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Chemical chain reactions are known to enable ex-
tremely sensitive detection schemes in chemical,
biological, and medical analysis, and have even
been used in the search for dark matter. Here we
show that coherent, ultracold chemical reactions
harbor great potential for quantum metrology:
In an atom-molecule Bose-Einstein condensate
(BEC), a weak external perturbation can modify
the reaction dynamics and lead to the coherent
creation of molecules in an atom-dominant regime
which can be selectively detected with modern
spectroscopic techniques. This promises to sub-
stantially improve the viability of previously pro-
posed BEC-based sensors for acceleration, gravi-
tational waves, and other physical quantities, in-
cluding the detection of dark matter, that so far
relied on the detection of the tiny density modu-
lations caused by the creation of single phonons.

Chemical chain reactions, such as the polymerase chain
reaction that has become popular in COVID-19 tests,
have developed to one of the most important, highly
sensitive analysis and detection schemes not only in
medicine, but more generally in biological and chemical
analysis [I]. Within physics, a “DNA detector” for dark
matter particles was proposed [2,[3]. However, the poten-
tial of wltracold coherent chemical reactions for quantum
metrology has not been studied so far.

The conventional picture of chemical reactions being
due to (classical) collisions gets modified drastically at
ultralow temperatures. Specifically, when bosonic atoms
and molecules lose their individual character and con-
dense in coherent matter waves [4H7], chemical reactions
can lead to coherent macroscopic, non-linear oscillatory
dynamics even for simple reactions such as A+ A — As
for which no classical chemical oscillations are possi-
ble. Such a collectively enhanced “superchemistry” was
demonstrated experimentally by coherent Rabi oscila-
tions between atomic and molecular fields driven by mag-
netic Feshbach resonances or Raman transitions [8]. The
collective chemical reactions of bosonic matter fields lead
to a novel type of quasiparticle, which we coin the re-
acton. It is analogous to phonons in single-component
BECs, but represents an elementary excitation of a quan-
tized time- and space-dependent chemical reaction field
with vector character that fully describes the reaction dy-
namics, rather than a single scalar density perturbation.
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Its composition in terms of atomic and molecular ampli-
tudes and the corresponding holes can be largely tuned
through system parameters.

In what follows, we show that in this regime count-
ing individual molecules facilitates the detection of small
perturbations applied to the ultracold gas. We demon-
strate that a lower bound of the classical Fisher informa-
tion from counting molecules approaches the quantum
Fisher information which sets the upper bound on the
sensitivity with which the perturbation parameter can
be estimated [OHII]. Corresponding sensors have been
proposed e.g. for measuring acceleration [12], the detec-
tion of gravitational waves (GW) [I3HI6], for gravimeters
and measuring the gravitational field gradient on a mil-
limetre scale [I7], and the detection of dark matter [I§].
However, the classical Fisher information for specific and
realizable measurements, and hence the sensitivity in
practical realizations for these proposals, is unknown so
far. Only the theoretically achievable maximum sensitiv-
ity based on the quantum Fisher information (QFI) was
established. Ultimately, these proposed sensors require
measuring density modulations from a small number of
phonons in a BEC, but single phonon detection in con-
densates has been achieved experimentally so far only in
the superfluid helium II [I9] and there is no report of
achieving single phonon detection in BECs yet. Since,
on the other hand, molecules in a BEC can be detected
on a single-particle level with spectroscopic techniques
[20, 2] (the coherent formation of single molecules was
demonstrated in [22]), our scheme presents an important
step forward towards the realization of quantum sensors
based on density perturbations in a condensate.

Molecular condensates were demonstrated experimen-
tally via magnetic Feshbach resonances and photoassoci-
ation [23H25], and coherent oscillations between atomic
and molecular condensates were observed [26H28]. Effec-
tive quantum field theories were proposed [0 29-32] for
photoassociation and direct reactions, leading to predic-
tions of non-linear effects known from non-linear optics
such as solitons [6], and classical wave chaos [33].

To set the stage of our analysis, we first develop the
full quantum field theory of ultracold chemical reactions.
Most calculations are delegated to the Supplemental
Material.

Quantized chemical reactions
In the Heisenberg picture, the reaction A + A — As of
two ultracold bosonic atoms A in a condensate to an


mailto:Corresponding author. E-mail uwerfi@gmail.com

ultracold bosonic molecule As is described in quantum
field theory by the Hamiltonian [29] 30 [32]
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where 1), (r,t) and t,, (r,t) are position- and time-
dependent annihilation operators of a bosonic atom
and molecule, respectively. Furthermore, m, and
My, (=2 2my) are atom and molecule mass, respectively;
Vo (r,t) and V,, (r,t) are the trap potentials for atoms
and molecules, and ¢,, gm, and g¢., are the contact-
interaction couplings between two atoms, between two
molecules, and between atoms and molecules, respec-
tively. Finally, the parameter ¢ denotes the energy dif-
ference between two atoms and a molecule, « is the cou-
pling coeflicient that determines the coherent conversion
rate of two atoms to a molecule, and h.c. means her-
mitian conjugate. Eq. is a real-space version of the
experimentally realizable momentum-space hamiltonian
of photo-association for vanishing photon-momentum
129, 30).

The operator for the total number of atoms (including
the ones bound in molecules),

N = /d% L8 oy () 20, (1) D (1)} (2)
commutes with the Hamiltonian in Eq. (1)), is not explic-

itly time-dependent, and hence conserved; we denote by
N the average value of V.

Mean-field description

We expand @Zj (r,t) = o;(r,t) + 51@ (r,t) where
Y (r,t) = <1ﬁj (7, t)> is the mean-field value of 1@- (r,t)
for j = a,m, for small corrections 51/%- (r,t) <

; (r,t) where most of atoms and molecules are con-
densed, respectively.  For a box trap [34], where
Va(r,t) = 0 and V,, (r,t) = 0, let V be the sys-
tem volume and n := N/V the total number density.
Ya (7,) = [ (t)] exp [i {pa (t) — ut/h}] and ¢, (r,t) =
[t ()] €xp [i {om (t) — 2ut/R}] satisfy the mean field
Eqgs. [35], and the mean-field Hamiltonian Hy reads

Ho () (Ngam) = 3 (1) + 3y () + &7 (1)

+Gama® (t)y* (1) + Ga® () y (t) cos @am (1), (3)

where we have normalized the couplings as follows, ., =
gm/ga7 gam = gam/ga; Q= a\/ﬁ/ (gan)7 €= 6/ (gan)a
Pam (t) = Pm (t) = 204 (t), () = [ta (t)| /v/n, and
y (t) = |tm ()| /v/n. Note that Eq. is minimized for
@ COS Yam (t) = — |a| since 22 (t) > 0.

We use below in a Bogoliubov expansion to go be-
yond mean field theory. In order to not mask the effects
of the time-dependent perturbation (whose amplitude we
want to probe), by a time-dependent mean-field back-
ground, we impose vanishing mean-field Josephson oscil-
lations between atoms and molecules [36] (cf. Eq. in
the Supplement). This can be achieved as follows: From
Eq. , ©am (t) can be set to be a constant, and hence,
when acos @qn, (t) = — ||, from Eq. (S5)), z (t) and y (t)
are also constant in time. Rendering ¢y, () constant in
time with « cos a4, = — || is possible by tuning € to

. . . a 22
€=22" + Gam (20° — 2°) — Gmy® — % (4y - y) . (4)

Then ¢, (t) and ¢,, (t) become constant in time, and by
minimizing Hy — uN, x and y follow from Eq. and
= +/1 — 29?2 from Eq. (see supplemental materialﬁl
for derivations). For simplicity, we will set ¢, = 0 and
Gm = 0 in what follows.

Fig[I]shows the physical parameter regimes of §uy, and
|a|, defined by x,y > 0, hence 0 < y < 1/v/2. We
focus on the atom-dominated case, so for §um > 1, we
choose y3, the third solution of Eq. . For Gam < 0,
Fig. |1| shows that only the first solution y; of Eq.
is physical and hence we choose that one.

Quasiparticle excitations: Reactons
A Bogoliubov expansion [37] of the grand canonical

FIG. 1. Physical values of y (y € R and 0 < y < 1/v/2) as a
function of gam and |&|. y; is the j-th solution of Eq. (S12).
For gum < 0, 41 is the physical value of y, whereas for gom > 1,
y2 or y3 are physical values of y. In the gray zones, no physical
solution of y exists (upper zone: y > 1/\/5 and z is imaginary;
lower zone: no real solutions z and y exist). The orange plane
is a projection of the physical values of y;.



Hamiltonian corresponding to in Fourier space gives
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where @, (k) = hwy (k) /(gan), @y (k) is the complex
conjugate of @, (k), and we label p = 1,2 such that
Re{w2(0)} > Re{w;(0)}. Note that Eq. gives
by (k,t) = exp[—iRe{w, (k)}t]b, (k,0), which shows
that our Bogoliubov Hamiltonian in Eq. is constant
in time ¢.

The b, (k,t) are bosonic annihilation operators of the
pth Bogoliubov mode (p = 1,2), i.e. linear combinations
of the Fourier transforms of §¢, (r,t) and ¢y, (r,t) and
their hermitian conjugates via Eq. (S20). These linear
combinations are “reaction fields” whose time-evolution
due to the coherent, collective chemical reactions deter-
mines the dynamics of the spatiotemporal dependence of
the atomic and molecular concentrations. The Ep (k,t)
describe quantized excitations of the reaction fields, and
Mi1(k), Moo (k) are defined in Egs. and ( -

The dimensionless eigenvalues wp( ) of the pth Bo-
goliubov mode define the two dispersion branches of re-
actons. They come in pairs of opposite signs, where, how-
ever, only the positive-frequency branches are physically
meaningful [37]. We additionally define the dimension-
less gap Aw (0) := @3 (0) — &1 (0) for convenience.

Using the approach of [36] facilitates analytic expres-
sions for @, (k) in Egs. (547). We find that @, (k)
depends on |&|, and expand @, (k) up to O (kz) in
Egs. (S59). Two important features reveal themselves
(A1, By, Ba, and Bj are defined in Egs. to ):
(1) @1 (0) becomes imaginary if A; < 0. (2) When
Al Z 0, (:)1 (k) = kga B2 - Bg/ (4A1) ThUS, if
By — B3/ (441) < 0, @ (k) becomes purely imaginary.
Fig[2| (a) shows the gap Aw (0), where grey regions repre-
sent that the gap has nonzero imaginary value and black
regions that @i (k) becomes imaginary. In both regions,
the system is unstable and we will thus exclude them.

