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Quantum beat spectroscopy of repulsive Bose polarons
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The physics of impurities in a bosonic quantum environment is a paradigmatic and challenging many-body
problem that remains to be understood in its full complexity. Here, this problem is investigated for impurities
with strong repulsive interactions based on Ramsey interferometry in a quantum degenerate gas of 3K atoms.
We observe an oscillatory signal that is consistent with a quantum beat between two co-existing coherent quasi-
particle states: the attractive and repulsive polarons. The interferometric signal allows us to extract the polaron
energies for a wide range of interaction strengths, complimenting earlier spectroscopic measurements. We fur-
thermore identify several dynamical regimes towards the formation of the Bose polaron in good agreement with
theory. Our results improve the understanding of quantum impurities interacting strongly with a bosonic envi-
ronment, and demonstrate how quasiparticles as well as short-lived non-equilibrium many-body states can be

probed using Ramsey interferometry.

As famously argued by Landau, a bare impurity particle
smoothly evolves into a quasiparticle as the interaction with a
surrounding quantum environment is adiabatically increased.
Whereas the concept of quasiparticles was originally devel-
oped to understand the motion of electrons in solids [1], it
now has a much broader scope and forms an incredibly suc-
cessful platform for understanding strongly interacting quan-
tum many-body systems [2—-6].

Ultracold quantum gas experiments have in recent years im-
proved our understanding of quasiparticles, as they allow one
to perform Landau’s gedanken experiment by tuning the in-
teraction strength between an impurity atom and a surround-
ing quantum gas. This has led to the observation of the
Fermi polaron [7-9], which is now well understood theo-
retically even for strong interactions [10]. Furthermore, its
non-equilibrium formation dynamics [11, 12] and mediated
interactions between two Fermi polarons [13] have been ob-
served. There is also strong experimental evidence for the
Bose polaron with an energy [14—17] and formation dynam-
ics [18, 19] that matches theoretical predictions well for at-
tractive interactions. For repulsive interactions, the spectro-
scopic measurements are generally complicated with broader
signals due to damping, the possible presence of few-body
bound states, and a many-body continuum. Except in the
perturbative regime [20, 21], there are indeed many differ-
ent theoretical predictions, reflecting the richness of the prob-
lem [22-33].

In this Letter, we use Ramsey interferometry to probe the
non-equilibrium dynamics of impurities in a weakly inter-
acting Bose-FEinstein condensate (BEC) for repulsive interac-
tions. The underlying method is illustrated in Fig. 1. We ob-
serve a fast initial decay and a revival in the amplitude of the
oscillatory interferometric signal. This revival corresponds to
a quantum beat, indicating the presence of two states, which
we refer to as the repulsive and attractive branches. The inter-
ferometric measurements allow for a characterization of the
energy of these branches as a function of interaction strength.
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FIG. 1. Illustration of the employed Ramsey interferometry method
and a simplified energy landscape of the system as a function of in-
verse interaction strength 1/(k,a). A first radio frequency (rf) pulse
(black arrow) is applied to a Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC) in the
initial electronic state |1) (blue dots), which generates a small admix-
ture in the impurity state |2) (red dots). Its interaction with the back-
ground BEC results in attractive and repulsive Bose polaron branches
(green lines). A second rf pulse closes the interferometric sequence.
The presence of two polaronic branches leads to the observation of a
beat signal in the amplitude of the oscillatory interferometer output.

Based on the initial decay, several non-equilibrium dynamical
regimes are identified and explained theoretically. These in-
terferometric results provide valuable information on impurity
dynamics and the energy of the Bose polaron for strong and
repulsive interactions, complimenting previous spectroscopic
measurements [14, 17].

