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Fast and efficient formation of stable tetraatomic molecules from ultracold atoms via
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The study of the conversion of ultracold atoms into molecules has long remained a hot topic
in atomic, molecular, and optical physics. However, most prior research has focused on diatomic
molecules, with relatively scarce exploration of polyatomic molecules. Here we propose a two-step
strategy for the formation of stable ultracold tetraatomic molecules. We first suggest a general-
ized nonlinear stimulated Raman exact passage (STIREP) technique for the coherent conversion of
ultracold atoms to tetraatomic molecules, which is subsequently followed by a chainwise-STIREP
technique to transfer the resulting molecules into a sufficiently stable ground state. Through system-
atic numerical analysis, we demonstrate that the proposed two-step strategy holds great potential
for enabling the robust, fast, and efficient formation of stable ultracold tetraatomic molecules.

I. INTRODUCTION

The successful creation of various ultracold diatomic
molecules has stimulated growing interest in polyatomic
molecules (UPMs) [1-3]. In contrast to diatomic
molecules, UPMs offer additional complexity [4-6], lend-
ing themselves to numerous interesting studies in, for
instance, cold chemistry [7], precision measurements [8]
and the realization of exotic quantum phases [9], to name
a few. In order to tap their full potential, however, long-
lived ensembles and full quantum state control serve as
prerequisites [10]. Thus, the efficient conversion of ul-
tracold atoms into stable UPMs constitutes an essential
requirement, which hitherto remains challenging.

In the ongoing experiments, ultracold molecules are
first prepared by association of pre-cooled atoms [11], ei-
ther via photo- or the magneto-association [12-15]. Sub-
sequently, the formed molecules should be immediately
transferred to absolute ground states, it is commonly
achieved via the well-known Stimulated Raman adiabatic
passage (STIRAP) and its variants, such as multi-state
STIRAP [16-20]. In principle, by manipulating the sys-
tem to evolve along the adiabatic dark state, an efficient
and robust state transfer can be obtained [21-23]. Until
now, STIRAP has been demonstrated successfully [24],
however, its application has been limited to the realm of
diatomic molecules [25-33]. Directly applying it to UPMs
preparation remains challenging. To address this prob-
lem, researchers have developed STIRAP variants, for
instance, Feshbach/Efimov resonance-assisted STIRAP,
to support theoretical investigations into UPMs prepa-
ration [34-37]. Nevertheless, the successful application
of such techniques is limited by the adiabatic criterion,
which renders the systems vulnerable to environmental
factors, e.g., collisions or decay to outside states.

In order to relax limitations such as adiabaticity re-
lated to the STTRAP-based scheme, a technique which is
called shortcut-to-adiabaticity (STA) was proposed [38].
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By leveraging the STA, the adiabatic process can be ex-
pedited while ensuring that the outcomes remain con-
sistent. One particularly successful method for design-
ing such fast routes is counterdiabatic driving [39-41],
which allows one to construct a modification of an orig-
inal Hamiltonian to eliminate unwanted nonadiabatic
couplings [42]. Currently, STA is widely used in the-
ory to realize fast and robust ultracold molecule forma-
tion [43-45] and control the selective vibrational popu-
lation transfer of molecules [46, 47]. In a recent study,
Zhu et al. [43] proposed a fast-forward scaling-assisted
STIRAP method to study the conversion from atoms
to diatomic molecules. In another study, Vitanov de-
veloped a shortcut multi-state STIRAP technique [48],
which may provide an alternative ways for forming sta-
ble ground-state ultracold molecules. Compared to the
traditional three-level system, the employment of multi-
level ones exhibits unique advantages; to illustrate, this
strategy proves instrumental in resolving the challenge of
weak Franck-Condon factors (FCFs) during the process
of both atom-to-molecule conversion [19, 49] and ground-
state molecular transfer [16, 17]. Despite these advances,
the major problem is that most prior studies usually
require introducing additional couplings for eliminating
non-adiabatic effects, which may pose additional experi-
mental challenges. On the other hand, in 2017, Dorier et
al. [50] suggested an alternative method, namely nonlin-
ear stimulated Raman exact passage (STIREP), for the
efficient atom-to-molecule conversion. This method con-
forms to the spirit of STA, because the control fields are
determined by the specific dynamics selected to achieve
exact state transfer [51]. This trick has been extended to
the formation of triatomic molecules [52]. Currently, an
important question in this realm is whether it is possible
to extend this successful tool to form larger polyatomic
molecular complexes [53-55], and generalize it to transfer
of molecules into deeply-bound states [16, 17, 56, 57].