Sources of damping for collective excitations in single-
component BECs are Landau damping, which is domi-
nant at higher temperatures and is o« kT for kgT >
mcs, and Beliaev damping at low temperatures (kT <
me: ) and if hk < mes [38]. For hwi (k) linear in k
(correspondlng to Nambu-Goldstone modes), in a large
range, Landau and Beliaev dissipation and quasiparti-
cle damping are negligible [39]. We will focus on an
atom-rich regime, and hence expect that these damping
mechanisms can also be neglected in our system.

For w, (k) € R, since idb, (k,t) /Ot = w, (k) b, (k,1),

ga ZZ

p=1,2 k#0

from Eq. (), if wi(k) = ok + O(k?), we
have k2by (k,t) + (1/c2) 0%y (k,t) /Ot o (K*),
which is a wave equation for by (k,t) in the

small k limit, with the reacton propagation speed
¢r.  We have ¢, = (€ug9an/h) /B2 — B3/ (441) =
/B2 — B3/ (4A1)\/gan/ (2m,), which leads to ¢,/c; =
V/{Ba — Bs/ (44;)} /2 shown in Fig. (b)

Since our Hamiltonian in Eq. is constant in time,
from the Bogoliubov expansion in Eq -, using the
notation of Eq. (| - the annihilation operator for reac-
ton branch p can be decomposed as

by (K, t) = usy (k) 60, (K, t) — vl (k) 00
6

k,t)
+uly (k) 60, (K, t)—v (k) (—

k,t). (6)

We define a cutoff k. and choose parameters g,,, and &
such that w; (k) <« wy(0) for k < k. implying that ex-
citations of the second reacton branch can be neglected,
and such that for k > k., v11 (k) and vi2 (k) — 0. Then
in summations involving v11 (k) or vi2 (k) over all k, the
effect of the massive reacton branch is negligible. From
now on, we set for concreteness g, = 100 and a = 1
where @ (k.) = 0.102 (0) = 19.6 with k.&, = 4.32.
Then the mean-field state is an “atom-rich” state as y2 =
6.5 x 1075, For these and ¢, = 0 and a cos @um = — |,

L (=
128

the eigenvectors [ upy (k) upz (k) vp1 (k) vp2 (k) }T are
all real.

Fig. |3 shows that for & < k., 131 is more “atomic”
in the sense that the coefficient of §¥, is bigger than
that of 6¥,,, i.e. also in the reacton excitations atoms
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FIG. 2. (a) : Excitation gap A@ (0) as a function of gam

and |&|. The frequency @& (k) becomes imaginary in the black
regions, whereas y does not have physical values in the grey
regions. The gap increases with om and |&|. (b): ¢r/cs as a
function of Jam and |&|. (c) : Dispersion relations @, (k) as a
function of k€, of the two reacton species: Massless reacton
(red continuous line) &1, massive reacton (blue line) @2, with
expansion of &y (k) up to O (k) (black dotted line), and expan-
sion of @ (k) up to O (k?) (green dot-dashed line); gam = 100
and & = 1, which renders y = 0.0026. Here, £, = h/v/2magan
is the atomic healing length. (d) Parameters used in our nu-
merical calculations. Our system is a 1D BEC with length
L.
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FIG. 3. Bogoliubov mode amplitudes in Eq. @, u11 (Orange
line), —v11 (Black line), u12 (Red dashed), and —wv12 (Blue
dashed) as a function of k&, at gem = 100 and & = 1. Inset:
u12 (Red dashed) and —wi2 (Blue dashed) with 0 < k&, <
0.001. As k — 0, u1p/ (—v1p) — 1, which implies that atomic
(or molecular) creation- and annihilation operators contribute
equally to by near k = 0.

dominate over molecules. Also, uq4 (k) ~ —v14 (k) for

q = 1,2, which means that by has approximate particle-
hole symmetry near k = 0 as for a single-component
BEC.

In the Supplement [[T]] we show that creation and
annihilation of pairs of reactons, bl (k,t)b! (—k,t) and
by (k,t) by (—k,t) over any nonzero k converts atoms to
molecules and vice versa. This can be formalized in a
reaction rate operator Ry (t) defined in Eq. , which
shows that aZ=13 (k) determines the reaction rate, up to
the expectation values of bl (k,t) b} (—k, t)—h.c. that de-
pend on the specific quantum state of the reactons. =13
is defined in (S90). Fig.[d]shows that =3 (k) is symmet-
ric in & and its absolute value increases as k increases.
It also increases as one approaches the boundary of the
grey regions where y does not have physical values.

Metrology with quantized chemical reactions

We now demonstrate the metrological usefulness of
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FIG. 4. aZ13 (k) which determines reaction rates (see
Egs. , , ) as a function of gum and &. Left
figure is for k = 27/L, and right figure is for k = 207w /L with
parameters in the table (d) of y does not have physical
values in the grey regions.

ultracold chemical reactions for which small molecule
concentrations can be detected [2I]. To that end, we
compare a lower bound of the classical Fisher informa-
tion (CFI) based on molecule counting with the quan-
tum Fisher information (QFI) for various small, time-
dependent perturbations V (t) turned on at time ¢t = 0.
As until ¢ = 0 our Hamiltonian is time-independent (see
Eq. (5))), we use the interaction picture with state [¥y (t))
and initial state |U;(0)) = |vac) to calculate the re-
sponse to V (t). Here, |vac) is the Bogoliubov vacuum,
by 1 (k,t <0)|vac) = 0, and by ; (k, t) are the Bogoliubov
operators in the interaction picture. Hence, before time-
dependent perturbations are applied, the system has low-
est energy up to O (5@'3’) (see Eq. (B)).

We calculate the QFI and a lower bound to the CFI
derived in [40]; for details see the Supplement The
inverse of the QFI defines the smallest uncertainty with
which a parameter can be estimated, optimized over all
possible (“positive operator-valued measure”, POVM)
measurements and data analysis schemes with unbiased
estimators. This so-called quantum Cramér-Rao bound
M1, [42] can be saturated in the limit of a large num-
ber of measurements and hence constitutes an important
fundamental benchmark for the sensitivity with which a
parameter can be estimated that is in principle achiev-
able once all technical noise has been eliminated and only
noise inherent in the quantum state remains. While our
scheme is general, we illustrate it at the hand of one ex-
ample: the amplitude of a metric perturbation that arises
e.g. from a gravitational wave on top of a flat Minkowski
space-time background.

A metric perturbation hee(€,7n,¢,t) on top of a flat
Minkowski spacetime, created by a gravitational wave
propagating in (-direction, leads to a Newtonian tidal
force in £ direction on non-relativistic particles of mass m
given by (see eq.(8.2) in [43]) Fr = (m/2)Ehee, where h is
in transverse traceless gauge, r = (£,7, () and time ¢ are
coordinates in the proper detector frame of a free-falling
observer, and a dot signifies time-derivative. In the sim-
plest mono-chromatic case, heg = hee sin(ke¢ — wawt).
The force derives from a potential U = —(m/4)&2hee,
which translates to an interaction hamiltonian between
the GW and the BEC located at ¢ = 0 given in second
quantization by Vg (t) with

2 2
_L waw

Tgizgg sin(wawt) Y mi Yy U] (k)svu(k), (7)

l=a,m k#0

where we assumed a 1D BEC aligned in £ direction, and
approximated (1/L) 552 de etlhe—ke)Ee2 ~ L25k§7ké/12,
where L is the length of the quasi-1D BEC. The lat-
ter approximation means that the GW couples purely to
mass density and scattering of reactons due to the spatial
structure of the GW is neglected on the length-scale of
the BEC. The parts linear in 8t;(r, ) vanish as we set
our background mean-field to be homogenenous in space
(i.e. it has only a k = 0 component).



The perturbation in Eq. applied to the system
with box trap potentials satisfies V;,, (t) = 2V, (¢) and
hence, from Egs. and , the background mean
field remains homogeneous in space. One can write Vg (t)
as a “density perturbation” of the general form Vg (t) =

Ve () [dr {801 (r) 8 () + 260}, (r) 80 (1) }
with Vep = —L2wiwheema/48 and f(t) = sin(wawt).
Throughout, we assume that the perturbations are small
such that V., < fuy (k) for k # 0.

A large class of sensing applications, including the one
mentioned above, is covered by the following generic per-
turbation, bilinear in the lower reacton branch basis,
which acts on the system from ¢ = 0:

Vs (t) = Vea f (£) Y V1 (k) B] (k) by (K)
k0
Ve ()Y {w (k) B} (k) b} (=K) + h.c.}, (8)
k0
where Vez, f (t), and Vi (k) are real. Ve, > 0 has units of
energy and we define the dimensionless Ve, = Vei./ (gan)-

Also, for periodic perturbations with angular frequency
Wa, We set Wy = fuw,/ (gan). We assume |f (¢)| < 1 V¢
and focus on a 1D system with parameters given in table
(d) in Fig. [2| using values of a 8"Rb BEC experiment [44]
and define k,, := 27n,/L where the summation over k
becomes a summation over integers n;. We define the
cutoff n. such that @ (k,,) = 0.102 (0) in order not to
excite any massive reactons, as this would complicate the
dynamics substantially. Since k.£, = 4.32, the closest in-
teger n. is 110 where k,,, = 4.28, which satisfies v11 (kn,)
and vy (kn,) — 0, cf. left panel of Fig.

We give the result for the QFI and the CFI based
on molecule counting for a general perturbation in
Eqgs. and . In Fig. We show the ratio of the
lower bound I () of the CFI and the QFI I (t) for 6 dif-
ferent temporal perturbation profiles for density pertur-

bations when estimating ‘f/m‘ In the Supplement [V B

we show that our QFI calculation for ¢ > 1 and the per-
turbation is consistent with [I4] when there are no
BEC molecules in the system. While the functional form
of the ratio I (f)/Iq(t) depends on the form of the sig-
nal, the most important message is that CFI and QFI
are on the same order of magnitude. Counting molecules
therefore constitutes a close-to-optimal measurement for
homogeneous density perturbations. This is a central re-
sult of this paper that goes beyond previous proposals of
sensors based on density perturbations in BECs [12HIg]
for which so far no practical measurement schemes with
corresponding sensitivities were known.