The experiment is performed with 3K atoms in an opti-
cal dipole trap [34] and follows the same procedure as the in-
vestigations for attractive impurity-medium interactions [18].
The medium is a BEC in the |F = 1,mp =—1) = |1) hy-
perfine state, where F' and mp denote the total angular mo-



mentum quantum number and its projection, respectively.
The |F = 1,mp = 0) = |2) hyperfine state constitutes the im-
purity state. The interaction between atoms in these two
states is characterized by the scattering length, a, which
can be controlled with a magnetic Feshbach resonance at
113.8G [35, 36]. As a result, the interaction strength k,a can
be tuned at will from attractive, k,a < 0, to repulsive, k,a > 0,
interactions, where k, = (6%np)'/3 is determined by the av-
erage density, np, of the BEC. The typical energy scale of the
system is given by E, = h’k2/(2m), with the mass m of °K,
which also provides the characteristic timescale t, = h/E,,.

The interferometric sequence is initiated by a radio fre-
quency (rf) pulse on resonance with the atomic transition be-
tween the |1) and |2) states [37], which produces a small 5%
coherent admixture of the impurity state. Subsequently, the
system evolves at the chosen interaction strength k,a for a
variable time, ¢, until a second rf pulse with a variable phase
¢ between —7 and 7 is applied. We extract the signal from
the loss of atoms due to three-body recombination, involv-
ing two condensate atoms and one impurity. The final num-
ber of atoms in the BEC has a sinusoidal dependence on
the phase of the second rf pulse, which we parametrize as
N(9)=Ny— < cos(¢ — ¢). The normalized coherence func-
tion is then given by, C(t) = |.<7(t) /.27 (0)] €'%"), which cor-
responds to the time-dependent Green’s function of the im-
purity, G(t) = —iC(t) = —i (¥c| é(¢)¢7(0) [¥pEc), with the
state of the BEC |Wggc), and the creation operator for the im-
purity, &' [12, 18].

The observed coherence amplitude and phase evolution are
shown in Fig. 2 for three interaction strengths on the repulsive
side of the resonance, displaying a number of striking fea-
tures. The coherence amplitude shows a fast initial decay and
a clear revival for intermediate and weak interaction strengths
in Figs. 2 (c) and 2 (e). The phase initially increases and then
reverses on a characteristic timescale, in Fig. 2 (d), indicating
the crossover between different dynamical regimes.

Importantly, the dynamics entails the population of a con-
tinuum of states, which together with decoherence effects in
the system, leads to a decrease in the coherence amplitude. On
top of this, the energy difference between the attractive and re-
pulsive branches (see Fig. 1) leads to a quantum beat signal.
In the following, the results shown in Fig. 2 are discussed in
detail, and the energies of the attractive and repulsive branches
are inferred from the signal.

Theoretically, the coherence function can be obtained from
a Fourier transform of the spectral function. At short times,
an expansion in orders of 7/#, yields
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valid for times ¢ < t, = ma®/h. The second term is a con-
sequence of unitarity-limited two-body interactions [39] with
the universal constant k3, = 16/ (973/2) [18, 40]. The third
term is an approximate second-order correction with k, =

(Zg (Eg/En)2 /274/(37tkn|a|)>, which takes the attractive

polaron with energy E, and residue Zg, as well as the high-
frequency tail of the spectral function [19] into account.

The measured coherence function in Figs. 2 (a) and 2 (b) for
strong repulsive interactions 1/(k,a) = 0.4 indeed agrees well
with Eq. (1) at short times. We are, thus, able to quantitatively
account for both the fast initial decay of the coherence ampli-
tude as well as the initial positive phase evolution [41]. At in-
termediate interaction strengths of 1/(k,a) = 0.7 in Figs. 2 (c)
and 2 (d), similarly good agreement is obtained for short
times, showing the presence of a universal regime, where
Eq. (1) is valid, also in this case. For weak interactions at
1/(kya) = 1.5, shown in Figs. 2 (e) and 2 (f), the universal
regime contains only a few data points, since z, = 0.21,,.

