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Parametric tuning of quantum phase
transitions in ultracold reactions

Vijay Ganesh Sadhasivam 1,2 , Fumika Suzuki 1,3, Bin Yan 1 &
Nikolai A. Sinitsyn 1

Advances in atomic physics have led to the possibility of a coherent trans-
formation between ultracold atoms and molecules including between com-
pletely bosonic condensates. Such transformations are enabled by the
magneto-association of atoms at a Feshbach resonance which results in a
passage through a quantum critical point. In this study, we show that the
presence of generic interaction between the constituent atoms andmolecules
can fundamentally alter the nature of the critical point, change the yield of the
reaction and the order of the consequent phase transition. We find that the
correlations introduced by this interaction induce nontrivial many-body phy-
sics such as coherent oscillations between atoms and molecules, and a selec-
tive formation of squeezedmolecular quantum states and quantum cat states.
We provide analytical and numerical descriptions of these effects, along with
scaling laws for the reaction yield in non-adiabatic regimes.

Ultracold atoms hold a prominent place in quantum engineering1,
information processing2, and further understanding of fundamental
quantum phenomena such as superconductivity, magnetism and
mechanisms of elementary chemical reactions. One of the landmark
experiments in the field is the creation of Bose-Einstein condensates
(BECs) using dilute gases of alkali metal atoms3–5 in the 1990s. A series
of developments have led to the creation of a degenerate Fermi gas6.
More recently, it became possible to observe a quantum coherent
chemical reaction for amacroscopic number of bosonic atoms forming
a degenerate Bose gas of molecules7,8.

The association of bosonic/fermionic atoms into molecules is
achieved by tuning a time-dependent magnetic field across the Fes-
hbach resonance, which drives an ultracold atomic system through a
quantum phase transition9,10. This ‘reaction’ is quantum coherent and
reversible at macroscopic scale. The time-dependent Tavis-Cummings
(TC) model11 is a minimal model that captures many non-trivial many-
body effects that are encountered during the stimulated reaction. Its
Hamiltonian is

ĤTCðtÞ= � βtψ̂
y
ψ̂+

gffiffiffiffi
N

p ðψ̂y
Ŝ
�
+ ψ̂Ŝ

+ Þ, N � 2S: ð1Þ

Here, S (≫ 1) is thequantummechanicalpseudo-spin, andβ is the sweep
rate of the transition through the Feshbach resonance. The sweep rate
is experimentally controllable in a broad range – from almost instan-
taneous to quasi-adiabatic. The bosonic operator, ψ̂

y
, creates a

molecule. The terms with the pseudo-spin raising and lowering
operators, Ŝ

+
and Ŝ

�
, correspond, respectively, to the dissociation

of amolecule and association of two fermionic atoms to formabosonic
molecule with a characteristic coupling constant g. The driven TC
model can also be reformulated in terms of a fully bosonic reaction
between bosonic atomic and molecular condensate (see12,13 and
section IV A for derivation of this model from true atomic-molecular
Hamiltonians).Wewill focus here on the reaction in which there are no
molecules initially. This corresponds in (1) to the initial state, as t→ −∞,
without molecules and the spin fully up-polarized along the z-axis.

The time-dependent field sweep is needed in practice to make all
atoms encounter the resonance. In addition, the quantum adiabatic
theorem guarantees that a sufficiently slow sweep converts the initial
atomic state into the bosonic ground state, which is the molecular
condensate. Hence, potentially, a 100% efficiency of the reaction is
experimentally possible. However, the true adiabatic limit cannot be
reached, so it is important to understand the quasiadiabatic regime
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with a small but finite β. This regime is characterized by the number of
nonadiabatic excitations, nex, which is the number of the molecules
that would appear in the adiabatic limit but did not form after the
transition through the resonance, i.e., as t → + ∞.

An unusual theoretical finding about the time-dependent TC
model was the discovery of its integrability14,15, which confirmed
semiclassical predictions for the power-law scaling of the nonadiabatic
excitation density after the quasi-adiabatic sweep through the
resonance12.

However, recent experiments8 with a bosonic reaction show a
behavior that is not known within the slowly driven TCmodel, such as
coherent oscillations between atoms and molecules after crossing the
Feshbach resonance. Moreover, even with the slowest sweep rates, a
system usually ends up in a prethermalized atomic-molecular mixture
state, in disagreement with the nearly perfect reaction efficiency pre-
dicted by the TC model16.

One possibility to extend the TC model to account for the richer
reaction dynamics is to add a dispersion of the atomic states. This
results in a generalized TC model13,15 that, surprisingly, is also solvable
and leads to essentially the samepredictions for thedependenceof the
number of nonadiabatic excitations on the sweep rate as the minimal
model (1). Hence, other interaction types may be responsible for the
experimentally observed behavior beyond the standard TC model.

In this article, we consider a different generalization of the model
(1), in which we add another interaction term:

Ĥ = ĤTC + Ĥint, where ð2Þ

Ĥint =
r
N
ðψ̂y

ψ̂Þ
2
=

r
N
n̂2, ð3Þ

and where n̂ is the molecular number operator; r is the interaction
strength. This interaction term includes all the ‘non-resonant’ inter-
actions that are possible due to elastic scattering between atoms and
molecules and is hence expected to have the same level of significance
as the resonance term in (1). Specifically, this interaction term consists
of two-body atom-atom, atom-molecule and molecule-molecule
scattering terms, all of which can be accounted for using the molecule
number operator n̂ due to the fact that quantum dynamics conserves
the number of particles (explained in detail in sections II A and IV B).
The coupling in (3) effectively broadens the molecular dispersion
energy, which becomes now dependent on the number of molecules
that changes during the reaction. Such a coupling must be present in
ultracold molecules due to elastic scattering and dipole interactions,
which in certain atomic systems can be stronger than the coupling
induced by the Feshbach resonance17,18.

The main reason for the inclusion of the interaction term in (3) is
the fact that the TC model (1) is a phenomenological model that was
introduced as a simplification of a system of bosonic atoms in a con-
finement with complex pairwise atomic interactions. The full many-
body Hamiltonian includes only the interacting atoms in a trap. To
obtain the TC model from that Hamiltonian, one should identify a
quasi-stable bound state (the molecule), and then keep only the
interactions of this bound state with free atomic states (see sections IV
A and IV B). This truncation of the original Hamiltonian is justified not
by the dominance of the coupling g over all other interactions but
rather by the fact that the creation of themolecules from the atoms is a
distinct effect, whereas the remaining interactions, the most relevant
of which is given by Eq. (3), are usually assumed to just renormalize the
parameters of quasiparticles in a condensed matter.