Conclusion and outlook

In summary, we explored quantized chemical reactions
in ultracold gases of atoms and molecules for their use
in quantum metrology. Both the atom/molecule ratio
in the mean-field ground state and the composition of
the “reacton” quasiparticles, the quantized excitation of

1000

FIG. 5. The lower bound of the CFI (Ic (f)) over QFI
(Iq (t)) for density perturbations as a function of ¢ with per-
turbation profiles f (t) = sin (wat) for £ > 0 (Red line), f (t) =
cos (wqt) for £ > 0 (Blue line), f(t) = {1 — cos (wqt)} /2 for
£ > 0 (Yellow line), f (t) = {1 + cos (wat)} /2 for £ > 0 (Pur-
ple line), f (t) = 6 (t) for £ > 0 (Black line), and f (t) = & (¢)
(Orange line).

the fields that describe the chemical reactions in space
and time, can be widely tuned with the parameters of
the system. We identified an atom-rich regime, where
the mean-field dynamics is shut off, and the creation of
molecules dominated by the response to an external per-
turbation. We showed that a measurement of the number
of molecules in this regime is very close to reaching max-
imum possible sensitivity for perturbations that couple
to the total density of atoms (including the molecules).
Since single-molecule counting can be achieved with es-
tablished spectroscopic techniques, our scheme offers an
attractive alternative to proposed quantum metrological
schemes that require the detection of single phonons in
BECs [13]45], which is an extremely challenging task ex-
perimentally [46], [47]. With spatially resolved molecule
detection one might even be able to identify the modes in
which the molecules are created and hence acquire addi-
tional information about an external perturbation of the
system.

Numerous other avenues of quantum metrology based
on ultracold chemistry can be explored, such as the ex-
ploration of unstable regions, or more complex reactions.
Atomic analogues of superconducting transition-edge de-
tectors [48] might be envisaged, and chemical chain re-
actions in the regime of ultracold quantum gases ex-
plored (see also [49] for the benefits of chaotic dynamics
for metrology). Quantized reaction rates could also be
studied on a self-consistent level [50], creating an avenue
to many-body quantum chemical oscillations and their
metrology beyond Bogoliubov theory.
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Supplemental Material

I. MEAN FIELD SOLUTIONS

From the Hamiltonian in Eq. , the Heisenberg equations of motion are
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Note that, according to Egs. , changing V; (r,t) from 0 to Vj} (t) (j = a,m) does not affect 1[}]'70 (r,t) if Vi, (t) =
2V, (¢).

By following [51] in the Heisenberg picture we split 1), (r t) as i (r,t) = ; (r,t) &, (t) + 0t (r,t) where
Jd3r s (r 1) 89 (r,t) = 0. Then &, (t) = [d®r V5 (r,t) b; (ryt) ) [ dPr 7,/1 ( £))* and from this result, one can
get [@5.0 (1), 8], (0] =1/ [ d¥r | (v t>| (@50 (1), 00 (r,1)] = [% (1), 60} ()] =0, |05 (r,1) 601 (',8)] =
S (r—r') = (r,t) 5 (r',t) )/ [ dPr | (v t)| , and <<i>;rc (1) éj,c (t)> =N;.(t)) [ |p;(r t)\ where N, () is
the number of BEC atoms at time ¢ and N, . () is the number of BEC molecules at time t. From now on, we will set
[ & |, (r,t)|* = Nj . (t) so that 1; (r, t) is the mean-field value of the 1; (r,t). Then we have <<f>];c (t) @, (t)> =1

2
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and for N . (t) > 1, [Ci)j,c (t), i)jc (t)} =1/N;. (t) = 0. We will additionally substitute ®; . (t) — 1 for calculational

convenience, which gives the usual non-number conserving approach QZJj (r,t) =9; (r,t)+ 51/33- (r,t).
Let N be the total number of BEC atoms (including the ones bound in molecules), V' the volume of the system, and
n = N/V the mean total number density of BEC atoms. For = (r,t) := |, (v, t)| /v/n and y (v, t) = |¢m (7, 1)| /v/1,

we set
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which give
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We normalize to atomic condensate units as follows: t = gont/h, Gam = Gam/Ja» Gm = Gm/Ja, & = a/2n/ (gan),
=/ (gan), € =€/ (gan), &a = h//2magan is the atomic healing length, and g, (7,t) == @ (r,t) — 204 (7, 1).

When the system is in box traps (V, (r,t) = V,, (r,t) = 0) or Vy,, (r,t) = 2V, (r,t) = Fi; (t) where Fi, (t) is
some real function which is homogeneous in space, Egs. and can have solutions where z (r,t), y (r,t), and
©“am (r,t) do not depend on space.

This leads to the following conclusion: Suppose we add a spatially homogeneous density perturbation at ¢t > 0 to
the system with atoms and molecules trapped in box potentials. Let ;¢ (¢) be the homogeneous mean—ﬁeld of this
system for ¢ < 0 and v, 1 (r,t) be the mean-field of the system for ¢ > 0 (j = a,m). Then, from Egs. and .,
i1 (r,t) = o t)e” Jo d1V5(t)/h - From now on, we will consider these homogeneous solutions Whose mean-field
Hamiltonian Hy (t) is
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Thus, by assuming g, > 0, Hy (t) is minimized when «cos@gm (t) = —|al. Since acos@em () = — |a| makes
sin @am = 0, which forces x () and y (¢) to be constant according to Egs. , from now on, we will write z (t) as
and y (t) as y.

From Eq. (S6)), o cos ¢am (t) = — || can be achieved when

~ 2
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Using Egs. and , one can get
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where 22 4 2y? = 1 from number conservation in Eq. .
Now, let ¢, (t) and ¢,, (t) to be also constant in time ¢. From Eq. (S4)), these conditions can be achieved when

fi= 2%+ Gamy® — |&|y. (S10)
With Egs. , , and (S10)),
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For the case of the box traps or V,, (t) = 2V, (t), the energy in Eq. (S11)) is minimized when
S e N\ B a2 oo = _laf
(8 +29m — 8Jam) y” + 3161y = 2(2 = Jam)y — 5 =0, (512)
with y > 0 and x = y/1 — 2y? from number conservation.
II. BOGOLIUBOV EXPANSION
In the Heisenberg picture, by writing 1[1]- (r,t) = (r,t) + (51[1]- (r,t) with
o et . 1 . o
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from the commutation relations {wj (r1,t), %T (72, t)] =0;0(ry —r2) and [1@ (r1,t) . (72, t)} =0 for j = a,m and
l = a,m, one can get

(60 (1, 6), 00] (k2. 6)] = 03000, s |99 (k1) 00 (Ra, )] = 0. (S14)

For box trap case (Vo (r,t) = 0 and V,,(r,t) = 0) or V,,(t) = 2V, (t), with solutions ¢, (r,t) =
wy/nei [ A Va(r ) /hgilea—nt/By and o, (r,t) = yy/ne S MV (r/heifem—2ut/h} where 2, vy, @4, and @, are con-
stant in time ¢ by satisfying Eq. (S10) and acos pam (t) = — |a| by satisfying Eq. , up to second order in 6\ilj
where j = a,m, H (t) — uN can be written as

A (8) = ¥ = Ho = N = 2225 {2y (k) + Moo ()} + O (587

k0
My (k) Mo Mis My 5@1(1 (k,t)
Jalt it il bo(— o My May (k) My Msy oW (K, t)
+5 I;)[Na (k,t) 6Ul, (k,t) 60, (=k,t) 60, (<k,1) ] My, Mp, My (k) M 51 (k. )
My, Mz, M My (k)1 | 50 (—k,t)
A {5\113 (k1) 00, (k1) + 2001 (k,t) 00, (K, t)} , (S15)

k20



where 1 is in Eq. (S10)), Hy — pN in Eq. (S11)),
h2k?

My (k) = + 207 + amy® — i = K2 +1—2y° +|a] v, (S16)
2meagan
h2k? - I 2 o T S ~ 1
Moo (k) = ———— + €+ 2GmY° + Gama” — 20 = =k°E + gmy” — |&] y — — (S17)
2Mm Gal 2 2y

My = {& —sign (&) Gamy} V1 — 292, Mz :=1—2y*> —|a|y, M4 = —sign (@) Jamy\/1 — 242, Moy = Gmy*. (S18)

Here, for convenience, we set ¢, = 0 and define sign (o) = 1 if @ > 0 and sign (o) = —1 if a < 0.
We define the 4 x 4 matrix M (k) as

My (k) Mo M3 My
My, My (k) My Moy _ {MBJ (k) Mpe ]
My My M (k) M Mg, Mg, (k)|
Myy M3y Mz M (k)

M (k) = (S19)

with 2 X 2 matrices M (¢C=1,2).
According to Eq. , a System with V,, (t) = 2V, (t) # 0 can be interpreted as a system in a box trap with an
additional perturbatlon Vi (t (t) [ d®r {wT 7o) tha (7, 1) + 208 (7, 1) (7, t)} In the following we first focus

on the case Vy = 0, and consider perturbatlons later in section [[V| Then, from Bogoliubov expansion [37, (2], we
may write

( ) bl(kvt)
@ (k,t) _[U<k> V*(k)} b (k. t)
Ag< )| L VKk) U k)| b (k) |
50T, (k1) b (—k,t)

(S20)
where U (k) and V (k) are 2 x 2 matrices and b, (k,t) are bosonic annihilation operators (p = 1,2).
IF by (k1 £) B (ka, )| = 8,0, ks and. [by (R 2) by (Ra )] = 0 for pg = 1,2,
Sk teo {U (k1) UY (k1) = V* (k1) VT (k1) } = Sy ko ls  Okor—eo {U (k1) VT (k1) = V* (k1) UT (k1) } = 0. (S21)
Thus, we will set
UR)U (k) =V*(R)VT (k) =1, UKV (k) -V kU (k):=0. (S22)
Then one can get
U (kU (k) -V () V (k)=1, U' (k) V* (k)= VT (k)U* (k) = 0. (S23)
By following the approach in [37], suppose that Mg ,, U (k), and V (k) satisfy