The purpose of this paper is to develop a theoreti-
cal formalism that extends the existing STIREP proto-
cols to the case that permits control of conversion from
atoms to stable tetraatomic molecules. We first report
a generalization of the STIREP technique for control-
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ling the conversion from ultracold atoms to tetraatomic
molecules. To transfer the resulting molecules to a suf-
ficiently stable ground state in a short time, we further
develop a chainwise-STIREP (abbreviated as C-STIREP
hereafter) technique. We present the complete explana-
tions of the underlying mechanism and the correspond-
ing numerical analyses. The results demonstrate that
our proposed two-step strategy performs well in both the
preparation of ultracold tetraatomic molecules and the
ground-state molecular transfer.

This paper is outlined as follows. In Sec. I, we formu-
late the model for the conversion of atoms to tetratomic
molecules, followed by a discussion on the underlying
mechanism of the generalized N-STIREP technique. Nu-
merical analyses are presented. In Sec. III, we suggest
and analysis a chainwise-STIREP for molecular transfer
into stable ground state based on a five-state molecular
model. Section. IV concludes the paper and presents an
outlook.

II. COHERENT CONVERSION FROM ATOMS
TO TETRAATOMIC MOLECULES VIA
GENERALIZED NONLINEAR STIREP

A. Model and Method

As outlined in the introduction, our top priority is to
prepare homonuclear tetraatomic molecules. Figure. 1(a)
shows a visualization of the process. Starting from a
Bose condensate of atoms, we apply the field ) to as-
sociate free atoms |a) into triatomic molecules |m); the
other field Qf, in turn, is responsible for associating
pairs composed of an atom and a triatomic molecule |m)
into tetraatomic molecules |t). For the applied lasers,
their frequencies are expressed using the single- and two-
photon detunings § and A, respectively. We remark that
the formation of triatomic molecules via the photoas-
sociation of free atoms has been recently reported [58],
whereas the formation of tetraatomic molecules through
the coupling of an atom-triatomic molecule pair has also
been investigated [59]. Our aim is to find an exact so-
lution for controlling fast and efficient conversion from
ultracold atoms to tetraatomic molecules by generalizing
existing N-STIREP protocols.

The Hamiltonian of this system, in the interaction pic-
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FIG. 1. (Color online) Schematic showing the coherent con-
version from ultracold atoms to tetraatomic molecules.
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ture with & = 1, takes the form of
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where 1&,]; (r) and z/;,]; (r) are, respectively, the bosonic cre-
ation and annihilation operators for state |k)(k=a,m,1).
The indices i, j = a, m,t represent the atomic, triatomic
molecular, and tetraatomic molecular states, respec-
tively. By adopting the mean-field approach z/AJl — V1,
(n denotes the initial atomic density), the Heisenberg
motional equation can be described as

i)y = —2K 0tha — 30 Pmib’ 2 + Qo
W = —2K ¥ — (6 +i79) U — Qs+ Qathyl,  (2)
ithy = —2K by — (A+6+iv) e+ QathmPa.