Wewill show, however, that such an omission is not justifiedwhen
considering a transition through a critical point, particularly when the
characteristic energy scales for r and g are comparable. The addition of
Ĥint leads to substantially richer behavior, especially for quasi-
adiabatic transitions. This could be anticipated from the applications

of the TC model in optics, where such a nonlinear term describes the
optical mode in a ‘Kerr-like’ medium19–21.

With this addition, the phase diagram for the reaction efficiency
depends on both the sweep rate β and the nonlinearity r. In Fig. 1c we
show the result of our numerical simulations for the number of the
nonadiabatic excitations, which is the number of unformedmolecules,
following the sweep of the chemical potential. We set r = κg, where the
line κ = − 1 marks a critical nonlinearity; for κ < − 1 the number of the
nonadiabatic excitations is much larger than for κ > − 1, especially in
the quasi-adiabatic limit (large 1=βeff � g2=ðβlogeNÞ).Wewill show that
this behavior follows from the possibility of either a second- or first-
order quantum phase transition during the sweep through the Fes-
hbach resonance. Our model is no longer exactly solvable but in the
quasi-adiabatic limit it canbe studied analytically in detail.We propose
our model as a guide for future experiments that explore the complex
quantum dynamics of interacting molecular condensates. In parti-
cular, we will derive the formulas for the efficiency of the reaction
betweenmolecular and atomic condensates as a function of the sweep
rate β, which can be also used to estimate the parameters r and g
experimentally (see also22–27). We also show that our approach can be
extended to more complex types of Feshbach resonance, such as the
one considered in the experiment described in ref. 8.

Results
The experimentally relevant regime corresponds to a large number of
starting atoms,N = 2S≫ 1, that can potentially create a large number of
molecules during the sweep through the resonance. This forms the
basis of our semiclassical approximation, which we develop as follows.
First, we rewrite the Schrödinger equation for the nonlinear TCmodel
(2) in the form of the Schrödinger equation of a particle in a one-
dimensional potential. The large N-limit can then be understood by
considering the classical equations of motion in the same potential.
Next we show that the potential energy changes with time: for the
parameter regime r + g > 0, it starts off as a harmonic oscillator
potential as t → − ∞, which is converted into a double-well potential
during the passage through a second-order phase transition. The
number of the nonadiabatic excitations generated during this passage
is obtained from the change of the adiabatic invariant upon this
transition.

This step reveals the universality of the equations of motion near
the critical point for r + g > 0, so we extend the known exact formula
for the TC model at r =0 to the case with r ≠0. We then show that for
sufficiently strong attractive interactions (i.e. r + g <0), there is a qua-
litative change in the behavior of the nonlinear TC model, due to the
emergence of an underlying first-order phase transition. In this case,
the potential energy changes from a ‘triple well’ potential before the
transition to a double well potential after the transition. We derive
scaling relations for the number of nonadiabatic excitations which do
not vanish even in the adiabatic limit, which is a characteristic of the
first-order transition. We then demonstrate some of the dynamical
features accompanying this transition, such as oscillatory dynamics of
the excitations and formation of nonclassical states, using numerical
simulations.

Semiclassical description and phase transitions
Note that our model conserves

N̂ � ψ̂
y
ψ̂+ ðS+ ŜzÞ, ð4Þ

whose eigenvalue N = 2S corresponds to our initial conditions, where
the starting state is the one without molecules. Hence, it is convenient
to mark all states by the number of molecules:

∣ni � ∣nim � ∣S� niSz ,

Article https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-024-54489-3

Nature Communications |        (2024) 15:10246 2

www.nature.com/naturecommunications


where ∣nim is the Fock state with n bosonic molecules and ∣S� niS
is the pseudospin state with z-axis projection Sz = S − n.
For example, ψ̂∣nim =

ffiffiffi
n

p
∣n� 1im, Sz ∣S� niS = ðS� nÞ∣S� niS,

S+ ∣Sz
�
S =

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
SðS+ 1Þ � SzðSz + 1Þ

p
∣Sz + 1

�
S and so on. Note also that due

to the conservation law (4), the additionof the interatomic interactions
of the form� S2z and atom-molecule (non-resonant) interactions of the
form nSz to the original Hamiltonian would be equivalent to a
redefinition of the coupling r in the term (3) and a time shift (see
section IV B). We assume that this redefinition is already included in
our definition of r.

The initial state as t → − ∞ corresponds to ∣ni= ∣0i. The matrix
elements Hnm � hnjĤTC + Ĥintjmi in this basis are given by

Hnm = �βtn +
r
N
n2

� �
δn,m + gn

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
N � n+ 1

N

r
δn,m�1

+ gðn + 1Þ
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
N � n
N

r
δn,m+ 1:

ð5Þ

We will show that the critical point appears at conditions 1≪ n≪N, so
by disregarding terms of order (n/N)3 and 1/N, thematrix elements can
be written as

Hnm = �βtn+
r
N
n2

� �
δn,m + gn 1� n

2N

� �
ðδn,m�1 + δn,m+ 1Þ+Oð1=nÞ:

ð6Þ

A formal solution to the time-dependent Schrödinger equation
for the driven nonlinear TC model (2) can be written as:
∣ψ
�
=
PN

n =0anðtÞ∣ni. We introduce the amplitude generating function

uðϕ, tÞ=
XN
n=0

anðtÞeinϕ, ð7Þ

whose name follows from the fact that the amplitudes can be obtained
by the inverse Fourier transformation

anðtÞ=
1
2π

Z 2π

0
dϕe�inϕuðϕ, tÞ:

For the Hamiltonian (6), the time-evolution of the amplitudes, up to
the omitted terms ~ 1/n, is given by

i _an = �βtn+
r
N
n2

� �
an + gn 1� n

2N

� �
ðan�1 +anÞ: ð8Þ

Note that naneinϕ = −ian∂einϕ/∂ϕ. We then multiply Eq. (8) by einϕ and
sum all equations for n =0, 1, 2,…. Using the definition in (7), the time-
dependent Schrödinger equation for the amplitudes is then written in
terms of a single equation for u(ϕ, t) as

i
∂
∂t

uðϕ, tÞ= Ĥ �i
∂
∂ϕ

,ϕ
� �

uðϕ, tÞ, ð9Þ

wherewe associate n̂ � �i∂=∂ϕ. In the semiclassical approximationwe
can then associateϕwith a coordinate that is conjugate to the classical
momentum n. Then, the classical Hamiltonian that corresponds to the
Schrödinger equation (9) has the form

