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Abstract In this study, we investigate atom–dimer scattering within the frame-
work of hyperspherical coordinates. The coupled-channel Schrödinger equation
is solved using the R-matrix propagation technique combined with the smooth
variable discretization method. In the matching procedure, the asymptotic wave
functions are expressed in the rotated Jacobi coordinates. We apply this approach
to the elastic scattering 3He(T↑) + 4He2 and H↑ +LiH↑ processes for testing. The
convergence of the scattering length as a function of the propagation distance is
studied. We find that the method is reliable and can provide considerable savings
over previous propagators, so it is suitable for solving the atom–dimer scatter-
ing problem for important quantities such as the phase shift, cross section and
scattering length.

1 Introduction

Studies of three-body collision processes have attracted tremendous attention due
to their substantial relevance in the rapidly growing field of cold and ultracold
atomic gases [1,2,3,4]. In such systems, elastic atom–molecule collisions are cru-
cial for determining the dynamics of ultracold atom–molecule mixtures at the
mean field level, and inelastic atom–molecule collisions have a large impact on the
lifetime of Feshbach molecules.

Weakly attracted three-body systems such as helium trimer and mixed 4He-
4He-A (A is another atom) systems are very interesting and important as they
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give us an opportunity to study the Efimov states in the realistic systems [5,6,
7]. Interest in the Efimov states and other universal binding properties of such
systems has been significantly investigated, and giant Efimov trimer has been
detected in helium gas [8]. The scattering processes at ultralow energies are even
more interesting due to their relevance for the lifetime and stability of gas samples.
A few works have addressed the ultracold atom–molecule problem in these realistic
systems. For instance, ultracold collisions of 3,4He atoms with 4He2 have been
studied within the adiabatic hyperspherical representation by Refs. [9,10]. The
Faddeev differential equations have also been extensively used in these systems [11,
12,13]. In addition to the well-studied elastic 4He(3He)+4He2 scattering, the spin-
stretched case of H atom scattering from XH (X is an alkali atom) has been
investigated using the method of hyperspherical coordinates [10]. Recently, atom–
dimer exchanges and dissociation reaction rates have been predicted for different
combinations of two 4He atoms and one of the alkaline species among 6Li, 7Li,
and 23Na using the Faddeev formalism [14]. On the other hand, it is known that
there exist many similarities between spin-polarized tritium (T↑) and 4He atoms.
The bulk T↑ remains liquid in the limit of zero temperature and behaves much like
liquid 4He and therefore constitutes a second example of a bosonic superfluid. The
bound states of mixed T↑4He2 clusters were studied in Refs. [15,16,17] and were
found to possess one weakly bound state, which is by far the most weakly bound
system. For this system, no scattering observables are available in the literature,
which is of fundamental importance for current experiments.

The hyperspherical adiabatic (HA) expansion method has been proven to be
an efficient tool in studying few-atom systems [18]. For bound states, HA expan-
sion shows particularly fast convergence for atom–atom interactions [7,19,6,20].
On the other hand, the method has also been extensively used to describe few-
atom systems in the ultracold collision regime [1,9,10]. The convergence problem
of the HA method appears for scattering states, particularly in the description of
ultracold atom–dimer collisions. Since the asymptotic structure for atom–dimer
scattering is that one particle moves relative to the center of mass of the two-
body bound system, the correct boundary condition for the structure with the HA
basis is achieved only at ρ → ∞, which requires a very large number of hyperra-
dial functions in the solutions and long-range propagation [21]. To overcome the
convergence problem, Refs. [21,22,23] introduced a method to compute the phase
shift from two integral relations that involve only the internal part of the wave
function. The convergence of the procedure has been demonstrated to be as fast
as for bound states.