For intermediate to weak interactions, the attractive polaron
state lies close to the molecular state, whose energy to first or-
der is given by —%?/ma®. Therefore, the quantum beat signal
between the two branches enters the dynamics on the same
timescale, 7, = ma® /h, as the system exits the unitarity-limited
regime [38]. As a result, we expect a dynamical regime de-
scribed by weak coupling dynamics superimposed with quan-
tum beats after t = 7, which is qualitatively different from the
case of attractive interactions, 1/(k,a) < 0, where no beating
is observed. The weak coupling dynamics is to a good ap-
proximation described by

C@t)= o iEmit /B = (140)(t /1) @)

In this case the dynamics is governed by the mean-field phase

evolution with E,s = @, and the coherence decays on an
interaction strength dependent timescale t,, = 32"7’24 [42],

nhnga
following a stretched-exponential form.

For longer times, the measured coherence amplitude and
phase in Figs. 2 (c) and 2 (d) both agree well with this predic-
tion, without, however, capturing the crossover from the ini-
tial dynamics or the beat signal. This is expected since Eq. (2)
does not include the low-lying attractive polaron branch.

To examine the crossover in detail, the associated crossover
time is extracted from the coherence phase [43]. We pin-
point the time at which the experimentally extracted coher-
ence phase becomes closer to the result of Eq. (2) rather than
Eq. (1). The crossover time is identified with the time between
this and the previous data point. The extracted times are pre-
sented in Fig. 3, along with the expected dynamical regimes.
The extracted crossover timescale is in very good agreement
with the transition between unitarity-limited dynamics (blue
region) and weak-coupling beating dynamics (orange region),
set by the timescale t, = ma? /fi for 1/(kya) > 0.5. This shows
the existence of universal behavior at short times for all inter-
action strengths, extending the result in Ref. [18] to repulsive
interactions.

For strong interactions, there is no regime where Eq. (2) is
accurate. Instead, the short-time unitarity-limited dynamics
given by Eq. (1) is expected to transition directly to many-
body dynamics for later times, consistent with the case of
strong attractive interactions [18]. Theoretically, it is expected
that the repulsive polaron eventually dampens out, resulting
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FIG. 2. Impurity dynamics at three characteristic interaction strengths. The coherence function is given for (a,b) strong 1/(k,a) = 0.4, (c,d)
intermediate 1/(k,a) = 0.7, and (c,f) weak 1/(k,a) = 1.5 interaction strengths. For comparison, theoretical results for the unitarity-limited case
in Eq. (1) (blue dashed line) and for weak two-body interaction Eq. (2) (green dash-dotted line) are shown, without any free fitting parameters.
Additional decoherence effects in the system due to three-body losses and the inhomogeneous density distribution, beyond Egs. (1) and (2),

are accounted for in the theoretical description [38].
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FIG. 3. Dynamics of impurity evolution for repulsive interactions.
The characteristic dynamical regimes are indicated as a function of
inverse interaction strength 1/(k,a) and evolution time ¢ /#,. The ex-
perimentally extracted crossover times (blue dots) indicate the tran-
sition from universal (blue region) to weak coupling and beating dy-
namics (orange region). For strong interactions and long times, the
repulsive polaron decays, and the system is expected to transition
into another dynamical regime (yellow region), in which the attrac-
tive polaron dominates the dynamics.

in the attractive polaron dominating the dynamics, at which
point the system enters a new dynamical regime (Fig. 3 yel-
low region). Experimentally, however, we did not observe
signatures of this crossover. This is expected, since we the-
oretically observe that trap-induced density inhomogeneities
significantly delay the crossover [38].