Hclðn,ϕÞ= � βtn+
r
N
n2 + 2gn 1� n

2N

� �
cosðϕÞ, ð10Þ

and the classical equations of motion are given by

dϕ
dt

=
∂Hcl

∂n
,

dn
dt

= � ∂Hcl

∂ϕ
: ð11Þ

Quasi-adiabatic second-order phase transition
Without the new r-dependent nonlinear term, the Hamiltonian (10)
would coincidewith the analogous semiclassical Hamiltonian in ref. 12.
The relation between the classical variables and the number of non-
adiabatic excitations is established by noting that as t → ± ∞ the time-
dependent term completely dominates:Hcl ~ −βtn. Following12, wenote
that the equations of motion initially conserve n and the adiabatic
invariant is given by the initial number of molecules, n−∞:

I� =
1
2π

Z 2π

0
ndϕ=n�1:

If during the evolution the adiabatic invariant acquires a small con-
tribution ΔI, this is interpreted in the semiclassical theory as the den-
sity of the produced elementary nonadiabatic excitations, i.e,
nex =ΔI/N. In the strict adiabatic limit, the ground state with no mole-
cules eventually transitions into the new ground state with N mole-
cules. Taking the nonadiabatic excitations into account, the number of
molecules created in our process is given by

n+1 =N � ΔI � I�:

Fig. 1 | An ultracold atomic reaction undergoing a (non-adiabatic/quasi-adia-
batic) passage through, respectively. a, b the first-order and (d, e) the second-
order quantumphase transition.a For thefirst-order transition, bothmolecules and
atoms can be in the local energy minima simultaneously, whereas (d), for the
second-order transition, a high efficiency of the chemical reaction can be achieved
by an adiabatic transition between the molecular and atomic energy minima.
b–e Themean-field ground energy as a function of the order parameter in the first-

order and second-order quantum phase transition, respectively (arrows indicate
the direction of time) (c) The numerically obtained phase diagram describing the
dependence of the number of nonadiabatic excitations, nex, as a function of the
inverse sweep rate, 1=βeff � g2=ðβ lnNÞ (x-axis), and the molecular interaction
strength, κ = r/g in Eqs. (1) and (3), (y-axis). For the model (2), κ = −1 separates the
regimeswithfirst (κ < − 1) and second (κ > − 1) order phase transitions. This explains
the fast increase of the excitation numbers below the κ = −1 line.
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We should assume that initially n−∞ = I−∞ ~1, which is negligible in
comparison to the large N. We assume a nearly adiabatic sweep of the
chemical potential12. The point ϕ* =π is a steady point of the classical
equations (11), in the vicinity of which the system evolves. Assuming
that near this point n≪N, and retaining the terms of the lowest order
we find an effectiveHamiltonian that governs the evolution at the early
stage of the reaction, that is

Hclðn,ϕ; γÞ � �βt � 2gð Þn+
r + g
N

� �
n2 + gnϕ2: ð12Þ

For a quasi-adiabatic evolution, the nonadiabatic excitations
are generally suppressed exponentially, as ΔI � expð�a=βÞ, with
some finite positive a. Such excitations are not essential and we can
safely disregard them. However, according to the Kibble-Zurek
phenomenology, the excitations are enhanced near a critical point
at which the symmetry of the original ground state breaks down
spontaneously. It turns out that the Hamiltonian (12) contains
this event, so it is sufficient to describe the phase transition
quantitatively.

We shift the zero of time by setting:

s = t +2g=β, ð13Þ

and make a canonical transformation in (12):

n=Q2, ϕ= � P=ð2QÞ, ð14Þ

leading to an effective classical time-dependent Hamiltonian for a
single degree of freedom:

HII
eff ðQ,P, sÞ : = � βsQ2 +

r + g
N

� �
Q4 +

g
2

� � P2

2
, ð15Þ

where now P is treated as the momentum and Q as the coordinate.
Suppose that r + g > 0. This corresponds to either repulsive (r >0)

or weakly attractive ( −g < r < 0) interactions between the formed
molecules. If s were a constant, then the Hamiltonian (15) would
describe a nonlinear oscillator with the potential energy

V ðQÞ= � βsQ2 +
r + g
N

� �
Q4: ð16Þ

The initial conditions correspond to Q ~ 1. In fact, a quantum
mechanical treatment of the initial conditions requires the averaging
of the behavior over a distribution of small initial values with
0 <Q2≪N12. However, we will show later that this information is irre-
levant within the leading-order semiclassical description. The system
with the potential (16) experiences the second-order phase
transition at s = 0. Indeed, for s <0, the potential V(Q) has a single
minimum at Q =0 but for s > 0, there are two local minima
at Qmin � ±

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
βNs=½2ðr + gÞ�

p
.

In Fig. 1b, we illustrate that for s < 0 the system is initially near a
single minimum but it follows one of the new minima for s > 0. In
phase space, this corresponds to crossing a separatrix, in whose
vicinity the classical adiabatic invariant is no longer conserved. Thus,
so far our approximations were justified because they capture the
main source of the nonadiabatic excitations near the phase
transition.

The evolution equations for Q and P with the Hamiltonian (12),
acquire a universal form after rescaling of the variables:

s ! λs, Q ! uQ, P ! vY ,

and

Heff !
λ

uv
Heff ðλs,uQ, vPÞ,

where λ, u, and v are constants.We choose them so thatHeff in terms of
the rescaled variables has the form with only numerical coefficients

H = � s
Q2

2
+
Q4

2
+
P2

2
: ð17Þ

In the new variables, the equations of motion have the canonical form
of the Painlevé-II equation

d2Q
ds2

= sQ� 2Q3: ð18Þ

The dynamics does not depend anymore on the relative values of
the parameters r and g. However, we reiterate that at r =0, themodel is
exactly solvable, so all known facts about the solution of the driven TC
model can now be applied to the dynamics according to Eq. (18).

The rescalingof variables, however, is not canonical, so it does not
conserve the action:

1
2π

Z 2π

0
ndϕ=

uv
2π

I
P dQ:

Hence, if I is the adiabatic invariant in the original variables, n and ϕ,
then in the rescaled Q and P coordinates, the invariant is given by
I = I=ðuvÞ. For our case, we found

uv =
2Nβ

g2 + gr
: ð19Þ

Equation (19) can be used to establish the relation between the
exactly solvable case at r = 0 and our more general model for r > − g.
Namely, for r = 0, the scaling for the number of the excitations was
found to be a power law with a logarithmic prefactor15 (for earlier but
only semiclassical derivations of this formula at r =0, see also discus-
sion around Eq. (11) in ref. 28 and Eq. (15) in ref. 29):

ΔIr =0 =
uv
4π

ln
uv

4I�π

� �
=

Nβ
2πg2 ln

Nβ
2πg2I�

� �
, ð20Þ

where either the exact solution or further semiclassical analysis can
be used to fix I− ≈ 1 for our initial conditions in the model (1).
According to15, this result is valid only in the quasi-adiabatic case,
namely for 1= lnN ≫ β=ð2πg2Þ ≫ 1=N. For example, at I− = 1, in this
range Eq. (20) coincides with the exact expression for the position of
the maximum of the probability distribution of the excitation
number.