N N R T

10 U (k)| . : :
Let o, = [0 1 } Then, from Eq. (S24), V (k) = { v Ekg } is the 4 x 2 eigenmatrix of o, M (k) and Eq. (S23)

can be written as

VI (k) H _OI} V) =1. ($25)
Note that if Eq. is satisfied
[ b [F0] [ e

(S26)



o[ VT(k) U (k) ]T is also eigenmatrix of o, M (k).
However,

T 8 5[] -t muem - vimvey = )

and thus it does not satisfy Eq. ( - Therefore half of the eigenvalues are unphysical values (in the sense that their
eigenmatrices V (k) do not satisfy Eq. and hence bosomc commutation relations are not satisfied).
After discarding those unphysical elgenvalueb Eq. can be written as

H (t) — uN = Ho — uN + % D [ fwr (k) +ws (k)Y = gan {Mas (k) + Mo (k)}]

k0
+hY [Re {wy (k)Y BT (K, ) by (e t) + Re {ws (k) } b, (e, t) by (k,t)] +0 (5@;) . (S28)
k0
From [37], by writing
Uk)=[u(k) ua(k)], V(k)=/[v1(k) va(k)], (S29)

where uy, (k) = [ up1 (k) upz (k) ]T and vy, (k) = [ vp1 (k) vp2 (k) ]T are 2 X 1 matrices (p = 1,2), Eq. (S24)) can be

written as

(S30)

where @y, (k) = hw, (k) / (gan). Note that, if Mp 1 (k), Mp 2, and @, (k) are all real, then w, (k) and v, (k) should be
also real from Eq. (S30]). In terms of the above eigenvectors, the 4 x 4 eigenproblem reads

My (k) Mo M3 My upy (k) upr (k)
My, My (k) My M4 upz (k) | _ - upz (k)
My =My —Mu () =My | e () | O ) (531
-My,  —Ms, =My =My (k) 1 Lo (k) vp2 (k)
where M, is defined from Egs. (S16) to (S18) (¢,n =1,2).
Now, to get @, (k) and its eigenvector [ upy (k) up2 (k) vp1 (k) vpa (k) ]T, we will follow [36] and introduce
oW, (K, t) cosd (k) —sing(k) 0 0 0 p 1 (k,1)
0V, (k,t) | | sing(k) cos¢ (k) 0 0 0URo (k,t) ($32)
oWl (—k,t) | 0 0 cosg (k) —sing (k) | | 69%, (~k,t) |’
5Ot (—k,t) 0 0 sing (k) cos¢ (k) 5\1,% 5 (k1)
cos¢ (k) — sm¢

and define © (k) == { } Note that © (k) is real 2 x 2 matrix and ©71 (k) = ©T (k). Tt is trivial

sing (k) cosd(k

to check that 00 g ;1 (k,t) and ok (K, t) are independent bosonic operators.
From the second line in Eq. (| - M (k) is transformed to

ek o 1" Ok) 0 ﬁn E?ﬁ% ﬁu §Z§ ﬁlg 83 ﬁm E?ﬁ%
[ 0 @(k)} M W[ 0 @(k)} = | Avs (k) A (k) Aus (k) Ava (R) | (533)
Aqq (k) Agq (k) A1z (k) Age (k)

where

Ays (k) == Myzcos® ¢ (k) + Maysin® ¢ (k) + Mg sin {2¢ (k)},

1_22_~ ~m2 1_22_~ _~m2
= LB O Gy L2 NI o (k) — sigm (00 Gumy/T— 207 sin (26 (R}, (534)




A14 (k) = M14 COS {2¢ (]f)} — % (Mlg — M24) sin {2¢ (k)} 5

= —sigm (0) G/ T~ 297 05 {26 (K)} — 5 (1 29 ~ [l y — Gny?) sin 20 (R)} (35)

Agy (k) == Moy cos® ¢ (k) + Myzsin® ¢ (k) — Myysin {2¢ (k)},

1- 2% — |aly + Gmy® 1= 202 — |Gy — Gt
A2 g L2 NS I o (2 () + sgn (@) Gurny/T— 207 sin {20 (), (556)

Ay (k) == My (k) cos® ¢ (k) + Mag (k) sin® ¢ (k) + Re (M) sin {2¢ (k)}
= Qe (k) cos® ¢ (k) + Oq (k) sin? ¢ (k) + av/1 — 2y2sin {26 (k)} + A1 (), (S37)

Ags (k) == Mag (k) cos® ¢ (k) + My (k) sin® ¢ (k) — Re (My2) sin {26 (k)},
= Qg4 (k) cos? ¢ (k) + @ (k) sin? ¢ (k) — av/1 — 2y2 sin {2¢ (k)} + Agy (k), (S38)

Ay (k) = Myzcos® ¢ (k) — Miysin® ¢ (k) — % {My; (k) — My (K)}sin {26 (k)},

=ay/1—2y?cos{2¢ (k)} — % {@c (k) — g (k)} sin{2¢ (k) } + A14 (k), (S39)

@e (k) = k26, +2|aly, and @q (k) = (K2€3/2) +1a] (1 - 24%) / (2y).
Now, let @q1 (k) = @ (k) cos® ¢ (k) + @q (k) sin® ¢ (k) + a/1 — 2y2 sin {2¢ (k)}, and Qa0 (k) = @ (k) sin® ¢ (k) +
g (k) cos? ¢ (k) — an/1 — 2y2sin {264 (k)}. By setting tan {2¢ (k)} = 2a+/1 — 2y2/ {@. (k) — @q (k)} so that Ao (k) =

Aq4 (k), the Bogoliubov 4 x 4 eigenproblem becomes

@a1 (k) + A1z (k) Arg (k) Ay (k) Ay (k) up,p1 (k) upp1 (k)
Ay (k) Wa2 (k) + Agq (k) Ay (k) Asy (k) urp2 (k) | _ - (k) | 1R (k)
—Aiz (k) — Ay (k) —{@a1 (k) + Asz (k)} —Aiy (k) vRp1 (k) P VR p1 (k)
—Ay4 () —Aay (k) —Ay4 (k) —{@a2 (k) + Aa2q (K)} VR,p2 (k) VRp2 (k)
where

k) 4+ &g (k +\/{wc ) — Qg (B)} +4a2 (1 — 2?)

Bai (k) = (S41)
Sua (k) = k) +@q (k \/{wc ) —@q (k)Y +4a2 (1 — 2y2)7 (42)
A13 (k‘) 1_2y _|2a‘y+gmy + (1_2y2_‘d|y gmy ){‘Dc( )_wd(k)}_4‘d|§amy (1_2?/2)7 (843)
2\/{% — &g (k)}? + 462 (1 — 292)
A14 (k _ —51gn \/Tgamy {wc ) - ‘:}d (k)} + |d| (1 B 292 _ |d| Yy— gmy2) (844)
Ve (k) = @a (k) + 462 (1 — 242)
Aoy (k) = L2207 — a1y + Gmy” (1 =2y — &y — gmy?) {@c (k) — @a (k)} — 4]] Gamy (1—2y2)7 (845)

2 2y/{@e (k) — @a (k) + 462 (1 — 2?)

U (k) = 0O (k)Ug (k), and V (k) = © (k) Vg (k) with

. (840)



ur,11 (k) ugro1 (k _ | vr11 (k) vgo1 (k
R M I i IR CTCES B Ek% - (s16)

Since ©7! (k) = OT (k) = ©1 (k), Ur (k) and Vg (k) satisfy Bogoliubov conditions in Egs. and (S23). Then
one can get

@p (k) = : (547)

J G () + &3 (k) + (2p — 3) (a2 ( — % (k)Y + 1642, (k) Gan (k) Baz (R)

which is same as [36] where @2 (k) = @q1 (k) {@a1 (k) + 2413 (k)} and waQ (k) == Qa2 (k) {@a2 (k) + 2424 (k)}. Note
that @, (k) is independent of the sign of &, since @2 (k), @/ (k), and A%, (k) depend on |@&|.

From Eq. (547)), as long as 0 < y < 1/v/2 (physical values of y), @2 (k) is always real and @ (k) is real if
{@ar (k) + 2415 (k) } {@az (k) + 2424 (k)} > 443, (k).

Expanding in terms of k2, one can get

@l (1+2y%) | 6y°+1

(I}al (k) = 2y 2(1+2y2)k2§3+0(1€4)7 aja? (k) = 1+2y2k2§2+0(k4)a (848)
Ay () = ¥ {04 = YGam + ) (1 = 20%) — 4131y} 49" (1=25°) {Fam =2 =2 (3Fam — Gm = 2" +218ly} 5
1+ 242 & (1+242)° ’
+0 (k) (549)
_1+4(§am_1)y2_4(2gam_1_§m)y4_|d|y(1_2y2)
Az (k) = 1+ 2y2
4y3 172y2 gam*272(3§am7§m72)y2+2|5‘|y
! ( : |G| (1 +2y2)° }k2§2+0(k2)’ 50
and
V11— 242
Avs (k) = sign (a y1+2yy {Gam =2 =2 (Bam — m — 2)4* + 2|3| y}
. 53 ) ) ) )
+2Slg‘1;| y(lvﬂ Y~ {Jaly (1 - 69%) = 1 = (8Gam — Gm — 8) Y> +2 (8Fam — 3G — 6) y* } K262 + O (K*) .
Thus,
o (1 —2y) {Ja] (1 + 62) — 4 (4Gam — Gm — 4) v*}
1 (k) = |a e
293 (1 — 2y2) {12 — 8Gum + Gm — 2 (Gm — 4) y2} + |@| (8 + 4y* + 102 + 1
2 H 2y((1+2y2;2 ol )’f2§§+0(’€4)’ (S52)
144 Gam — Dy — 4 2Gam — Gm — Dyt — |a]y (1 — 2y
o () =t e SV =8 00 SOV BB o o 1), (559)
Yy
and
y(1- 2y)

16"4%4 (k) (Dal (k) (‘Da2 (k) =3 |O~‘| {gam 2-2 (3§am - gm - 2) Z—,I2 + 2 |0~[| y}2 k2§2 + 0 (k4) . (854)

(1 + 2y?
For notational convenience, by introducing

la| (1+6y2) — 4 (4Gam — Gm — 4) y°

A1 = |O~é| (]. - 2y2) 4y2 )

(S55)



2y% (1= 2y2) {12 = 8Gam + Gm — 2 (Gm —4) v} + |a] (8y° + 4y* +10y% + 1)