We now turn to analyze the quantum beat signal, clearly
visible in Figs. 2 (c) and 2 (e), and present throughout the or-
ange region in Fig. 3. Importantly, such a signal is not present
for attractive interactions of 1/(k,a) < 0, but a similar feature

was observed in interferometric investigations of the Fermi
polaron [12]. In close analogy, the signal stems from the quan-
tum interference of the repulsive and attractive branches, as
demonstrated in the following. We apply a phenomenological
model for the coherence function,
C(t) _ Zg e—iEgt/h +Zre_iE”/he_r”/2. 3)

This describes two states; a ground state at energy Eg, and a
damped excited state with energy E, > E, and damping rate
I}, corresponding to the attractive and the repulsive polarons
with residues Z, and Z,, respectively. This implies two main
features of the coherence function for weak-coupling beating
dynamics. The slope of the phase corresponds to the energy
of the repulsive branch since it is expected to have the largest
residue, i.e. §c ~ —E,¢/h. In addition, the squared amplitude
of the coherence function contains a sinusoidal oscillation at a
frequency corresponding to the energy difference between the
two branches.

Based on this approach, the experimental coherence ampli-
tude squared and phase are fitted with the functions

61> =Ae™"/ coswt +Be '/,
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This corresponds to the modulus squared of Eq. (3) with an
additional exponential decay of the oscillation amplitude to
model three-body decay and other loss mechanisms. The en-
ergy difference can be extracted from the fitting parameters
as E, — E, = fiw. An example of the coherence amplitude fit
is shown in the inset of Fig. 2 (e). Generally, a single beat
is resolved, due to the decoherence effects and losses in the
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FIG. 4. Energies of the repulsive and attractive branches as a func-
tion of the inverse interaction strength. The measured energies are
shown as gray points and the result of our diagrammatic calculation
is indicated by green dashed lines [38]. (top panel) The repulsive
branch energies lie clearly above the simple mean-field expectation
(black dash-dotted line) and agree with a quantum Monte-Carlo pre-
diction [17] (yellow dashed line, diamonds). (bottom panel) The at-
tractive branch energies do not allow for a distinction between the
diagrammatic result and the molecular energy (red line).

experiment discussed above [38]. Furthermore, the repulsive
branch is expected to be damped, such that the beat signal,
even in an ideal setting, attenuates in time.

Additionally, the fit directly yields the energy of the repul-
sive branch, E, = iiB,. This technique, however, can only
be used when the phase evolution shows a linear evolution
for long times. This is the case for the phase evolution in
Fig. 2 (f) but not for Fig. 2 (d), where the last data point
shows an increase. This limits our analysis to 1/(k,a) > 0.85.
To avoid the influence of the unitary regime, the linear fit
is, additionally, restricted to ¢t > ¢,. Figure 4 (upper panel)
shows the obtained energies for the repulsive branch for this
range of interaction strengths. These energies lie consistently
higher than the simple mean-field expectation and agree with
a Monte-Carlo prediction [17]. Moreover, they lie systemat-
ically higher than our diagrammatic calculation based on the
ladder approximation [38].

Based on these results, the energy of the attractive branch
is obtained by subtracting the extracted energy difference
from the repulsive branch energy E, = E, — i as shown in
Fig. 4 (lower panel). The energies agree with both the attrac-
tive polaron energy, obtained from diagrammatic calculations,

and the molecular energy with an effective range given by the
Van der Waals length of our medium, R* = 60qq [14, 38]. Ex-
perimentally, we cannot distinguish between these two results.
However, the rf response of the molecular state is expected to
be very small compared to the attractive polaron state, as has
been previously measured for the Fermi polaron [8]. In par-
ticular, since the molecular state does not have a plane wave
component, we expect such a signal to scale with the density
of generated impurities. This is indeed much weaker than the
response from the attractive polaron state scaling with the den-
sity of the entire BEC. With this in mind, the above agreement
confirms our interpretation of the beat signal arising from an
interference between the two polaron states. Furthermore, the
simple linear fitting for the repulsive branch energy yields a
robust measurement beyond the accuracy obtained spectro-
scopically [14]. Note that we see no evidence of the recently
predicted presence of meta-stable states at intermediate ener-
gies between the two branches [33].