Using (19), and the fact that all r > − g values lead to the universal
Eq. (18), we can now extend the result in (20) to the case with arbitrary
r > − g by properly rescaling the action variables:

ΔIðrÞ= Nβ
2πgðg + rÞ ln

Nβ
2πgðg + rÞI�

� �
, ð21Þ

where I− is the parameter of order 1 that characterizes the initial con-
ditions. As this unknown factor appears inside the logarithm in (21), its
precise value is not important because its relative contribution to (21)
vanishes in the limit N → ∞ for the quasi-adiabatic evolution with
1= lnN ≫ β=ð2πðg2 + rgÞÞ ≫ 1=N. For comparison with numerical
results, we set I− = 1.
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Thus, Eq. (21) extends the expression known in the exactly sol-
vable case, for r =0, by merely re-scaling the coupling as

g2 ! g2 + gr ð22Þ

for a general value of r > − g. In terms of the parameter κ = r/g, this
corresponds to the rescaling g2 → g2(1 + κ). The smaller sweep rates,
β/(g2 + rg) < 1/N, are not captured by the formula (21) because this
regime corresponds to the onset of the truly adiabatic evolution, with
exponentially suppressed excitations. For experimentally relevant
values, N > 104, this truly adiabatic regime cannot be reached, so we
leave it without further discussion.

The changeof the adiabatic invariant is interpreted in terms of the
density of the nonadiabatic excitations: nex = (N − 〈n〉)/N =ΔI/N, which
in turn is related to the deviation of the average number of the formed
molecules from its maximal value. Our analysis so far has been
restricted to the quasi-adiabatic regime. A comparison with numerical
results is shown in Fig. 2.We indeed find agreementwith the theory for
the interval 1= lnðNÞ ≫ ðg2 + rgÞ=β≫ 1=N. However, beyond this inter-
val, the deviations from our formulas are strong. Note also that these
deviations persist to smaller β when κ approaches the value κ = −1,
indicating the breakdown of our analysis for κ ≤ − 1.

In summary, our theory predicts the robustness of the dynamics
during apassage through a second-order quantumphase transition for
repulsive andmoderate attractive interactions (κ > − 1). Its signature in
experiments can be the scaling of the density of excitations (unformed
molecules) for different sweep rates in the quasi-adiabatic regime:

nex � β lnβ,

which is the same as in the exactly solvable case at κ =0.

First-order phase transition
The energy (12) has no finite global minimum for r < − g, so we must
include the next order term, ∝ n3 in the Hamiltonian (5). After the

transformations (13) and (14) in the classical limit, we find

HI
eff ðQ, P, sÞ : = � βsQ2 +

r + g
N

� �
Q4 +

g

4N2

� �
Q6 +

g
2
P2

2
: ð23Þ

Disregarding the higher-order terms in P and Q is justified when the
main nonadiabatic effects occur for 1 ≪Q2≪N. This requires that

jδrj≪jgj, where δr : = r + g <0:

In addition, we should assume the same initial conditions as in the
previous case, Q( − ∞) =O(1). Consider now only the potential energy

V ðQÞ= � βsQ2 � jδrj
N

� �
Q4 +

g

4N2

� �
Q6:

As s → − ∞, it has a single energy minimum at Q = 0. With time, two
additional energy minima initially appear at higher energy but
eventually become the global minima of V(Q). However, the tran-
sition into them, for some time, is classically forbidden due to the
energy barriers.

By approaching the time moment s =0, the minimum at Q = 0
becomes initially a false vacuum, and for s >0 it becomes an unstable
local maximum. The steady point at Q =0 can then be perturbed by
any quantum fluctuation, so at s =0 the system has to fall towards one
of the remaining minima, which, at this moment are given by

Q ± = ±
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
8jδrjN=ð3gÞ

q
;

with the corresponding energy V(Q±) = −64∣δr∣3N/(27g2). The system
can choose to be in one of the two minima with equal probability. At
this point, let us consider that the system escapes towards Q+.

At s =0, the energy of the false vacuum state is E =0. Hence, along
the escape trajectory the momentum is given by

PðQÞ= Q2

N

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
4jδrjN=g �Q2

q
: ð24Þ

The turning points of this trajectory are at Q0 = 0 and Q1 = 2
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
jδrjN=g

p
and its adiabatic invariant is

Ifin =
2
2π

Z Q1

Q0

PðQÞdQ=
Njδrj2
g2 : ð25Þ

Since the initial value of the adiabatic invariant isO(1), to leading order
in N, the density of excitations is associated with the invariant (25):

nsat
ex =nsat

ex ðδr=gÞ=
Ifin
N

=
jδrj2
g2 , ð26Þ

which is independent of the sweep rate β, as long as we consider the
quasi-adiabatic dynamics and disregard the exponentially sup-
pressed quantum tunneling events. Thus, the first-order phase
transition is associated with a finite density of the excitations even
in the quasi-adiabatic regime. We note also that an almost perfect
efficiency of ultracold chemical reactions has so far not been
achieved experimentally even for the slowest sweeps through the
Feshbach resonance. This may be an indication of the presence and
importance of molecular interactions of the type that we have
considered here.

Equation (26) explains the sharp transition in nex observed
around κ = −1 in Fig. 1c, in the quasi-adiabatic regime. Qualitatively
similar saturation of the number of excitations was found pre-
viously in the nonlinear Landau-Zener model30, in which this
behavior was not related to a spontaneous symmetry breaking. The

Fig. 2 | Dependence of the final density of excitations, nex = (N −n+∞)/N, on the
sweep rates for different values of κ in the case of a second-order transition.
Insets: Distribution ofmolecule number in the limit t→∞ at the value of βeffmarked
in green.
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dependence of nex on β for different values of r with r < − g (or
κ < − 1) are plotted in Fig. 3a, confirming the saturation of nex at a
finite value in the adiabatic limit.

The β-dependent correction to Eq. (26) deserves a discussion. For
small δr, this correction can be considerable because the saturation
value of nex in (26) scales on δr as nex ∝ (δr)2, whereas for the β-
dependent component we provide the scaling arguments (Methods)
showing that at δr = 0 the excitations are suppressedwith decreasing β
too slowly to be completely eliminated in our numerical simulations.
At fixed β, this β-dependent contribution changes linearly with a small
δr:

nnad
ex ðδr=gÞ � nnad

ex ð0Þ / �δr
g
: ð27Þ

We plot the dependence of nnad
ex on δr/g in the nonadiabatic regime in

Fig. 3c. The numerical results in Fig. 3bwere obtained by looking at the
changes of nex(δr) at the smallest possible but finite β. Hence, only the
slope of the line (and not the constant offset from the origin) could be
compared to Eq. (26).