In the above equations, xi; = nxj;, 21 = nQj, and
0y =/nY), denote the renormalized quantities. v, and ..
are introduced to phenomenologically describe the losses
of the corresponding states to other undetected states.
Nevertheless, we temporarily ignore these losses in the
theoretical analysis to clarify the underlying physics. In
this case, we have [1),|? +3|Ym|> +4[¢|> = 1. The third-
order nonlinearity term K; =, xj 4h;|° characterizes
elastic collisions between particles, which gives rise to
the dynamical instability effect.

In principle, the effects of third-order nonlinearity can
be eliminated by employing resonance locked inverse en-
gineering [45, 50]. To this end, a general parametriza-
tion with the phase a should be introduced, i.e., 1, —
e’ P 5 €3 g = e, From this, the condi-
tion for the resonance locking can be derived as

0 =6K,—2K,, A=2K,+Kn,—K). (3)
With the help of condition (3), the system of equa-
tions (2) becomes

ha = — QYm0+ Qothal,
i9hm = — 3+ Qo Y, (4)
i)y = Qo tha.

Now two optical fields €2y » are resonant with the transi-
tions |a) <> |m) and |m) < |t), respectively.

We further note that, in our model, the couplings of
both fields are nonlinear, which differs from Ref. [50],
where only the coupling of the first field is nonlinear.
In what follows, we demonstrate how the generalized
STIREP adapts to the system to compensate for the non-
linearities induced by these couplings. To this end, we



introduce two dynamical angles 6 and ¢ to parameterize
the state vector:

1, =c0s ¢ cos 0,

__,sin(b
Ym= Z\/ga (5)
¢t:_cos¢2s1n9'

Inserting this into Eqgs. (4) we can get

V3 [sin?0+4cos’h . 10tanf .
0=V bt - ,
12 cos? 6 cos? ¢ sin 2¢ cos 6
. ) (6)
Q 7\/3 0 ¢ tan
272 \sing coso |-

To ensure the desired atom-to-tetraatomic molecular
conversion, we apply boundary conditions: 0 < ¢ — 0
and 0+ 6 — /2, where the arrows to the left and right
signify the limits when ¢t — ¢; and t — ¢y, respectively.
The controlled parameters 6 and ¢ are chosen as

o(t) = %7 <tanh (%) +1> ,

dey/6(t) [Z—0(t
o6) = @) [ ()},

™

(7)

where e and 7 are constants. € = 0 enables the reg-
ulation of the transient population in the intermediate
state, while n 2 1 governs the final conversion efficiency.
It should be noted that n = 1 is prohibited in nonlinear
cases, whereas no such restriction exists in linear cases.

B. Result and Discussion

To demonstrate the validity of our procedure, we are
going to carry out numerical calculations on population
dynamics by employing the standard fourth-order Runge-
Kutta method.

Figure. 2(a) shows the time-dependent evolution of
Rabi frequencies used for the conversion of atoms to
tetraatomic molecules. In Fig. 2(b), we present the cor-
responding population dynamics. As anticipated, we
achieved an almost perfect conversion efficiency, while
maintaining a small transient population in the interme-
diate state during the interaction. Clearly, our method
has the potential to maintain the phase-space density of
ultracold mixtures, as a high conversion efficiency is es-
sential for this maintenance.

To better illustrate the advantages of our protocol, we
simulated its performance and compared it with that of
the conventional STIRAP protocol. This study is fea-
sible, because the transfer process we consider can be
viewed as an abstract three-level model. In our simula-
tions, the STIRAP process was implemented using a pair
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FIG. 2. (Color online) Rabi frequencies (left column) and

populations (left column) as a function of t. Adopted Param-
eters: n = 0.96,e¢ = 0.2.

of Gaussian pulses [60],

(t—tps)?

LSl )

prs = Q%,S exp[—

where T', tp s and Q9 ¢ denote the width, peak times and
peak strengths of the Gaussian pulses, respectively. The
Stokes pulse 2g is applied first to induce the transition
|m) < |t) and is followed by the pump pulse 2p, which
induces the transition |a) <> |m).