B, = , S56
! 2y (1 + 2y2)2 (556)
144 (Gam — D y? — 4 28am — Gm — D y* — @]y (1 — 292
By ol 40 )y* —4(29 gm )yt —laly ( y)7 (857)
(1+2y?)
and
qy(-22) o 2 o ia2
By =8lal 1 G 9 2 (3Gum — G — 2) 2+ 2]a| Y}, S58
5= 8] \(HZyQ)z {3 (3Gam — gm — 2)y” +2]a[ y} (S58)
we get
~ _ A1_|A1| 2¢92 A1_|A1| A1+‘A1| _ B3 4
wl(k})\/2+kfa TB1+ 2A1 B2 4|A1| +O(/€ ),
B _ A1+|A1| 9¢9 A1+|A1| Al_‘A1| B3 4
wQ(k)_\/QJrkga A Bt g Bt g ) HO G (S59)
If Ay >0,
5 Bs 2 5 2¢2 Bs 4
(k) =k€ar| | Bae— —— | + O (k?), @a(k)=4]/A1+Ek22 B+ —— ) +0(k%). (S60)
4]A,] 414
From Eq. (S40)), one can get
Bz (k) + @, (k) O3 () — G2 (K) Gar (F) — 0 (k
k)= — k), k) =2 u k
uR,PQ( ) (Z]al (k)+®p (k?) 2(:)@2 (k‘)A14 (k)uRpl( ) URPI( ) @l (k‘)+ p(k_)uRpl( )
a}aQ (k) - (:Jp (k) (‘Dzlzzl (k) - ~127 (k)
k)=— k). S61
v ) = )+ @y () 25 () A () ) (500
From Egs. (S and
w1 (B)° + g1 (k) = [vgan (B))* = [orar (B)]° =1, (S62)
upa2 (B)° + gz (k)" = [vgaz (B))* — [vra2 (k)] =1, (S63)
urpr (B)” + g o (B)° = [orp1 (B)] = [vrpe (F)* =1, (S64)
up 11 (k) uraz2 (k) + up o1 (k) ur22 (k) — vt (k) vk 10 (k) — vR21 (k) v 2 (k) =0, (S65)
ug,11 (k) Uk 21 (k) + ur,2 (k) uf 20 (k) — vr11 (k) VR 21 (k) — vR 12 (k) v 2 (k) = 0, (S66)
ur12 (k) i 11 (k) + ur22 (k) vg o1 (k) — ura1 (k) vk 12 (k) — ur21 (k) v 20 (k) = 0, (S67)
and
ur21 (k) vra1 (k) +ur22 (k) vr12 (k) —ur11 (k) vr21 (k) — ur,12 (k) vRr22 (k) = 0. (S68)
For simplicity, we concentrate on a stable system where every term in Eq. (S40)) is real. From Eq. (S64)),
~a k A \V Wa
UR p1 (k) _ {UJ 1( )+ w;D }| 14 | w 2 7 (869)

0 0 [4501 (06) 3 (06) 43, 1) + 022 () - w;% ()]



{@a2 (k) + @y (k) } {W @p (k)}

urp2 (k) = —sign {A4 (k)} - (S70)
2,02 (1) (1) 101 (0202 () ALy () + {3 ) — 3 (1))
VRp1 (k) = @1 (k) = & (R} |Ara (B)] /a2 = (S71)
\/wp (k) [4@a1 (K) @az () A3, (k) + {&3 (k) - wg (1)}’]
and
VR p2 (k) = —sign {A14 (k)} oz () — &p (B} {501 () = & (0)} (S72)

2,2 (1) 3y (1) 01 (022 () AL () + {3 8) — 8 (1))

From Eq. , up1 (k) = cos ¢ (k) urp1 (k) — sin¢ (k) ur,p2 (k), up2 (k) = sing (k) urp1 (k) + cos ¢ (k) ur,p2 (k),
vp1 (k) = cos @ (k) vrp1 (k) —sing (k) vr p2 (k), and vpe (k) = sin @ (k) vrp1 (k) + cos ¢ (k) vr p2 (k).

As we already pomted out below Eq. - signs of cos ¢ (k) and sin ¢ (k) do not change the Bogoliubov conditions
in Egs. and (S23). Thus, we will choose signs such that u,; (k) > 0 for all £ > 0. Then we get

. \l w2 (k) + by, (k) + {u%wl (k) — 2, (k)} c08 {26 (k)} — 2upp1 (k) up.p2 (k) sin {26 (k)}

- 5 (S73)
0 J Wt (8) + 0 (8) = {1 (0) = g () f 08 {26 ()} + 20 () o (k) sin {26 (k)}
Up2 = 9
xsign [2up p1 (k) ur,p2 (k) cos {26 (k)} + {uk 1 (k) — uk 0 (k) } sin {2¢ (k)}] (S74)

" J 0B () + 00 (8) + {00 () = vk () b c0s {20 (B)} = 20m,1 () vmpo (K) sin {26 (k)}
Up1 = B)

T urp (B)vrpr (k) + urp2 (k) vrp2 (k) + {ur p1 (k) vr.p1 (k) — urpa (k) vRpe (k)} cos {2¢ (k)}
e l: f {UR,pl Fk) UR,p2 (k)R+ UR,p2 &3) UR,pl (k)}}:;ln {2¢ (}I:)} f f , (S75)

and
" J g () -+ 0B (8) = {0 0 (B) — 0 )} o8 {26 ()} + 20 0 (K) v g2 (R) sin {260 ()}
Up2 = D)
oo | urp1 (B) vRp2 (B) — urp2 (K) vRp1 (K) + {urp1 (k) vRp2 (k) + ur,p2 (k) vR,p1 (K)} cos{2¢ (k)}
g[ Flungr (8 v (k)R— uns Bonge ®sm 200} | o
where tan {2¢ (k)} = 2a\/1 — 2y2/ {@. (k) — @4 (k)}. For small k limit,
122 By \* oy By \*
w (B) = Y5 <324|le> +0<\/E), wiz (k) =~ <324|le> +0(\/E), (S77)

vn1 (K) = —sign (1 — 6%) 12\—/%2@/2 (BQ - ﬁ)m +0(VE), vz (k) =2 (32 _ BS|)1/4 +0(Vk), (578)
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IIT. REACTION RATE OPERATOR

In the Heisenberg picture, let N = [d3r 1/)T )1&7 (r,t) where j = a,m. From Egs. , we get
inONal) _ / dr [z&l (r. 1) {m&/’(”)} - h.c.] ) / dr {01 (r,0) 0 ()t (1) — e}
ot ot
L ONL (1)
= —2ih T (S79)
We define the dimensionless reaction rate operator R (t) by
S ONG () aN 3 5 o
Ri) == =02 [ e (i 1) tr.0) 0 )~ e}, (550)

where # := gont/h is dimensionless time. If ()g| R (t) WR> # 0 for some state |1)g), then that state describes reaction
between atoms and molecules.
For a homogeneous system with V, (r,t) = 0 and V,,, (r,t) = 0, by writing

"[)a (r,t) = e~ imt/h {xfelwa \/* Z e* ol (k t)} ) 7/;m (r,t) = e mt/h {y\/ﬁewm \/* Z TV, (k t)}

k#0 E+£0
(S81)
The reaction rate operator R (t) can be written as
R (t) = 2Naz?y sin pam
~2idr Y {e*waaﬁfg (k1) 60, (k. 1) — 9288, (k,t) 60T (K, t)}
k#0
—zayZ{ iem 60t (e, 1) 0T (—k,t) — e~ m 80, (k, 1) 6\ila(—k,t)}
k0
\F >3 {5 (R, t) 00T (o, 1) 00,0 (oy + ko, t) — 60, (u,t) 00, (Ko, t) 00T, (Rey +k2,t)}, (S82)
ko1 0 kp £0
where V is the volume of the system. Now, let
Ry (1) == —2iaa Y {e—waaxifg (k1) 00, (k1) — 928, (k,t) 60! (K, t)}
k£0
—zayZ{ iom st (k1) 00 (—k,t) — e 9m 0, (K, 1) 5\ila(—k7t)}
k#0
6V, (k,t)
. X - 5 5 M M oW, (k,t)
= —ia SVt (k,t) 001 (k,t) 60, (—k,t) 00,, (—k,t { i B2 } LA , (S83
2, [0V (0t) 00 (hot) 000 () S0 (RO | Dapty “ar | | s (k) | 5
Ul (—k,t
where
) 0 re e ye¥m 0
MR,l = |:_xez'gpa 0 :l ; MR,2 - |: 0 O:| ;
(S84)
and z2 + 2y% = 1 from the number conservation in Eq. .
Inserting Egs. (S20) into Eq. (S83)), one can get
Z;l (kv t)
__ b (k) B ( by (—k,t) | Mip (k) | 22 (F1) 585
iy [ b1 (k,t) b (k,t) by (—k,t) by (—k,t) | Mrp (k) b | (S85)
k#0 71 )
b} (k. 1)



where

11
Ut (k) Vt(k) } { Mgy  Mpgps } {U(k) V*(k)}
M k) = i 7 " . S86
wa= (e oo || S ] [V o) (586)
After some lengthy calculations, one can show that Mp g can be written as
Mp g1 (k) Mg pa (k) ]
M k) = i i S87
mat=| S ) e (567)
where
Mg g (k) =U" (k) MpU (k) = VT (k) M7,V (k) + U (k) Mg 2V (k) — VT (k) M, ,U (k)
(S88)
and
Mp o (k) = U" (k) MpaV* (k) = V1 (k) M}, ,U* (k) + UT (k) MpoU* (k) — VT (k) Mj, ,V* (k).
(S89)
Since My, = —MRpg,1 and M}L{’Q = Mp o, MIT%,B = —Mp g. Thus, we may write
211 (k) Zio (k) Eiz (k) Eia (k)
R Mg pa (k)= | 2 = 90
ran = | 20 220] w0 =200 2160 (500)
with Z¢¢ (k) being purely imaginary ({ =1,2) as M;{’B;l (k) = —Mpg pa (k) and ‘MIT{’B;2 (k) = M}, .o (K).
Thus, Eq. (S85) can be written as
=&Y Im{Zy (k) { U (ko t) by (K, t) + 1} +a > Im{Zx (k) {285 (e, t) by (K, t) + 1}
k£0 k+£0
—2ia Y {_12 )bl (e, t) b (K, t) h.c.} —iay {313 T (k)b (—k,t) — h.c.}
k20 k£0
~2iay" {44 )bl (e, t) Bl (—k, 1) — h.c. } —iay {44 Vbl (e, t) B (—ke, t) — h.c.}. (S91)
k£0 k£0
Since we set cos am = —sign (a), sinpem = 0 and R(t) = Ry (t) + O
Eq. (S18]), which leads to