In general, for a finite sweeping rate β at δr =0, we also have a
Kibble-Zurek scaling of the number of excitations:

nexðβÞ � βμ ð28Þ

where the exponent μ depends on κ. In section IV D, we estimated this
exponent analytically for r = −g (κ = −1) to be 2/3, which is different
from the exponent 1 of the second-order phase transition (see Fig. 3a
for numerical proof). For κ < − 1, we have numerically, together
with (26):

nexðβÞ � CðδrÞβμ +nsat
ex , ð29Þ

where C(δr) is independent of β.
Previously, a similar scaling was observed for the formation of

topological defects in the dynamics of a classical field undergoing a
weakly first-order phase transition at finite temperature31. Here, we
have obtained a similar result for a fully coherent evolution through a
quantum phase transition at zero temperature.

Transient dynamics and prethermalization
While the type of the phase transition can be understood using the
scaling of the number of excitations obtained from the asymptotic
number distribution of molecules, the transient dynamics, in the
lead up to the number distribution as t → +∞, also exhibits features

specific to the underlying phase transition. One characteristic fea-
ture accompanying the passage through the quantum critical point
at time t = 0 is the oscillation of atomic and molecular populations
which become rapidly damped with time. Such transient oscilla-
tions of the number of molecules are usually observed in the non-
adiabatic regimewith a finite sweep rate β > 0. In fact, the frequency
dependence of such nonadiabatic oscillations between atomic and
molecular populations was used in ref. 8 to infer the role of bosonic
enhancement of the ultracold reaction. These oscillations are
expected to vanish in the adiabatic limit β → 0 as per the mean-field
theory detailed in previous sections, as the dynamics is supposed
to ‘equilibrate’ to one of the minima of the mean-field potentials in
(12) and (23) in the t → ∞ limit.

In order to understand this transient quantum dynamics and
compare it with mean-field theoretic predictions, we plot the
numerically obtained instantaneous average number of molecules
computed as:

navgðtÞ=
1
N

XN
n=0

n jhnjψmolðtÞij2 ð30Þ

for the quasi-adiabatic passage through a first-order (Fig. 4a) and
second-order (Fig. 4d) quantum critical point. Here ∣ψmolðtÞ

�
is

computed as ∣ψmolðtÞ
�
= eiĤt ∣ψ

�
n=0 where ∣ψ

�
n=0 corresponds to the

initial state with no molecules and Ĥ is the Hamiltonian in (2).
Numerically, this is implemented using a Trotter-factorized discretiza-
tionof theunitary propagator eiĤt . (Since (2) is also sparse, as is evident
from (5), the time complexity of the cost of the propagation scales
almost linearly with N).

For the case of a second-order phase transition, Fig. 4d (plotted
for κ = 0) shows that navg(t) increases monotonically with time to its
saturation value of unity indicating a complete conversion of atoms to
molecules as predicted by mean-field theory in the adiabatic limit.
Fig. 4f also shows that the molecule number distribution P(nmol)
computed as:

PðnmolÞ= jhnmoljψij2 ð31Þ

(where ∣ψ
�
is the molecular wavefunction at various instances of time)

becomes increasingly sharply peaked as t → ∞.
However, we found that the transient state in the case of a first-

order phase transition remains persistent and highly nonclassical.
This is manifested as a complex series of collapse and revival of the
number ofmolecules as a function of time (see Fig. 4a). This beating
pattern is particularly prominent in the adiabatic limit and is

Fig. 3 | Dependence of the density of nonadiabatic excitations on the sweeping
rate and interactionstrengths. aNumericallyobtaineddependenceof thedensity
nex of the excitations on βeff for different values of the coupling r (at N = 100). The
curves correspond to the optimal fit for the exponent μ as predicted by (29).
bAsymptotic dependence of the quasi-adiabatic saturation value ofnex on the ratio

δr2/g2 in the adiabatic limit (N = 500). The slope of the linear fit is ~0.97, which
corresponds well with the analytical expression in (26). c Asymptotic dependence
of the β-dependent part of nex on δr/g for the non-adiabatic case at different values
of sweeping rate βeff, where βeff = ðβ lnNÞ=g2 (decreasing from 1.5 to 0.6, top to
bottom), the slopes of which are all the same ( ~ 0.22) as expected (N = 200).
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distinct from the non-adiabatic oscillations reported in ref. 8. We
note that such patterns have been encountered previously in the
time-independent versions of the Jaynes-Cummings model32, Bose-
Hubbard model33, a model of nonlinear directional couplers34, and
even in a generalized version of the model in (1) but for other
starting conditions35.

In stark contrast to the dynamics around a second-order cri-
tical point, the number distribution for the first-order transition is
very broad even as t → ∞, which indicates a phase squeezing. As
discussed for related models in refs. 33,36, the existence of such
collapse-revival patterns is a purely quantum-mechanical phe-
nomenon; the semiclassical Hamiltonian in (10) does not predict
these features.

To further understand the aspects of quantum dynamics that
lead to this collapse-revival oscillation, we generated Husimi Q
projections of the time-dependent molecular wavefunction onto
the basis of coherent states, as shown in Fig. 4e (for second-order
transition) and Fig. 4b (for first-order transition). The coherent
Husimi Q projections of the wavefunction in the molecule number
basis is obtained as:

QðαÞ= 1
π
jhαjψmolij2, ð32Þ

hαjψmoli= e�jαj2=2XN
n=0

αnψmolðnÞffiffiffiffiffi
n!

p , ð33Þ

where Q(α) corresponds to the projection onto a coherent state
indexed by ∣αi and ψmol(n) is the amplitude of the wavefunction in the
molecular population basis ∣ni at any given time t.

The projections reveal that the collapse and revival patterns
constitute an oscillation of the number distribution P(nmol) about the
asymptotic limit (marked in gray in Fig. 4c, f). For the second-order
transition, since the distribution becomes increasingly peaked around
nmol = 1 as t → ∞, the phase of the molecular wavefunction ∣ψmolðtÞ

�

becomes increasingly diffused along a circle of radius R (/ ffiffiffi
n

p
, where

n is the instantaneous number of molecules) which is numerically
demonstrated in Fig. 4e. This is due to the number-phase uncertainty
relation, as the molecular number distribution P(nmol) becomes
increasingly narrow as t → ∞.