In conclusion, we have performed Ramsey interferometry
on a BEC of ¥K to investigate the physics of Bose polarons
in a wide range of repulsive interactions. The observed
quantum beat signal is consistent with a repulsive and attrac-
tive quasiparticle branch that form and exist in a coherent
superposition. From the beat frequency and the slope of the
coherence phase, we determine the energy of these branches.
The repulsive branch lies systematically above the simple
mean-field expectation and agrees well with quantum Monte-
Carlo calculations [17]. Furthermore, the initial dynamics is
seen to agree very well with the exact unitarity-limited behav-
ior with the non-analytical time-dependence of 32 [18, 40],
and the crossover to a weak-coupling regime closely follows
the expected ¢ = ma®/h behavior for 1/(k,a) > 0.5. At
even stronger interactions of 1/(k,a) < 0.5, the dynamics
follows the unitarity-limited behavior for long times. This,
along with the quantitative discrepancy from the diagram-
matic calculations, calls for further theoretical analyses,
especially at intermediate to strong repulsive interactions of
0<1/(kna) < 1.
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[43] The beat signal has a very minor impact on the coherence
phase at short times [38], consistent with the good agreement
in Fig. 2(d).
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SI. EXPERIMENTAL DATA ANALYSIS
A. Extracted energy differences

The quantum beat signal observed for the coherence amplitude in the main manuscript was fitted with a phenomenological
model and the energy difference between the repulsive and attractive branches was extracted. In combination with the linear fit
of the phase evolution, this was used to find the energy of the attractive and repulsive branches.

Figure S1 shows all extracted energy differences as a function of the inverse interaction strength. Additional energy differences
at high interaction strengths are included, where the linear fit of the phase evolution fails but a quantum beat is still observed
in the coherence amplitude, as is the case for 1/k,a = 0.7 in Fig. 2 (c) and (d) in the main manuscript. The extracted energy
differences show a general increase from strong to weak interactions, which is primarily due to the large negative energy of
the attractive branch. For large interaction strengths and consequently small values of 1/(k,a) < 0.7, no quantum beat signals
are observed. We attribute this to the rapid damping of the repulsive polaron along with the universal decay of the coherence
function and rapid decoherence processes in our experiment.

AE/E,

1/k,a

FIG. S1. Energy differences. Energy differences between the attractive and repulsive branches extracted from the beat signal in the coher-
ence amplitude (gray points). For comparison, the energy difference between the attractive and repulsive polaron energy obtained from the
diagrammatic calculation in Sec. SII B (green dashed line) is shown. Moreover, the energy difference between the mean-field energy and the
molecular energy (red line) is indicated.

Figure S1 also compares the data with, the energy difference between the attractive and repulsive polaron energy calculated
in Sec. SIIB and with the energy difference between the mean-field energy and the molecular energy. The data is in good
agreement with both predictions but does not allow for a distinction between them.

B. Decoherence from impurity losses

The loss of impurity atoms leads to faster decoherence of the system and is mainly caused by three-body losses with medium
atoms, which has to be accounted for. The lifetime of impurity atoms was previously investigated for attractive interactions
between the impurity and the medium [1] and the same approach is used here for repulsive interactions. In brief, the experimental
sequence starts with a Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC) in the |F = 1,mp = —1) medium state. An initial radio frequency pulse
produces a 10% admixture in the |F = 1,mp = 0) impurity state. In the following evolution, impurity atoms are predominantly