An alternative method for addressing this problem is using asymptotic solu-
tions expressed in Jacobi coordinates. This idea has been applied to treat rear-
rangement collisions by several quantum chemistry groups since 1980 [24]. In the
calculations of Refs. [25,26,27], the probabilities were found to exhibit no oscilla-
tions as a function of the matching distance. Then, in treating the collision-induced
dissociation problem, Refs. [28,29] used a mixed boundary condition scheme, in
which the asymptotic bound solutions were expressed in Jacobi coordinates and the
continuum solutions were expressed in hyperspherical coordinates. This method
significantly decreases the amplitude of the oscillations and improves the conver-
gence as a function of the distance. In atomic physics, the hyperspherical close-
coupling method, which uses Jacobi asymptotic solutions, has been used to calcu-
late the elastic and positronium formation cross section for electron and positron
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collisions with atomic hydrogen [30,31,32] and to study the photoionization cross
section spectra of the two-electron system [33,34]. Zhao et al. [35] also used the
hyperspherical close-coupling method to investigate the charge transfer process
A++B → A+B+. In the calculations of the low-energy collision of Coulomb three-
body systems, Refs. [36,24] used the hyperspherical elliptic coordinates method.
Their two-dimensional matching procedure also used the asymptotic wave func-
tion expressed in the mass-scaled Jacobi coordinates. For the ultracold atom–dimer
elastic scattering, the collision quantities reach the threshold regime only at col-
lision energies at the nk level, leading to longer propagation than in the systems
described above. Thus, there is a great need to project numerical wave functions
onto asymptotic solutions expressed in Jacobi coordinates to study the ultracold
atom–dimer scattering process.

In this work, we present an efficient method for investigating atom–dimer
scattering within the framework of hyperspherical coordinates. The nonadiabatic
coupling between the hyperradius and hyperangular variables is treated with the
slow-variable discretization (SVD) method [37] in combination with the R-matrix
propagation technique [38,39]. In the matching procedure, the asymptotic wave
functions are expressed in the rotated Jacobi coordinates. We perform test calcu-
lations on the 3He + 4He2 and H↑ + H↑Li systems, which represent two different
kinds of asymptotic structures. The two systems have been studied previously
with the asymptotic wave function expressed in the hyperspherical coordinates,
and the propagation distance is at least 5000 a.u. [10]. Thus, these systems are
good examples to illustrate our new approach. We also investigate the T↑ + 4He2
elastic scattering in JΠ = 0+ symmetries and provide the scattering length value
for T↑ atom scattering from the 4He2 dimer.

The organization of this paper is as follows: Sec. II describes the theoretical
approach. In Sec. III, we discuss the results and analyses of the systems under
study. Finally, we conclude and summarize our work in Sec. IV.

2 Theoretical formalism

In this work, we consider a process where a particle hits a bound two-body system.
We assume the incident energy to be below the breakup threshold for the three
particles, and only the channels approaching the two-body bound state need to be
considered.

We use mτ (τ=A, B, C) to represent the mass of three atoms and use xτ to
represent the column vector relative to the origin. In the center-of-mass frame, six
coordinates are needed to describe the three-particle system. The Jacobi coordi-
nates describing the relative motion are defined as

ρ2τ = xτ − mτ+1xτ+1+mτ+2xτ+2

mτ+1+mτ+2
,

ρ1τ = xτ+2 − xτ+1,
(1)

where τ, τ +1, τ +2 are any cyclic permutations of A, B, and C. This is illustrated
in Fig. 1. In addition, ξ1τ and ξ2τ are the corresponding mass-scaled Jacobi coor-
dinates:

ξ2τ =

√
µ2

µ
ρ2τ , ξ1τ =

√
µ1

µ
ρ1τ , (2)
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Fig. 1 Three sets of Jacobi coordinate vectors.

where µ1 =
mτ+1mτ+2

mτ+1+mτ+2
, µ2 =

mτ (mτ+1mτ+2)
mτ+mτ+1+mτ+2

and µ =
[

mτmτ+1mτ+2

mτ+mτ+1+mτ+2

]1/2
. Dif-

ferent sets of mass-scaled Jacobi coordinates can be transformed through kinematic
rotations: (

ξ2τ+1

ξ1τ+1

)
= T

(
ξ2τ
ξ1τ

)
, (3)

where

T (χτ+1,τ ) =

(
cos (χτ+1,τ )1 sin (χτ+1,τ )1
− sin (χτ+1,τ )1 cos (χτ+1,τ )1

)
(4)

is a 6× 6 matrix and 1 is the 3× 3 unit matrix. The kinematic angles χτ+1,τ are
negative and obtuse, revealing the mass of three particles:

cosχτ+1,τ = − µ
dτdτ+1mτ+2

,

sinχτ+1,τ = − 1
dτdτ+1

,
(5)

where dτ =
[
mτ

µ

(
1− mτ

mτ+mτ+1+mτ+2

)]1/2
is a scaling factor.

