† = −δ′m̂† − χâ. (S19)

Analogously, we can recast these equations in the form of the Hopfield-Bogoliubov matrix







ω1 0 0 χ
0 δ′ χ 0
0 −χ −ω∗

1 0
−χ 0 0 −δ′















â
m̂
â†

m̂†









= ǫ









â
m̂
â†

m̂†









. (S20)

Then we calculate its eigenvalues

ǫ′− = (ω1 − δ′ −
√

(δ′ + ω1)2 − 4χ2)/2,

ǫ+ = (ω1 − δ′ +
√

(δ′ + ω1)2 − 4χ2)/2,

ǫ′+ = (δ′ − ω∗
1 −

√

(δ′ + ω∗
1)

2 − 4χ2)/2,

ǫ− = (δ′ − ω∗
1 +

√

(δ′ + ω∗
1)

2 − 4χ2))/2. (S21)
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It is noteworthy that the collective excitations of the system always have two positive and two negative eigenvalues
due to the commutation relations of the creation and annihilation operators [78]. Among them, ǫ+ and ǫ− are two
positive eigenvalues, and ǫ+ (ǫ−) denotes the higher (lower) branch of collective excitation.
Furthermore, the characteristic collective excitations of the atom - molecule cavity system, presented as a function

of the Raman coupling Ω̃, are illustrated in [Fig. S2 (c)]. We find that the energy gap between the higher and lower

branches satisfies ǫ+ − ǫ− ≈ ~∆̃c ≫ ~ω2, which implies that the higher branch ǫ+ is effectively decoupled from the
ground state of the lower branch ǫ−. It is evident from our analysis that, within our model, the low-energy excitation

hosts a gapless Goldstone mode when the Raman coupling strength Ω̃ exceeds the threshold of the superradiant QPT.
This Goldstone mode emerges as a consequence of the spontaneously broken continuous U(1) symmetry. Additionally,
we have verified that this zero-energy mode remains approximately undamped, even in the presence of nonzero cavity
dissipation, given that κ/∆̃c ≪ 1. Such findings contribute to a deeper understanding of the dynamical properties
and symmetries within the atom-molecule cavity system.
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