lost due to three body collisions, where two medium atoms are lost for each impurity atom. After a variable wait time the
remaining impurities are transferred to the |F = 1,mp = 1) state using a 7-pulse. In this state the impurity atoms are quickly
lost due to two-body collisions with |F = 1,mp = —1) atoms. The final atom number in the |F = 1,mp = —1) state is then
observed as a function of the waiting time for various interaction strengths. Since the two loss processes lead to a different
number of lost medium atoms, this sequence allows for a measurement of the impurity lifetime by measuring the number of
medium atoms. An exponential fit of the form ~ exp(—IToss?) is applied for each data set, to extract the loss rate I'joss. The
observed loss rates for repulsive interactions (green points) are shown as a function of inverse interaction strength in Fig. S2.
For comparison, Fig. S2 also includes the previously measured loss rates for attractive interactions (red points) [1]. An empirical
fit of the form, fB; + B, exp(Bs/kqa) was performed to extract the loss rate at arbitrary interaction strengths. The theoretically
calculated coherence function is then modified according to C(z) — C(¢) exp(—Tjosst), before comparison with the experimental
results in Fig. 2 of the main manuscript.
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FIG. S2. Loss rates. Measured loss rates of impurity atoms embedded in a Bose-Einstein condensate as a function of the inverse interaction
strength. The measured loss rates for repulsive interactions (green points) are shown together with previous experimental data for attractive
interactions [1] (red points). The solid lines indicate fits to the data (see text).

C. Decoherence from density inhomogeneity

The harmonic trap used in the experiment leads to an inhomogeneous density distribution of the atomic clouds. This causes
additional decoherence of the system since the impurities at high medium density at the center of the cloud evolve differently
compared to those at the edge.

It is therefore necessary to perform a local density approximation of the theoretical coherence function [1]. This corresponds
to an integration of the coherence function over its density dependent terms according to
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in the Thomas-Fermi approximation. The theoretically calculated coherence function is then modified according to C(t) —
(C(t)), for comparison with the experimental results in Fig. 2 of the main manuscript.

SII. THEORETICAL ANALYSIS
A. Exact short-time dynamics at weak coupling

Here, we derive the exact short-time dynamics for repulsive interactions at weak coupling 1/k,a > 1. The analysis is similar
to the one described in the Supplementary Material of ref. [1]. The coherence dynamics is in general calculated from the Fourier



transformation of the zero momentum spectral function, C(t) = [**dwe " A(®) /2m. We may decompose this as
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In refs. [1, 2] it is shown that [~ tee g;’ WA (@) < 4mhag/m, where ap is the medium-medium scattering length. Hence, this term
can safely be omitted. The second term was determined from the exact high-frequency tail of the spectral function [2] to yield

the contribution
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with t, = ma® /K, and T'(v,x) = [ dss'~'e® the upper incomplete gamma function. The third term in Eq. (S2) can be omitted
only at times shorter than //|E,|, where E, is the energy of the attractive polaron. For 1/k,a < —1, this coincides with the
mean field timescale, whereas at unitarity £, ~ —E,, such that C(t) = 1+ Cyii () up to times of order #,. For positive scattering
lengths, the attractive polaron, however, eventually approaches the energy E,, = —h?/ma? of a universal Feshbach molecule.
Since the associated timescale of this state coincides with z,, /i/|E,,;| = t,, it will have a considerable contribution for times ¢ > 7.
At weak coupling, this may be evaluated exactly, because the ladder approximation in this limit provides the correct perturbative

description. In particular, as the energy approaches E,, = —h?/ma?, the residue can be computed from the expression [3]
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In this regime, A(®) = 2nZ,6(®w — E,, /1) for @ < 0. As a result, the third term in Eq. (S2) at weak coupling is given by
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The total short-time coherence function is then
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For t < t,, this yields the same unitarity-limited behavior as for negative scattering lengths,

‘ 32
c=1-(1-k () )

with k3, = 16/ (977:3/ 2). On the other hand, the dynamics for times > ¢, is now qualitatively different from the one found for
negative scattering lengths. In particular, comparing Eq. (S6) to the weak coupling behavior
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m in Fig. S3 demonstrates that the full dynamics shows oscillations around the behavior described by Eq. (S8)
B

at a frequency given by 1/t, = h/ma?*. The modification of the coherence phase is, however, seen to be minor.