To ensure a fair comparison, both schemes are carried
out with the same evolution time, peak times, and peak
strengths. According to Fig. 3(a), we set tp = 1.727T,
ts = 0.006T, Q% = 27.7204/T, and Qf = 3.283/T, re-
spectively. Meanwhile, the robustness of both schemes
against Rabi frequency errors will be assessed. To this
end, we systematically modify the amplitudes of the orig-
inal Rabi frequencies while preserving their waveform
shapes, with specific adjustments defined as Q;p —
(I —=m) p and Qo5 — (1 —12)Qa,s, respectively.

Figure. 3(a) displays the time sequence of the Rabi
frequencies corresponding to our protocol and STIRAP.
It is obvious that, like the Gaussian waveform, the fields
used in our protocol are still sufficiently smooth. We plot
in Fig. 3(b) the conversion efficiency as a function of 7,
and 72. Here, the upper surface corresponds to our pro-
tocol, whereas the lower surface corresponds to STIRAP.
As it is observed, our protocol always performs better
than STIRAP throughout the whole range of error pa-
rameters. In addition, we stress that our protocol allows
for faster control over the conversion process. We demon-
strate this fact by plotting a curve of the conversion effi-
ciency of our protocol as a function of the evolution time
T, as depicted in Fig. 3(c). As it turns out, the higher



conversion efficiency can be achieved by shortening the
evolution time. This phenomenon aligns with the core
spirit of STA.

Further studies can reveal more properties of our pro-
tocol. In Fig. 4(a), by fixing Qs at its ideal value, we
present a contour plot of transfer efficiency against the
evolution time deviation d7" and the Rabi frequency de-
viation 0€);. As a comparison, we study in Fig. 4(b)
transfer efficiency against d7 and 6o, with Q; fixed
at its ideal value. It should be noted that the values
marked by the white dashed lines in these figures are
equal to the ideal value under the working condition
of no deviations; this value correspond exactly to the
end value of the red curve in Fig. 2(b), and its specific
value is 0.9899. It is observed that even for deviations
of [0T/T| = 1601 /1| = 16Q2/Qa| = 10%, the conversion
efficiencies remain remarkably close to the ideal value.
The results further demonstrate that the C-STIREP ex-
hibits high robustness with respect to imperfections in
operation.

The above calculations demonstrate that the robust-
ness and fast conversion of our protocol facilitate the
preparation of ultracold tetraatomic molecules. Never-
theless, it should be stressed that the resulting molecules
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FIG. 3. (Color online) (a) Rabi frequencies as functions of
t under the generalized STIREP and the STIRAP. The scal-
ing parameter x = 8.4437 normalizes the two fields to the
same magnitude; (b) Conversion efficiency as a function of
m and 12 under the (upper surface) generalized STIREP and
(lower surface) STIRAP protocols; (c) Conversion efficiency
as a function of 7" under the generalized STIREP; the loss
rates are set as v, = 1071 /T and . = 107*/T..
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FIG. 4. (Color online) (a) Contour plot showing conversion
efficiency versus 07 and 0€21, where Qg is fixed at its ideal
value without any deviations; (b) Contour plot showing con-
version efficiency versus 67" and §Q22, where ; is fixed at its
ideal value. Note that parameter deviations are implemented
on the basis of the original parameters in Fig. 2.

are usually energetically unstable [61], thereby making it
highly necessary from a practical standpoint to rapidly
transfer them to deeply-bound vibrational states. To this
end, we suggest a five-state chainwise-STIREP technique,
whose details will be further developed in the following

section.