(6‘1’?) We also imposed ¢, = 0 below
Epp (k) = 2iv/1 = 292Im {u 1 (k) upp2 (k) — Uk py (K) V2 (B)} — iSign () yIm {u 1 (k) vr g1 (K) + o (K) VR p2 (K) }
—isign (o) yIm [{u} 1 (k) vrp1 (k) — uf o (k) vrp2 (k) } cos {20 (k)} — {uk 1 (k) vrp2 (k) + uk o (k) vrpr (K) } sin {26 (k)}],
(S92)
E12 (k) = V1 = 2y? {ufp 1y (k) upoz (k) —

Vg1 (k) vR22 (k) —

1 Up 19 (k) ur 21 (k) + v 1o (k) vro1 (k) }
—sign (a {UR 11 (k) vr21 (k) — umpar (k) v 11 (k) + uf 1o (k) vr2 (k) — ur22 (k) vi 10 (k) }

—sign (« {UR 11 (F)vr 21 (k) — upor (k) i1y (k) = uf 1o (k) vR,22 (k) + ur 22 (K) vk 15 (k) } cos {2¢ (k)}

+sign (a {UR 11 (k) vr 22 (k) + uk 12 (k) vr21 (k) — ugr21 (k) v

UR,12 (k) — UR,22 (k) UR 11 (k) }sm {20 (k)}, (S93)

Z1s (k) = 2v/T= 25 {uras () vz (k) — uraz () vs (0)) = sign (@) 5 [{ura (0} + {unaz (1)} = {ora (1)) — {vraz (k)]
o (o) ¥

—sign (@) 2 [{ur1 () = {uraz ()} = {oman (1) + {on,12 (0)F] cos {26 ()}
+sign (a) y {ur,11 (k) ur12 (k) — vr11 (k) vra2 (k)} sin {26 (k)}

(S94)
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Eos (k) = 2¢/1 = 292 {ur 21 (k) vR22 (k) — up22 (k) vr 21 (k)} — sign (@) g [{UR,M ()} + {una2 (k) — {vr21 ()} — {vR 22 (k)}Q] '

—sign (0) 4 [{unar ()} = {unze ()} — {orar (D) + {onze (0)}] cos {26 (k)}
+sign () y {ur.21 (k) ur22 (k) — vro1 (k) vr22 (k)} sin {2¢ (k)}, (S95)

and

Ei1q (k) M{UR 11 (k) vr22 (k) = ura2 (k) vr21 (k) + uro1 (k) vra2 (k) — ur2e (k) vra1 (k)}
—sign (a) 5 {UR,M (k) up21 (k) —vr11 (k) vr21 (k) + ur 12 (k) ug22 (k) — vr12 (k) vrao (k)}
,Sign (a) % {UR711 (k’) UR 21 (k’) — ’UR711 (k) UR 21 (]C) — ’U,R712 (k) UR 22 (k) —+ ’UR712 (k) 1)3722 (k)}* COS {2¢ (k)}
( ( ) )

+sign (a) % {up11 (k) ura2 (k) + up2 (k) ugr o1 (k) — vg11 (k) vr22 (k) — vr12 (k) vg21 (k)} sin{2¢ (k)}. (S96)

Thus, if x = /1 — 2y2, y, a, U (k), and V (k) are all real, from Eqgs. - - , and , S96), =pp (k) =0
and =, (k) € R for p # gq.
For low temperatures, 0 < fuws (k) , kpT < hws (k), the massive reactons are frozen out and the system is to good

approximation in Bogoliubov mode 1 (states purely created by bl (k,t)). R, (t) in Eq. (S91) then simplifies as

— —ia > Eus (k {bl (k1) b} (—k, 1) —h.c.}. (S97)

k40

We now present examples of the vacuum expectation values of R (t) for two quantum-mechanical reacton states.

(a) We define the squeezed coherent state as |8y (ki,t),¢ (k1)) = D (81 (ku, )) D (B1 (—ki1,1)) S (¢ (k1)) |vac),
where the displacement and squeezing operators read D (B (k,t)) = PP (O=BI(kbi(kD) & (¢ (k) =
eCR)B] (es)b] (k1) =C" (R)b1 (k)1 (—kot)  yegpectively. Here, |vac) represents the reacton quasi-particle vacuum at ini-
tial time ¢ = 0 where b, (k,0) [vac) = 0. Since b, (k,t) = e~*»®)p (K, 0) from our Hamiltonian in Eq. @), we get
by (K, t) [vac) = 0 for all t. With |vac), we obtain the reaction rate (to 0(6\113’))

(5 k1) € ) 013 )€ 51 e = 20500 () | 2 Q R CR ] oo

The quantum mechanical nature of this average rate is manifest in the third line, containing the squeezing parameter

¢ (k1)

(b) A reacton pair state may be defined as

1+ kDT (ky, 1) bl (—ky, 1)
V2

where 6 (k1) is the phase of the excited pair relative to the vacuum. Then the reaction rate turns out to be

|51 (k1,t)) = [vac) , (S99)

(et (B0, O R () 101 (61,0 ncon paie = ~20Z13 (k1) sind (ky) + O (983)), (S100)

displaying the factor o sin @ (k1), which is due to quantum interference.

IV. SMALL PERTURBATIONS AND HAMILTONIAN BILINEARIZATION

In the Schrédinger picture, let the time dependent bilinear Hamiltonian be Hg (t) where

> {w1 k) by (k) + ws (k) b} (k) by (k)} s (1), (S101)
k0
and
Vs (8) = Vead (1) { V2 (k) B () by (k) + V2 (k) ] (k) ] () + V3 (k) by () by (=) | (S102)
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a small perturbation. Here, Ve,, f(¢), and V; (k) are real and f(¢) = 0 for ¢ < 0 so that our Hamiltonian is a
time-independent operator at ¢ < 0. We assume a small perturbation, i.e. 0 < V., < Fuvy (k) for k& # 0, and also
assume that the Bogoliubov excitation energies w; (k) and wy (k) are real and positive so that the system is in a stable

state. For simplicity, let wy (k) < wy (k) so that one may neglect effects of by (k).

To solve this perturbation problem with time dependent perturbation Vg (¢), we use the interaction picture instead
of the Heisenberg picture. Let Hy g == hz wi (k) bl (k) by (k). By denoting states in Schrédinger picture as [tg (t)),

k#0
states in interaction picture as |17 (t)) == U (t) [t (t)) where UO( t) == exp (iﬁmgt/h), and the time evolution
operator as Uy () where |¢b7 (£)) = Uy (t) |5 (0)), ihdU; (t) ot = Vi (t) Uy (t) where Vi (t) == Uo (t) Vs (¢) Ul (t), we
get
R Z 1 t 11 R ~q
Uy (t) =1- ﬁ/ dtq V[ (tl) h / dt, V[ (tl)/ dto Vi (t2) + 0 (VI (t)) . (8103)
0

0

With our Hos, Up (t) by (k) (A]g (t) = e~*1(M)th (k) and hence the time evolution operator Uy () is

U () =1-2V2 Y To 4 (k.. 1) [V (k

k#0
—iV S [TLO () Vy (k) — iVig {TM,O (D) V2 (k) + 4T, ¢ (k, b, T) |V (/f)|2H bl (k) by (k)
k40
iV > {TL+ (k,£) — 2iVeuTo0 1 (k. ) Vi (k }V2 bl (—k)
k40
—ZVem Z {Tl _ k‘ E) — 27/‘/;5IT2 _ 0 k‘ E) Vl }V (—ki)
k40
~V2Tyo0 () Z Z V1 (k1) Vi (ko) bl (Fey) b (ko) by (k2) by (K1)
Fo1 0 k2 £0
V2D A{To i (kb B) + To oy (Ko by, £)} Vo (ka) V3 (k) B (Ka) B (= k1) by (K2) by (— k)
k1#0 k2#0
2D AToo (k1 E) + Toor (Ba, )} Va (kr) Vi (ko) B (k) b (— k1) B (o) by (K2)
k17#0 k2#£0
*VZ Z Z {Tz,—,o klai) +To0,— (khi) } V5 (k1) Vi ( kz) (k2) by (k2) by (k1) by (—k1)
k17#0 k2#0
Va0 D Tos (kaska ) Va (k1) Va (ko) b () b (—k1) ] (ko) ] (—k»)
k17#0 k2 #0
V2SS T (ke ko B) V3 (k1) Vi (ko) by (r) by (— ko) b (Ro) by (—ka) + O (Vg) : (S104)
k17#0 k2 #0

where V., := V.i/ (gan) and t := g,nt/h. By introducing @1 (k) := hwy (k) / (gan), we get

Ta ()= [ 01 (0). Tos (00) = [ d 25000 @), Toon () = [ £(0) [ a g (@), (5105

i i i 7 f o
Ty (kF) = / dfy F2E W £ (f,) / dis £ (B2), Toos (kF) = / df f (i) / dfy 2B g (7)) (S106)
0 0 0 0

i 5 3 - .
Tog i (kiyko,d) = [ diy eF29r (00 £ (7)) L diy P khp (), (S107)
0 0

and
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t N - ~ t B - _
T27i7_ (k‘1, kg,f) = / dt~1 eimwl(kl)tlf (tl) / dtg 672zw1(k2)t2f (t2) . (8108)
0 0
With this perturbation, in the interaction picture, the initial Bogoliubov vacuum state |vac) is propagated as

1o (1)) = U () [vac)
= {1- V2o (ﬂ}|vac>—mw2{w2,1 (. 7) = Vet (1) } V (8) ke, =)

V2SS v (e, D) Va (k) Va (2) ey, —ka ko, —ko) + O (V) (S109)
k1#0 k2#0

where

Yo (1) =2 ZTZ (k, k1) [V (k B, oy (k1) =T ¢ (k,t), w22 (k1) =2Ts 04 (k,t) Vi (k)

k+#0
Vuz (K1, ko t) = To g 4 (k1 ko, ) (S110)
lk,—k) = bl (k)b (=k)|vac), |ki,—ki, ko, —ks) = bl (k1)bl (—k1) bl (ko) b] (—k2)|vac), and

|y, —k1, k2, —ka, ks, —ks) = b] (k1) b} (—k1) b (k) ] (—k2) b (K3) bl (—ks3) |vac).
With this state, the reaction rate is