with ¢, =

B. Polaron energies in the ladder approximation

Here, we briefly outline the calculation of the attractive and repulsive polaron energies in the ladder approximation [4]. In
the experiment, the medium-medium scattering length is k,ap >~ 0.01. We, therefore, assume that the relevant physics can be
explained by assuming an ideal BEC. The impurity Green’s function G~ (@) = @ +in — £(®) (evaluated at zero momentum
and equal masses), is expressed in terms of the self-energy X(®), which in the ladder approximation may additionally be written
as X(w) = np.7 (). Here,

(89)
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FIG. S3. Short-time dynamics at weak coupling. The coherence amplitude (a), (b) and phase (c), (d) at indicated interaction strengths. The
blue line describes unitary behavior valid for ¢ < 7, (Eq. (S7)), the green line is described by Eq. (S8), while the full dynamics in red is
described by Eq. (S6).

is the .7 -matrix, and 1/d(®) = 1/a+ R*m includes the effect of the finite range parameter R* [5]. For the Feshbach resonance
in question the range parameter is estimated to be R* = 60ag [6]. We find this to be important to quantitatively capture the
attractive polaron energy in the regime 1/k,a > 0.5. Finally, II(®) = —im?? (@ +in)'/? /(4wh’/?) is the pair propagator, and n
is a positive infinitesimal. The attractive polaron energy is then determined by the equation E, /i = £(E,/h), while the repulsive
polaron energy satisfies E,/h = Re[X(E,/h)] for E, > 0. We find that these equations can equivalently be expressed as
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Using k,R* =~ 0.06, the numerical solution of these equations leads to the results in Fig. 4 of the main text.

C. Phase evolution with and without trap averaging

Using the ladder approximation, we, here, provide strong theoretical evidence that the initial evolution of the coherence phase
follows the repulsive polaron energy. We also show that trap averaging leads to a severe delay or even prevention of the crossover
into the dynamical regime dominated by attractive polaron dynamics.

The coherence function is calculated as the Fourier transform of the zero momentum spectral function, C(t) = [ dwe "' A(®) /2.
The spectral function A(®) = —2ImG(®) is evaluated within the ladder approximation described in the previous subsection. In
particular, G~ (@) = ® + in — Z(), is evaluated from the self-energy
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In Fig. S4, we show the resulting phase evolution @¢(7) = arg(C(¢)). This is shown both for a homogeneous system and
in a harmonic trap. For the latter, we use a local density approximation to evaluate the trap-averaged coherence function

(C@)) = % 1° dn% 1-— %C (n,t), as described previously in Sec. SIC. The key insights of this calculations are the follow-

ing. (1) The initial behavior of the phase follows the one corresponding to the repulsive polaron: —iE,t/k, and not the mean-field



energy. This is also the case for the system in a trap. Experimentally, this allows us to extract the repulsive polaron energy from
the short-time linear slope of the phase. (2) For a homogeneous system, as the repulsive polaron dampens out, the phase rapidly
switches behavior and starts following the attractive polaron phase evolution —iEst/h. (3) In the harmonic trap, this crossover
is either severely delayed as in Fig. S4(right), or entirely washed out as in Fig. S4(left).

We find, however, that the ladder approximation does not quantitatively describe the phase evolution. It seems to overestimate
the overall amplitude of the beat signal between the repulsive and attractive polarons. Furthermore, the repulsive polaron energies
extracted in the experiment lie systematically above the ones found in the ladder approximation.
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FIG. S4. Phase evolution in the ladder approximation. The coherence phase is shown for two indicated interaction strengths for a homoge-
neous system (red line) as well as in a harmonic trap (black line). We also show the phase evolution corresponding to repulsive and attractive
polarons (blue and green lines, respectively), as well as the mean field phase evolution in grey.
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