In the case of a first-order transition, the molecular number dis-
tribution at t → ∞ is not sharp even in the adiabatic limit, which allows
for the collapse-revival oscillation. In the Husimi projection, the ‘crest’
and ‘trough’ of the envelope of these oscillations localise on points
along the diameter of a circle which differ in phase by π. They also
correspond to an instantaneous peak of P(nmol) above and below the
asymptotic number distribution as shown in Fig. 4c. The molecular
wavefunction keeps ‘vacillating’ between these two extremes until the
t→∞ limit, when the trough and crestmakeway for the ‘cat state’ in the
molecular wavefunction, as shown in Fig. 4b.

We also found that the number Nrev of revivals per unit time
increases linearly with the strength of nonlinearity (∣κ∣) for the first-
order transition. The frequency of the collapse-revival patterns
decreases gradually following the sweep, and in general saturates to a
constant value resulting in a punctuated series of revivals that survive
for a very long time. The time-period Trev of any particular collapse and
revival pair also decreases with ∣κ∣ as

T rev �
1
jκj : ð34Þ

We plot the numerically found dependence of Nrev and Trev on κ in
Fig. 4g, h respectively. The sustained oscillation pattern and the
dependence of the frequency and time period on the interaction
strength are reminiscent of the prethermalized states37 that were
numerically observed38,39 following a sudden quench in bosonic/fer-
mionic Hubbard models. A main aspect of such nonequilibrium states
is the existence of long-time memory of the initial conditions as in
our model.

The formation of a quantum cat state is one of the main con-
sequences of this long-term memory and inherently nonequilibrium

Fig. 4 | Characteristics of the quantum dynamics during the passage through a
critical point (All the plots in this figure have been generated for N = 200).
a Plot of 〈nmol〉 (scaled by N) vs time for κ = − 3, i.e. for quasi-adiabatic first-order
transition. Inset: Dependence of 〈nmol〉 with t in the long-time limit. b Coherent
projection of themolecularwavefunction (seeMethods) at the timesmarked in red
dots in (a) (left-right-inset in (a), corresponds to left-right-top-bottom in (b)).
c Plots of the number distribution of the molecules for the times marked in (a)

(from left to right, followed by inset). The gray plot corresponds to the average
asymptotic number distribution in the limit t → ∞. d Same as in (a), but for the
second-order phase transition at κ =0. e Same as in (b), but with κ =0. f Same as in
(c), but with κ =0. g Plot of the number of the revivals in a given time window for
different values of κ in the first-order phase transition (same g, adiabatic limit),fit to
a linear curve (dashed line).hTimeperiodof a particular revival as a functionof κfit
to Trev ~ 1/∣κ∣ (dashed line).
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dynamics of the prethermalized state. In the limit t→ +∞, after the
adiabatic first-order transition, the dynamics eventually freezes in a
superposition of twomacroscopically distinguishable states (shown as
the bottom-right panel in Fig. 4b) which differ by a phase of π. Each of
these states in the Glauber basis is localized, and therefore is similar to
a macroscopic Bose-Einstein condensate with a well defined phase.
Thus, even the prethermalized state of the nonadiabatic excitations is
strongly nonclassical.

Discussion
We have thus explored the role of interactions in mediating the pas-
sage throughquantumphase transitions in ultracold chemistrywith an
extension of the Tavis-Cummings model. The standard integrable
driven Tavis-Cummings model has made several predictions which
should be observable in experiments that associate ultracold atoms
into molecules by a stimulated passage through the Feshbach reso-
nance. We tested the robustness of these predictions against other
non-resonant interactions that break the model’s integrability. For
moderate interactions we found that, as in the integrable case, the
system passes through the second-order quantum phase transition. In
the quasi-adiabatic regime, this leads to a nearly linear scaling,
nex / β lnβ, of the number of the unformed molecules on the sweep
rate β.

Above a certain critical interaction strength, the order of the
phase transition changes from the second to the first, with drastic
changes in the reaction dynamics. The main characteristic of the
crossover to the first-order phase transition is that even in the adia-
batic limit, the density of non-adiabatic excitations remains finite.
Accompanying this is a transient dynamics that manifests as pro-
nounced oscillations in the molecular population. Asymptotically, the
system reaches a prethermalized state (Fig. 4b), which is a strongly
nonclassical superposition of two condensate-like states with a phase
difference of π between them, a feature which is absent in the typical
case of the second-order phase transition. Such dynamical features,
which are usually attributed to the strongly nonadiabatic regime (e.g.,
following a sudden quench, as in refs. 37–41), are observed in our
model (2), during the quasi-adiabatic transition through a first-order
critical point.

Our analysis provides experimentally testable scaling laws for
the number of nonadiabatic excitations as in (26),(27) and (29) and
for the time period of collapse-revival oscillations as in (34). The
number of nonadiabatic excitations can indeed be experimentally
measured as a function of the magnetic field ramp as was shown in
(Fig. 4a of)7. The coherent oscillations of atoms and molecules
observed in ref. 8 is a feature of the dynamics away from the
adiabatic limit, whereas the collapse-revival oscillation we present
are most prominent in the adiabatic limit. The collapse-revival
oscillations are experimentally observable as was demonstrated in
an experimental implementation of the Bose-Hubbard model using
ultracold atoms in ref. 36. While the experimental observation of
the cat state may be challenging due to finite lifetimes of the atoms
and molecules in a trap, as Fig. 4b, c demonstrate, the features of
the transient quantum dynamics are indicative of the ensuing cat
state and may help design experiments to preserve the quantum
coherence required for its formation.

The possibility of creating non-classical states such as the
macroscopic cat states and squeezed states in bosonic systems has
potential impact in quantum sensing and metrology42. In the past,
several experiments have targeted the creation of such non-
classical states43–45, some of which used a Kerr-type nonlinearity
to stabilize these states. Given that the size of an atomic cloud is
of the order of N > 104, the passage through the Feshbach reso-
nance with a first-order phase transition presents an attractive
opportunity to create practically desired strongly nonclassical
macroscopic states.

In addition to applications in quantum sensing, experiments in
ultracold chemistry also serve to demonstrate the universality of the
dynamics around quantum phase transitions46. For instance, there is
considerable evidence (both theoretical and observational) that phase
transitions occurred during the early evolution of our universe47. Our
study reveals that purely quantum correlations play a considerable
role in suchprocesses and that the nature of the quantumcritical point
is manifested in the scaling of the excitation density. The main
experimental challenge in studying such correlations will be in tuning
the interaction strength and obtaining the desired degree of quantum
control. With major strides in experimental development in ultracold
chemistry7,8,27 in the last decade, we expect this to be possible in the
near future.