IIT. GROUND-STATE MOLECULAR
POPULATION TRANSFER VIA C-STIREP

A. Model and Method

In this section, our goal is to generalize the STIREP
into multi-state system, with the motivation to trans-
fer the weakly-bound molecules into a sufficiently sta-
ble state. Inspired by the double-STIRAP transfer
scheme [16, 17], we restrict ourselves to a five-level
chainwise-coupled molecular condensate system. As pre-
sented in Fig. 5, all five molecular states are coupled in a
distorted M-type configuration, in which four fields with
Rabi frequencies Q;(i = 1,2,3,4) are applied to move



FIG. 5. (Color online) A schematic of coherent population
transfer from weakly- to deeply-bound molecules.

the molecules from a high vibrational level of the ground
electronic state |¢) (now relabeled as |1)) to a sufficiently
stable vibrational level of the ground electronic state |5).
In the entire transfer process, three intermediate states
are introduced to act as the “bridge”, where |3) is re-
garded as an intermediate vibrational level of ground
electronic state, |2) and |4) represent two vibrational lev-
els of the excited electronic state. To render this prob-
lem tractable, we shall analyze this problem under the
collisionless limit, as done in prior Refs. [18, 19, 62, 63].
Accordingly, the Hamiltonian of the system can be de-
scribed in the following form:

5 4
=2 i=1
The Heisenberg motional equation can be written as

i1j)1 - qu/}27
ithy = Qb1 + A b+ Qs
Z.1Z.)3:QQ1/)2+931/)47 (10)
itha = Qgtha + Aothy+ Qs
iths = Q).

For simplicity, we have assumed that A3 = A5 =0, and
Ay =A4=A. In what follows, we elaborate on how the
C-STIREP technique operates within the above system.
First, we postulate that A is the largest evolution fre-
quency [64, 65], A>Q;(:=1,2,3,4). In this limit, adi-
abatic elimination (AE) enables the derivation of an ef-
fective three-state model, which takes the form of

i1 = 1191 +wizts,
i)y = e291h3 +wizthy +wasts, (11)
)5 = e3305+wasbs.

In which, the effective Rabi frequencies are wi3 = —%
and wzs; = —QSAQ“; the effective detunings are €17 =

0?2 Q2+02 Q2 .
— A, €220 = —% and €33 = —3*, respectively. To con-

tinue, let us set €11 = €99 = €33 = &g, from which the
condition for the generalized resonance locking follows,

Q1 (t) = Qu(t) = /Q3(t) + Q2(t). (12)

By further performing the simple transformation ; =
w;eﬂ"f“t(jz 1,3,5), we can obtain

ity =wiathy,
iy =w1st) +wssYs, (13)
ity = wsstls,
in which
L VAL St S L VAT St SOV

A ) W35 = — A

Having obtaining the equivalent model (13), we imme-
diately parameterize the state vector as

1/1/1 =cos ¢ cos b,
Wy =—isin ¢, (15)
1/1; =—cos¢sinb,

The Rabi frequencies can be constructed as

w13 = 9.cot¢sin0+gz'5cos 0, (16)
wss = 0 cot ¢ cos f— @ sin 6.

In order to drive the state transfer of interest, we apply
boundary conditions 04 ¢—0,0< 60— /2.

Up to now, we have obtained the STIREP for the
equivalent system (13). In principle, by means of the
two fields given by Eq. (16), one could leverage the ad-
vantages of STIREP for achieving the desired popula-
tion transfer; however, it should be noted that such two-
photon transitions are likely to be challenging to induce
directly in practice. Thus, the remaining task is to engi-
neer physically feasible driving fields within the five-level
framework.

Now we are ready to design the modified Rabi frequen-
cies for the original system. Like Eq. (14), we impose the
following form on the two middle Rabi frequencies:

A ’ A '

Meanwhile, we invoke the resonance locking condi-
tion (12) to modify the remaining two Rabi frequencies:

Q= Q= /02 + 02 (18)

Solving Egs. (17) and (18), we thus obtain

A Alwiy i 2 Alwss :
Q=|—""5) , W=—o7"5]
wiztwss wiztwss (19)

Ql =Q4: [A2 (wf3+w§5)} i .

w13 = — w35 = —
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FIG. 6. (Color online) (a) The sequence of four Rabi fre-

quencies and (b) the population evolution of the five-state
molecular system under the C-STIRAP. Adopted parameters:
A=2500/T, 3=0.25m.