(Ra (1)) = =2 a3 (k) T {2 (@ ()] by (k) b (— ) [Wo (1))}

— 4V, 3 i3 (k) Im {e*2i@1<k>f¢2,1 (k,©) V, (k)} +0 (vi) . (S111)

When measuring Vez, using formula in [53] and Eq. (S109), the quantum Fisher information I¢ (f/;x, t~) is

Ig (Vear ) =83 1 (1) 1V2 () + 0 (Vao) (S112)
k0
Let Py (t) = |(¥g () |vac)|* and Py (t) = (1/2) Z| Uy (t)| k, —k)|? (note that |k, —k) = |—k, k) from our definition
k40
below Egs. (S110)). Then
Py (t) =1—2V2Re {10 (ﬂ}+0({7§;), t)=2V2 3" | (k) Vo ( )]2+O(V§;), (S113)
k£0

and (U (£)|To (1)) = Py () + Ps (£) + O (vi’;) Note that Io (v f) = 4P, (t) V2 + O (V)

Now, suppose that we want to measure M with the state initially in Bogoliubov vacuum where MS =
Z {Ml (k) + My (k) bl (k) by (k) +Ms (k) b (k) bl (k) + M (k) by (k) by (—k)} in the Schrodinger picture. In the
k0
interaction picture, by denoting M; (t) :== Uy (t) MSUJ (t), we get



My (i) "i’o @> = Z Mo

k0

21 (MM (k) — iVoptho 1 (k1) {2M2 (k) +

2iV,pe™ 21 My, 1 (K, T) M (

-2 {1&072 () M (k)

k10

5 (k) V2 ()
4 26—2i&;1(k)tw272 (k, t") M§ (kﬁ

> My (k‘l)} V (k)

)V <k>}] e

+’§0 . 21 () o (1) Mz (k) + oo (k,T) { 2M () + I;;OMl (kl)} Vs (k) |k, —k)
| e O (0 M (V3 09+ 2V 8) 3 e (s (i) s (5 1,0} 61V )
k10
eziml(kl)t”wm (kz,QMg (k1)
—iV., Z Z i e2ion (k)ty,) (kz,f) M (k1) + a2 (kl, kg,f) Vy (k1) ICZ;;OMl (k3) Vo (o) [, K. Fips ko)
F R0 +2¢4, (1, ko, t) {My (k1) + Mg (k2)} Va (k1) ’
V2 DT D 0y (k. B) M (k) Va (k) Va (ko) et ey, oo, ke, kg, =) + O (V2 ). (S114)
k170 ko #0 k3#£0

(o (B)] 817 () [ (B) ) = S° My (k) + 4Vo0 S T {2 Dl 1 (1,2 M (k) V2 (1) } + 0 (V2)

k£0 k40

b
k0

+V2> [2 |21 (k, B)| [V ( {2M2 + > My (k) } —2Re {42 (£)} My (K 4Re{ —2id ), o (k, £) M3 (k) Vo (k)}

k170

(S115)

and

(o ()| 217 () [ (1)) =

{ZMl(k} +2) (M (k)| +8v€xZ{M2 >+ZM1(k1>}I {2y, 1 (1, 1) M () Vs (K) }
k+#0 k+#0 k+#0

k170

2 2
4 Z e 2 My, (K, E) M (k) Vo (k)| + Z {QMQ (k) + ZMl (k)} |21 (K, 1) |2 |V (k)
k40 k40 k40
+8> |t (k D)7 M3 (K))? [Va (k)] +2 > Jthaa (b1, D) |* [V (k1)) > IMs (ko)
k+#0 k1#0 k27#0
~ o
+2Veaf _Re {’Qbo 2 E)} {ZMl } + 2 Z |M3 (kj)2] —4 Z {M2 (k) + ZMI (k;)}Re {G_Qlwl(k)tlﬁzg (k,f) M; (k) VQ (k)}
k0 k0 k0 k£0
-8 Z Z Re |:€72i{<:/1(k1)+®1(/€2)}f,‘/}472 (kla kg,i) M; (kl)M§ (kQ)VQ (kl)VZ (kg):|
k17#0 k2 #0
163" Re [0y, (k, k1) {M3 (k) V3 (5)]
k£0
+0 (V?;) . (S116)
Let (7 (k, i)>/ = T {2310y, 1 (k,5) M5 (K) Va (k) } and

(a1 (k,a>” =2 v (k. 1)[*[Va () {2M2 + Y My (k) }—2R€{1/10,2 (1)} M (k) — 4Re {21y (1, 1) M (k) Va (k) }

k1 #0

(S117)



Then the lower bound of the Fisher information I¢ (f/;x, t~) when measuring f/a is [40]

k#0 ~ k+#0 k+#0 k#0 k#0

16

(k i)>

)-s {Z<M<k»ﬂ>’}2 _zw(k,m’zm(k@y {Z< “>>}ZMQ i

+ Vea

M (k)2 M (k)| . i
2 2 {Z|M3<k>|2}
I k#£0
[Z Im {672i&1(k)£¢2,1 (kv E) M3 (k) Vo (k')}
_ g Le0 40 (V)

> M (k)2

k0

To summarize,

fo(7ed) 53

k0

—2iwn ( k)t/ dt; ¥ (k) tlf(tl)

Va () +0 (Ve )

{Zlm{ ~2idn(k /0 " XN W £ (i) M5 (k) V2 (k)}]

_ k20 N

L;O@mt):8 A -+O(Wm),
k40

where

(S118)

(S119)

ot 5 i } i )
Re {e—Qiml(k)t/ dfy 2@ Wi (gl)} — Re {/ dfy 2% ()T ¢ (fh) } cos {2 (k)t} + Im {/ diy €2 W f () } sin {20, (k) i},
0 0 0
s } i B i B
Im {e—gial(k)t/ dfy 2R ({1)} — Im {/ dfy 2o ({1) } cos {2@1 (k) f} — Re {/ dfy 2o ()i g (51) } sin {2@1 (k) g} ]
0 0

0

Suppose that f (t) = (t —t,) for t > 0 (assuming ¢, > 0). Then

Re{ @ [ gy s >}—9<f—fp) cos {261 (0) ()}

~ t ~
Im {e—2i®1(k)t/ i, eQiJJl(k)t]f ({1)} =_0 (f — fp) sin {2@1 (k) (f — fp)} ;
0

where 6 (f) = 0if £ < 0 and 1 otherwise, and thus

Ig (Ve ) =80 (F= 1) S_ [Va (0) + 0 (Vea)

k0

Ic (f/mi) — 80 (F—7,) \*70

(S120)

(S121)

3 [Re {M5 (k) Va (k)} sin {261 (k) (F— )} — Im (M (k) V (k)} cos {200 (k) (F - 7,)}]

> IM (k)|

k0
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Note that Iy (Vez, t) is constant in scaled time ¢ for ¢ >
If f(t)=0(t—t,) for t > 0 (assuming ¢, > 0).

uatl

Re {e—gml(k)f /Ot i, e2iu§1(k)f1f (51)} —9 ({_ {p) sin {a’la()k)(g fp)} oS {511 (k) (f— {p)} 7

Im {e—ziol(k)f /1F dt~1 ezml(k)t’lf ({1)} - _f ({_ {p) sin {@1 Ek) g Ep)} sin {031 (k) ({_ {p)} ’
0
(5123)

and thus

T (Verrt) = 80 (1 1) 3 A2 (k() E0)} g2 +0 (72.).

k20 o (k)
Z sin {@1(5]:) Ig —1,)} [Re {M (k) Vo (k)}sin {@1 (k) (£ —£,) } — Im {M (k) Vo (k)} cos {@1 (k) (£ —1p) }]
. N )
Ic (Véx,t) =80 (t —1p) > M (k)
k40
o (%), o

If f(t) = cos (wut + d,) for t > 0,

Io (th) =8y

k0

672¢@1(k)£w271 (k,©) ‘2 Vo (K)* + O (‘Z:x> .

>t {2 Wiy 1 (k,7) } Re (M3 (k) Va ()} + Re {29 Oy, 4 (1,7) 1 (M5 (K) Va ()}

fo (Fent) =85 > M (1)

+0 (Vw) . (S125)

k£0
where
—2i (k)i cos 8, sin [{@q + € (k)} ] W COS H‘;’a + E(zk) } t+ 5(1} sin {e (k) t/2}
Re {2 W1 (1) | = 2 + (k) * 2% 1 (k) ek 2 (8126)
2ioy (k)E _cosd, cos [{@q + € (k)} ] — cos (@at + 64) Wq Sin H‘Da + E(2k) } t+ 54 sin {e (k) t/2}
tn {2100, (k6) | = 2n + € (k) - 2%n + € (k) w2 B2

Dq = Wa/ (gan), and € (k) == 2, (k) — @,. Note that both Im {6’21'5’1(’“){@/1271 (k:,f)} and ‘6’21":’1(’“){@[1271 (k:,f)’ do not
diverge at 2i; (k) = @, (where € (k) = 0).

From now on, we focus on measuring the number of created molecules where Mg = [ d3r SU8 (1) 0tby (r). Since
we neglected effects of by (k),

Ms=Y" [v%z (k) + {u2y (k) + vy (k) } 6] (k) by () + urs () w12 (k) {3{ (k) b} (—k) + by (k) by (—k)H . (S128)
k+£0

where we get M3 (k) = w12 (k) v12 (k), which is real in the stable system.
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A. Density Perturbation

Neglecting effects of by (k) (for a system with large gap between @; (k) and @ (k)), when we per-
turb the mass densities of the atoms and molecules in the state, ie., when we impose Vg (t) =

(Vea/ma) £ (0) f d®r {malf, () B () + 1oty (1) e (7) b with i, = 2ma, we get

Vs (t) = Veaf (t) | N + Z [’011 + 208y (k) + {ui; (k) + oy (k) + 2ufy (k) + 207, (k) } bl (k) by (k’)}
k40

FVew (0D {uns (K) vua (k) + 2u12 (k) via ()} {0} (R) B (k) + b1 (k) by (~R)} (S129)
k0

which makes Vy (k) = u11 (k) v11 (k) + 2u12 (k) v12 (k).