Methods
Empirical models for ultracold reactions
We follow22 in order to explain the relevance of simple empirical
models (such as the Tavis-Cummings model) in describing ultracold
reactions. The most fundamental model that describes all the many-
body interactions in a gas of ultracold atoms is given as Ĥ =

R
drĤaðrÞ

where

ĤaðrÞ= ψ̂
y
aðrÞ � _2∇2

2ma
+Va

extðrÞ
 !

ψ̂aðrÞ+
λaa
2

ψ̂
y
aðrÞψ̂

y
aðrÞψ̂aðrÞψ̂aðrÞ ð35Þ

where λaa is the (elastic) interaction strength between two atoms and
ψ̂aðrÞ is the atomic field operator that destroys an atom at position r.
This is written under the assumption of a short-range interaction
described by the Fermi pseudopotential as:

λaa =
4π_2aaa

ma
ð36Þ

where aaa is the atom-atom scattering length. If the atoms are subject
to a magnetic field, in the vicinity of a Feshbach resonance, the
scattering length varies as aaa(B) = aaa(1 − ΔB/(B − Bm)) where Bm is the
peak of the resonance and ΔB is the width, which changes the
interaction strength λaa accordingly. However, this approach fails to
describe the transformation of atoms intomolecules at the resonance,
so the scattering problem needs to be treated by considering
molecules as separate compound particles described by the field
operator ψ̂mðrÞ.

Then the resonant interaction between atoms and molecules is
computed as a sum of all state-to-state scattering matrix elements of
the hyperfine interaction hKjV̂hf ∣∣k,k

0i, where ∣ki, ∣k0i corresponds to
the atomic field and ∣Ki to a molecular field with the respective
momentum vectors (see eq. (46) to (49) in22). Under the assumption of
an elastic interaction, the resonant term of the atom-molecule Hamil-
tonian becomes:

Ĥ
res
am =α

Z
drðψ̂y

mðrÞψ̂aðrÞψ̂aðrÞ+ ψ̂mðrÞψ̂
y
aðrÞψ̂

y
aðrÞÞ ð37Þ

In line with (35), the Hamiltonian for the compound atom+molecule
system ought to contain all elastic interactions thereby yielding
Ĥall =

R
drĤallðrÞ where:

ĤallðrÞ= ψ̂
y
aðrÞ � _2∇2

2ma
+Va

extðrÞ
 !

ψ̂aðrÞ+
λaa
2

ψ̂
y
aðrÞψ̂

y
aðrÞψ̂aðrÞψ̂aðrÞ

+ ψ̂
y
mðrÞ � _2∇2

2mm
+Vm

extðrÞ
 !

ψ̂mðrÞ+
λmm

2
ψ̂
y
mðrÞψ̂

y
mðrÞψ̂mðrÞψ̂mðrÞ

+ λamψ̂
y
aðrÞψ̂aðrÞψ̂

y
mðrÞψ̂mðrÞ+αðψ̂

y
mðrÞψ̂aðrÞψ̂aðrÞ+h:c:Þ

ð38Þ
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where λam and λmm are atom-molecule and molecule-molecule
scattering length. This is the minimal Hamiltonian that ought to be
considered to include all interactions that come from (resonant and
non-resonant) elastic scattering between atoms and molecules.

In the low-temperature limit, the kinetic energy terms are insig-
nificant, and spatial homogeneity of the field operators is a fair
assumption. Assuming a linear ramp of the magnetic field at the rate β
(which forms theVext term), the resultant time-dependentHamiltonian
is given as:

ĤallðtÞ=
βt
2
ψ̂
y
aψ̂a � βtψ̂

y
mψ̂m +αðψ̂y

mψ̂aψ̂a + ψ̂mψ̂
y
aψ̂

y
aÞ

+
λaa
2

ψ̂
y
aψ̂

y
aψ̂aψ̂a +

λmm

2
ψ̂
y
mψ̂

y
mψ̂mψ̂m + λamψ̂

y
aψ̂aψ̂

y
mψ̂m

ð39Þ

Truncating the above equationupto the terms in thefirst line yields the
model Hamiltonian considered in ref. 7 (the sign of β depends on the
starting state, but the time-dependant terms for atom and molecule
comewithopposite signs always). However, we emphasize that there is
no theoretical justification for doing the same.

Relating Tavis-Cummings models to other models of molecular
dissociation
In the derivation of (39), the component atoms are assumed to be of
the same ‘type’ but that can be easily adjusted. For example, consider
the reaction of bosons Ψ↔ a + b, in which Ψ̂, â, b̂ are all bosonic
annihilation operators. The Hamiltonian ĤallðtÞ becomes (in the nota-
tion of (1)):

ĤBðtÞ := βtΨ̂
y
Ψ̂+

gffiffiffiffi
N

p Ψ̂
y
âb̂+ Ψ̂âyb̂

y� �
: ð40Þ

where we absorb the time-dependent term that describes interactions
between atoms and magnetic field into the respective term for
molecular interaction. Since one molecule splits into two atoms, and
the number of atoms of a and b type is the same, the time evolution of
(40) conserves the number

N̂ � Ψ̂
y
Ψ̂+ ðâyâ+ b̂

y
b̂Þ=2, ð41Þ

whose eigenvalue N corresponds to the initial conditions with N
molecules. Hence, it is convenient to mark all states by the number of
split molecules, n:

∣ni � ∣N � nim � ∣nia � ∣nib, ð42Þ

where, e. g., âyâ∣nia =n∣nia. The initial state withNmolecules as t→ −∞
corresponds to ∣ni= ∣0i. It is then straightforward to see that the only
non-zero off-diagonal matrix elements of the Hamiltonian are:

hm+ 1jĤBðtÞjmi= ðN �mÞ
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ðm+ 1Þ

p
: ð43Þ

Comparing with (40), we find

hmjHjm0i= hmjHTC jm0i, 8m,m0:

Another related example is that of a pair of fermions (with
opposite spin) transforming into a boson:ψ↔ a↑ + a↓.We candescribe
this reaction by using the following pseudo-spin operators (the
pseudo-spin description is only useful for fermion-boson transforma-
tion) as in ref. 12:

Ŝ
+
= ây

#â
y
" Ŝ

�
= â#â" Ŝz =

1
2
ðây

#â# + â
y
"â"Þ ð44Þ

where ây
"=# and â"=# are the fermionic creation and annihilation

operators in the up/down spin state.
Again, truncating upto the terms in the first line of (39) and using

the number conservation property, we get the driven Tavis-Cummings
model in (1) which is the starting model of this article:

ĤTCðtÞ= � βtψ̂
y
ψ̂+

gffiffiffiffi
N

p ðψ̂y
Ŝ
�
+ ψ̂Ŝ

+ Þ ð45Þ

Thus, both bosonic and fermionic ultracold reactions can be ana-
lysed using the same theoretical tools described in this article. Also,
since the resonant transformation of atom to molecules is given by
the term

Ĥ
res
am = gðψ̂y

Ŝ
�
+ ψ̂Ŝ

+ Þ, ð46Þ

in the TC model, the non-resonant atom-molecule coupling term is
given as:

Ĥam = ram n̂Ŝz ð47Þ

the non-resonant atom-atom coupling term as:

Ĥaa = raaŜ
+
Ŝ
� ð48Þ

(that is, outside the resonance, a pair of atoms which are ‘destroyed’
form a new pair of atoms instead of molecules) and the molecule-
molecule coupling term as:

Ĥmm = rmmn̂
2 ð49Þ

By the number conservation property n̂+ Ŝz =N, the terms propor-
tional to n̂2 can be collected to yield:

r := rmm � raa � ram ð50Þ

Thismakes sense physically because, if a repulsive interaction between
molecules increases the efficiency of the Feshbach transformation,
then repulsive interaction between atoms (or between atoms and
molecules) should have the opposite effect. The terms proportional to
n̂ only lead to a time shift in the resultant dynamics.

Higher order Feshbach resonances
In ref. 8, a different type of Feshbach resonance was experimentally
studied: for reaction c +Ψ↔ a + b + c, where a, b, c are bosonic atoms.
In our notation, this corresponds to making the reaction amplitude, g,
dependent on the number of atoms, i.e., assuming in Eq. (40) that
g ! gn=

ffiffiffiffi
N

p
, where n is now the number of the decayedmolecules.We

again consider the additional interaction term in the formHint = rn̂
2
=N,

where in the basis (42), we can define n̂= ðâyâ+ b̂
y
b̂Þ=2. The entire

bosonic Hamiltonian is then

Ĥ =βtΨ̂
y
Ψ̂+

rn̂2

N
+
gn̂
N

Ψ̂
y
âb̂+ Ψ̂âyb̂

y� �

(the correspondence between the model above and the model con-
sidered in ref. 8 can easily be seen by setting â= b̂, i.e. considering
identical atoms). The matrix elements Hnm � hnjĤjmi in the basis (42)
are given by

Hnm = �βtn+
r
N
n2

� �
δn,m + gn2

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
N � n+ 1

N

r
δn,m�1

+ gðn + 1Þ2
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
N � n
N

r
δn,m+ 1:

ð51Þ
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Repeating our derivation of the semiclassical Hamiltonian (15) at
low n, we find a classical Hamiltonian, in which the saddle point again
corresponds to ϕ =π. Performing then the same canonical transfor-
mation (14) for the case of 1≪ n≪N, we identify the potential energy
by setting the momentum to zero, P =0, in the classical Hamiltonian,
which gives us

V effðQÞ= � βtQ2 +
r + g
N

� �
Q4 + . . . , ð52Þ

The main difference from the case of the Tavis-Cummings model
is the lack of the renormalization of the chemical potentials by the
interaction term. Now, there is no ∝ gQ2 contribution to the
Hamiltonian from the interactions, so the critical point is passed
precisely at t = 0. As in the Tavis-Cummings model, either the
2nd order, for r + g > 0, or the 1st order, for r + g < 0 phase
transition is then expected at the Feshbach resonance. Thus the
presence of non-resonant interactions considered in this work is
resilient to the presence of three-body recombination
events studied in ref. 8. The critical exponents, however, are
expected to be different because of a more complicated kinetic
energy term in the classical Hamiltonian that corresponds to
Eq. (51).

Scaling exponent beyond Painleve-II equation
When a Hamiltonian has a time-dependent perturbation γ, the non-
adiabatic tunneling probability is computed from the change in the
curvature (or frequency) ω*

48 as:

Γ=
ΔI
2

:=<
Z 1

�1
ieiθ

_γdθ
ω*ðI, γÞ

ð53Þ

Following the approach in ref. 30, to evaluate the scaling behavior of Γ,
we express ω* in terms of θ. In the case of the first-order transition, the
major change in the curvature occurs at the point t = t* (see (13)) after
which n increases in time. We consider the dynamical equations given
by theHamiltonian (10) in termsof the scaled timevariable τ = gtwhich
yields:

dn
dτ

= 2n
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1� n

p
sinϕ := f 1ðn,ϕÞ ð54Þ

dϕ
dτ

= γ +2κn + cosϕ
2� 3nffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1� n

p
� �

:= f 2ðn,ϕÞ ð55Þ

where γ = γ=g, κ = r=g and n =n=N. It is straightforward to see that the
rate of change of γ is given as:

dγ
dτ

=
β

g2 :=
βeff

logeN
ð56Þ

The reason for the inclusion of a logarithmic term in the above
expression is explained in ref. 13: for a given β, the f = 2π/βeff is the
point of discontinuity in the behavior of nex vs β (see Eq. (13) in ref. 13
and note that the parameter g in13 differs from the g in this article by a
factor of

ffiffiffiffi
N

p
).

Around the fixed point ðn*,ϕ*Þ= ð0,πÞ, for κ = −1, this yields:

ω* � n* ð57Þ

from which we get:

ω* � β1=3
eff θ

1=3 ð58Þ

This gives the following expressions:

Γc � �β2=3
eff

ð59Þ

) nexðβeff Þ � β2=3
eff

ð60Þ

which we confirmed numerically in Fig. 3a. In general, we found
that this power-law scaling holds for all values of κ, but an
analytical derivation of the corresponding exponent μ was not
possible.

For the near-critical case with κ = −1 + δκ, we get:

ω* � n* +
1
3
δκ

� �
ð61Þ

Expanding upto linear order in κ, we get:

Γ= Γc +ΔΓc ð62Þ

where

ΔΓc � δκ ð63Þ

(we numerically found a weak dependence of ΔΓc with respect to βeff).
Note that the sign of Γc is positive: when κ increases, the tunneling
probability increases (which can be inferred from Fig. 1c). For a con-
stant g, we hence have:

nexðδrÞ � nexð0Þ / �δr
g
: ð64Þ

Thus, the concentration of defective excitations increases linearly with
1/g, which is also evident from Figs. 1c and 3c.

Data availability
The simulation data generated in this study have been deposited here
in the University of Cambridge’s Apollo repository under the https://
doi.org/10.17863/CAM.113114.

Code availability
The code used to generate the data in this study is also available in the
same repository as the simulation data, under the same https://doi.
org/10.17863/CAM.113114.
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