With the newly designed Rabi frequencies, we thereby
develop a five-state C-STIREP technique. It should be
noted that, to ensure the validity of this method, the
AE condition A > Q;(i =1,2,3,4) should still be satis-
fied [66].

B. Result and Discussion

Now we numerically investigate the coherent popula-
tion dynamics of the C-STIREP method. Unlike the
above (7), we demonstrate that the enhanced perfor-
mance of C-STIREP can also be achieved by using other
pulse shapes. As an example, we consider

o) =5 1~ cost 0]

7t 1 . 2«t 1 . Art

o(t) = T gsm(T) + ﬂsm( T ).

(20)

Once ¢ and 6 are determined, the effective Rabi frequen-
cies can be found according to Eq. (16).

Figure. 6(a) illustrates the Rabi frequencies required
to achieve the desired population transfer result. From
this figure, it can be observed that the first and fourth
Rabi frequencies not only exhibit the same temporal pro-
file and equal magnitudes, but also straddle the middle
two ones. They feature near-Gaussian profiles with suf-
ficient smoothness, thus posing no actual implementa-
tion challenges [67, 68]. The time evolution results from
the initial state |1) to the target state |5) is displayed in
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Fig. 6(b). It can be observed that a complete state trans-
fer can be achieved by employing four modified fields. A
high transfer efficiency is helpful to minimize the loss in
phase-space density when an ensemble of weakly-bound
molecules is transferred to the ground state. In addi-
tion, we note that, throughout the entire transfer pro-
cess, the intermediate state |3) receives some amount of
transient population, while the populations of the two
excited states are negligible. This process does not rely
on the existence of dark states; instead, we utilize the AE
protocol to achieve the stable decoupling of two excited
states from dynamics. Thus, although these two states
are prone to decaying out of the system, the transfer pro-
cess remains scarcely swayed by them.

Once a desired population transfer from |1) to |5) is
achieved, we would like to impose further conditions of
minimizing the amount of transient population that is
in |3) throughout the process. Since the dynamics of
the five-state system is equivalent to that of the reduced
three-state one, the transient population of the interme-
diate state |3) can be accurately derived as sin®¢. On
this basis, we may attempt to reduce the value of ¢ to
diminish the population of this state. We plot in Fig. 7(a)
the transient population of state |3) as a function of 3;
please note that all the other parameters are maintained
the same as those in Fig. 6. Clearly, the population of the
intermediate state |3) witnesses a substantial decrease as
the value of 8 is gradually reduced. However, the popu-
lation of this state never equals 0 since the limit of g — 0
cannot be achieved in practical scenarios [see Eqgs. (19)
and (20)]. From the preceding analysis, it can be con-
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FIG. 7. (Color online) (a) The transient population of state
|3) as a function of 8, where the other parameters are consis-
tent with those in Fig. 6; (b) The populations of state |3) and
state |5) as a function of T, where 3 is fixed at 0.17, and all
other parameters are consistent with those in Fig. 6.
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FIG. 8. (Color online) (a) Contour plot showing transfer effi-
ciency versus 6()1 and 6()47 where (2> and €23 are set to their
ideal values without any deviation; (b) Contour plot show-
ing transfer efficiency versus 5 and 5@3, where Q2 and Q3
passively vary according to condition (18). The parameter
deviations are implemented on the basis of the adopted pa-
rameters in Fig. 7(b).

cluded that the five-state transfer scheme offers an addi-
tional benefit over the three-state counterpart: the for-
mer only requires us to control the transient population
of the intermediate state |3), while the latter necessitates
the control of the short-lived excited state. Given that
the intermediate state |3) typically exhibits a sufficiently
long lifetime, even a small amount of transient popu-
lation within this state exerts a negligible influence on
the final transfer efficiency; in contrast, the transfer effi-
ciency of the three-state scheme is largely constrained by
the characteristics of its intermediate short-lived excited
state [69, 70].