B. Density Perturbation on Purely Atomic BEC

For scalar BEC, it is known that [54]

2
@1 (k) = k& (kﬁa) 2, ( \[\/ ki“l +1, and vy ( ):—\/g W—l .(S130)

Note that in the Heisenberg picture with purely atomic BEC, Egs. (S13)), (S20), and (S29) can be written as

0tba (1) = eI 0 Velran) it/ B (o) Launy (k) by (R, ) + vty (k) B (—k, ) } 6<r,k>:%eik*, (S131)
k#£0

where the B(r,k) span an orthonormal basis of the single-particle Hilbert space that satisfies
J &3r B* (v, k1) B(r, k2) = 6, &

When f (t) = sin (w,t), from Eq;. (S125)), (S126)), and (S127)), we get

2
~ t
Ig (V:-zarvt) — 42 |u1y (k) v11 (kr)|2 = ‘2%”%11 (kr) v11 (kr)

. for t > 1, (S132)

where w; (k;) = w,/2 (Remember that we define @&y (k) == hwy (k) / (gan), t == gant/h, and V., = Viy/ (gan) in the
main text). For Ve, = (mqG/2) (L?/12) (our approximation of the density perturbation due to gravitational wave in
Eq. ), we get

N
6Vez > ‘/ea: t ?
Io(G,t) = ( ag) Io (Vem,t> —>‘ G o () vn (k)| for 3> 1 (S133)
. . R 3
For Vs (t) = sin(w,t) [d®r (maGr}/2) ¥} (r) ¢, (r) where r = erej (e; are Cartesian basis vectors), [14] in-
j=1

dependently calculated Ig (G,t) for a quasi-1D system with —L/2 < ry < L/2 and t > 1 by taking B (r, k) =
2/ (AL) cos {kn, (r1 + L/2)} with k,, = nin/L (n; are positive integers). Their results for mode k, where
w1 (k) = we/2 can be written as

(G,1) — ‘2/6[37“ %QT%B* (r, k) uiq (kr) B(r, k) v11 (ky )%

2

‘ { /d3rrlB* (r.k) B(r kT)};;un(kr)vn () (5134)

One can see that Eq. (S134) becomes Eq. (S133)) if one takes B (r, k) = (1/\/V> e’*7 as we do. Since BEC atoms

are confined in —L/2 < r; < L/2, 64, (r,t) should be zero at r; = +L/2 and our choice of B (r, k) can satisfy this
condition by taking k — (27/L) e; which make B ((—L/2,r9,73),k) =B ((L/2,r9,73) , k).
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V. SYMPLECTIC FORMALISM AND FISHER INFORMATION

Suppose that the Hamiltonian Hg (t) in Schrodinger picture is given as H s ( Z H, (k,t). The time evolution
k40

. U (t
operator Ug (t) in the Schrodinger picture satisfies ifi gt( ) = Hg (t) Us ().

From Appendix A of [55], let Ug (t) = Uy (t) Us (t) Us (t) with U; (¢ exp{zZF (k,t)G }forj1,2,3
k£0
where k = |k|. Then we get

=03 {206 g+ R0 () G 0] 0+ PO 080 a0 00 0} (5139
k40

Let ny (k) be the number of reactons with momentum k. From now on, we will denote the state with ny (k;) =
ny, (—k;) for all j which satisty |k;| < |k.| as |ny (k1) ,m (k2) , - - -1y (Kc)) where k. is the cutoff. By defining

R (k)= 5 {BL 000 by (k) + by (k) B (-R) ) R (B) =§{BI (k) b} (k) + br (k) by (k) )
Ry (k) = o2 (b} (B) B} (k) — b1 () By ()} (5136)

and K. (k) = K, (k) £ iK, (k), we get K¢ (k) = K¢ (k) for ¢ = z,y, 2, +,

b} (kj) bl (—kj) I (kv) - onp (), - o (Kee))
ny (kj) +14/np (kj) + 1y (K1), ne (ky) + 1, np (ke))

K+(kj>|nb(k1>7"' ’nb(kj)v"' 7nb(k )>

with bf(k;)  with b](—k;)
= {np (k;) + 1} [ (k1) - np (kj) + 1, g (Ke)) (S137)

R (k) I (o) - o (k) - o (k) = 1<k>bl< Do (kr) oo (ky) oo g (K))
= Ky \Jm (k) [y (k) ooy () = 1, (k)

W
with by (kj;) with by (—k;)
= TNp (k]) |nb (kl)a » b (kj) =1, np (kc)>a (8138)
and
. 1 (. . . .
K () Iy (k1) -+ oo k) oo () = 5 {B] () b ) + B (=) B (k) f o (o) -+ oo (y) -+ g ()
1
=50 mlky)  + (k) 41 Fne (k) ome (k) (ke))
N—— —
with bf (k;)bi(k;)  with by (—k;)bl (—k;)
1
= {54 5 f ) ) (). ($139)
Therefore, we get
1 N ny(kj)
k). .- k.)) = K. (k; , 14
i () - () j_lnbu@j)!{ Sk} fvac) (3140)

where |vac) is Bogoliubov vacuum state.
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From now on, for simplicity, we will consider Hg (t) in Eq. (S101)) and (S102) without by (k) terms as we did in
section Additionally, we will assume that Vs (k) € R like Eq. (S129). By choosing G (k) = K, (k), G2 (k) =
K, (k), and G3 (k) = K, (k), we get

= [ () + Ve f (8) V1 (B)] K. () + Ve f (8) V2 (B) { K1 (k) + K— ()}, (S141)
which leads to
8{2Fggaﬂ} — 251 (k,£) — 4o (k,7) sin {2F, (k,7) } tanh {2F, (k,7)}, 3{2Fzyﬂﬂ} _ 4 (k) cos {25, (1))
W = —4gs (k,t) sin {2Fy (k, )} / cosh {2F (k,1)}, (S142)
and
0 8{2F1 (kai)} o agl (k,{) . 8.62 (kaf) .
5 o =2 o 4 oV sin {2F1 (k, f) } tanh {2F2 (k, ﬂ}

g (k7 cos {24 (ks 1)} tanh {25 (k, )} T2EEDE g gy Sm{2E (kD) 9{20 (k1))

Ve cosh? {2F2 (k:, t)} OV, '
0 0{2F (k,1 92 (k.1 N . d{2F (ki
u { ;VEI Nt _, g;éejcos{zm (k1) } — 4Gy (k, ) sin {25, (k,ﬂ}w,
0 0{2F; (D)} 06 (k0) s {2F (k1)) cos {2Fy (k,8)} 0 {2F, (k,0)}
= ~ =—4— — 4Gy (k,1) -
ot OVey OVx cosh{2F2 (k,ﬂ} cosh{2F2 (k,f)} OV

tanh {2F, (k) } 0 {2F, (k,7)}

49 (kvﬂ sin {2F1 (k’{)} cosh {2F2 (k ﬂ} v,

7 (S143)
where E = gant/hv (:}1 (k) = hwl (k) / (gan)a ‘7695 = ‘/:'33?/ (gan)a gl (kvi) = ‘:}1 (k) + ‘7emf (i) Vl (k)a and ?72 (kat) =

f/:sxf ({) V? (k)
Note that the operator X (k) in [56] satisfies

{ H eiFg(krl,t)f(y(kl)eiFZ(kl,t)Kw(k1)€iF1(k1,t)Kz(k1)} X (k) { H eiFl(kz,t)I?z(kz)ez‘Fz(kz,t)Rw(kz)eiFs(kz,t)Ky(kz)} - A(k,t)X’ (k),

k1#0 k2#0
(S144)
which gives X (k) := <X (k)> = 0 for our state |¥g (t)) := Us () |vac). Here,
A/;,l (l({:,t)) ﬁm gll?tg ﬁ1,3 E/]:,t; AKA (l({:,t))
—AN12 (Kt 1,1 (k,t 1,4 (k,t) —NAi3(k,t
ARD =1 0y Aaet) At Avs (kb | (5145)
Ava(k,t) —Ais(k,t) —Aig (k1) Ay (k1)
where
A1 (k,t) = cos{Fy (k,t)} cosh {Fs (k,t)} cosh {F5 (k,t)} + sin {Fy (k,t)} sinh {F5 (k, )} sinh {F3 (k,t)},
Ay o (k,t) =sin {F1 (k,t)} cosh {Fy (k,t)} cosh {F5 (k,t)} — cos {F1 (k,t)}sinh {F; (k,t)}sinh {F3 (k, 1)},
Ay 5 (k,t) = —[cos{Fy (k,t)} cosh {F> (k,t)} sinh {F5 (k,t)} + sin {Fy (k,t)}sinh {F5 (k,t)} cosh {F5 (k,t)}],
Aq 4 (k,t) =sin{Fy (k,t)} cosh {F (k,t)} sinh {F; (k,t)} — cos {F1 (k,t)} sinh {F; (k,t)} cosh {F3 (k,t)}. (S146)

Hence, from [56], the formal expression of the quantum Fisher information I exact (f/ew, t) is

2
]Qﬁxmt(ﬁn,ﬂ :igggTrl{aié:j)F_l“gﬂ} 1 where T (k,t) = A (k,t) AT (k,t). (S147)
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Now, let

Bs (k,t) = —%Mg (k) [cosh {2F% (k,t) } sinh {2F3 (k,?) } + isinh {2F} (k, ) }]

sin {2F} (k,t)} sinh {2F5 (k,t)} sinh {2F5 (k, 1) }

M () | 72 o {28, (, £)} cosh {2F; (k, £)} + i sin {2F, (k, £)} cosh {2F, (k, )} | *

(S148)

and

B (k,t) == My (k) cosh {2F} (k, ) } cosh {2F3 (k, ) }
—2M; (k) [sin {2F; (k,t)} sinh {2F5 (k,t)} cosh {2F3 (k7 f) } + cos {2F; (k,t)} sinh {2F3 (k, t)}} . (S149)

Then we get

(s (0101 9 () = 3 {002 1) — 3082 () + 33 1)},
k40

(Ws ()] N3 s (1) = { (s ()] 85 |05 (8} +2 3 |Ba (k1) (8150)
k#0

and the formal expression of the lower bound of classical Fisher information /¢ exact (f/ew, t) is

k0

2
N 1 OBs (k. 1)
IC,exact (Veza t) = 3 Z |BQ (k’ t)|2 {Z 8Vem } . (S151)

k0




	Quantum metrology with ultracold chemical reactions
	 References
	I Mean Field Solutions
	II Bogoliubov Expansion
	III Reaction Rate Operator
	IV Small Perturbations and Hamiltonian Bilinearization
	A Density Perturbation
	B Density Perturbation on Purely Atomic BEC

	V Symplectic Formalism and Fisher Information