Furthermore, we point out that the transient popu-
lation of the intermediate state |3) can be further re-
duced by leveraging the speed advantage of C-STIREP.
To verify this finding, we plot in Fig. 7(b) the variation of
populations of state |3) and state |5) with the evolution
time T. As can be seen from this figure, the proposed
method is capable of significantly shortening the pop-
ulation transfer time without deteriorating the transfer
efficiency. This interesting feature mitigates the inter-
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action duration between the system and its surrounding
environment, thereby enhancing the transfer efficiency
for practical applications.

Finally, we are going to perform the targeted numerical
simulations to verify the necessity of the condition (18).
Figure. 8(a) shows a contour plot of transfer efficiency
against the Rabi frequency deviations 69 and 694 when
Qs and Qg are fixed at their ideal values. Clearly, § =0
implies that an ideal operating condition is achieved;
d # 0 indicates that the condition (18) is violated. Ac-
cording to the results shown in this figure, any deviation
from the ideal condition results in a significant drop in
efficiency. In particular, when the deviation is relatively
large, the transfer efficiency will suffer a loss of around
10%. In addition, we observe that the deviations of {2
and 4 exert symmetric effects on the transfer efficiency.
This confirms that this condition is an indispensable pre-
requisite for obtaining high population transfer efficiency.
The transfer efficiency can remain at a high level if and
only if 27 =, and they should exactly match the ideal
value.

Figure. 8(b) presents a contour plot of the transfer
efficiency as a function of 6y and 5Q§ when condi-
tion (18) is fully satisfied. In this case, €; and Q4 will
passively vary with the other two ones. It is clear that
the transfer efficiency can keep at a high level, even when
the deviation of the Rabi frequency deviations within
[0€22 /| = [023 /3] = 10%. This result further demon-
strates the necessity of the condition (18).

IV. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOKS

To conclude, we present a theoretical formalism for the
formation of stable ultracold tetraatomic molecules. The
process begins with a mixture of ultracold atoms: first,
generalized nonlinear STIREP is employed to coherently
assemble atoms into tetraatomic molecules; subsequently,
to ensure the resulting molecules exhibit sufficient stabil-
ity, we propose that the C-STIREP technique be used
to transfer them to the stable ground state. Numerical
analyses show that the proposed two-step strategy en-
ables the production of stable ultracold molecules with
nearly ideal efficiency, while featuring excellent accelera-
bility and high robustness.

The main advantages of our work are organized as fol-
lows: (i) It paves a potential pathway for forming stable
ultracold tetraatomic molecules, and in principle, has the
potential to be extended to preparing larger polyatomic
molecular complexes [53]; (ii) Unlike traditional methods,
the adiabatic condition is released in our approach, thus
enabling fast speed and high efficiency. Additionally, the
transient populations of short-lived states can be effec-
tively suppressed without relying on the dark state; (iii)
Although the protocol follows the spirit of STA, it does
not introduce extra couplings, and the applied pulses
pose no actual implementation difficulties; (iv) Numer-
ous exact solutions support the achievement of predefined



goals, and the above-discussed examples (7) and (20) are
not exhaustive [71-74].

Finally, we point out that the tetraatomic molecule
preparation process suggested in this study aligns closely
with the standard procedure for diatomic molecule, with
both following the similar route of “first creating unsta-
ble molecular samples by assembling pre-cooled atom one
by one, and then converting them to sufficiently stable
ground state”. Inspired by the studies in Refs. [64, 75],
we will, in the future, commit to exploring a coherent
strategy that starts directly from ultracold atoms and
enables the robust, fast and efficient production of stable

viii

UPMs. This problem may be worth mentioning.
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