Delves hyperspherical coordinates can be defined in any set of mass-scaled
Jacobi coordinates. In this work, hyperspherical coordinates are defined in the
A-set (τ = A) mass-scaled Jacobi coordinates, where two identical atoms are
connected through the Jacobi vector ~ρ1. We denote the angle between ~ρ1 and
~ρ2 as θ. The channel functions are symmetric with respect to the θ direction
in this definition. After separation of the center of the mass motion, three of
the six coordinates are taken to be the Euler angles—α, β, and γ—that specify
the orientation of the body-fixed frame relative to the space-fixed frame. The
remaining degrees of freedom can be represented by the hyperradius R and the
two hyperangles θ and φ, which are defined as [18]

µR = µ1ρ
2
1 + µ2ρ

2
2 (6)

and

tanφ =

√
µ2

µ1

ρ2
ρ1
, 0 ≤ φ ≤ π

2
, (7)

respectively. R is the only coordinate with the dimension of length, which rep-
resents the size of the three-body system. Here, θ, φ and the three Euler angles
(α, β, γ) can be collectively represented by Ω [Ω ≡ (θ, φ, α, β, γ)]. In our method,
wave functions are expanded in the body frame xyz, where ~ρ2 lies along the ~z-axis
and the three particles lie on the xz plane.
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We introduce the reduced wave function ψυ′(R;Ω) = Ψυ′(R;Ω)R5/2 sinφ cosφ,
and the Schrödinger equation is of the form:[

− 1

2µ

d2

dR2
+

(
Λ2 − 1

4

2µR2
+ V (R; θ, φ)

)]
ψυ′(R;Ω) = Eψυ′(R;Ω) , (8)

where Λ2 is the squared “grand angular momentum operator”, whose expression
is given in Ref. [18]. The three-body interaction V (R; θ, φ) in Eq.(8) is taken to be
a sum of the three pairwise two-body interactions.

Equation (8) is solved in the hyperspherical adiabatic representation. Similar to
the usual adiabatic approximation, the hyperspherical adiabatic potentials Uν(R)
and channel functions Φν(R;Ω) are defined as solutions of the following adiabatic
eigenvalue problem:(

Λ2 − 1
4

2µR2
+ V (R; θ, φ)

)
Φν(R;Ω) = Uν(R)Φν(R;Ω) . (9)

We define the normalized and symmetrized D-functions associated with our
choice of the body frame:

D̃JΠIM (α, β, γ) =
1

4π

√
2J + 1[

1 + (
√

2− 1)δI0
] [DJIM + (−1)I+JΠDJ−IM

]
, (10)

where J is the total nuclear orbital angular momentum, M is its projection onto
the laboratory-fixed axis, and Π is the parity with respect to the inversion of the
nuclear coordinates. The quantum number I denotes the projection of J onto the
body-frame z axis.

The channel functions are expanded in terms of D-functions as follows:

ΦJΠMν (R;Ω) =
J∑
I=0

uνI(R; θ, φ)D̃JΠIM (α, β, γ), (11)

and uνI(R; θ, φ) is expanded with B-spline functions,

uνI(R; θ, φ) =

Nφ∑
i

Nθ/2∑
j

ci,jBi(φ) [Bj(θ) +BNθ+1−j (π − θ)] , (12)

where Nθ and Nφ are the sizes of the basis sets in the θ direction and φ direc-
tion, respectively. The constructed symmetric B-spline basis sets utilized in the θ
direction reduce the number of basis functions to Nθ/2.

Following the method of Ref. [39], the R-matrix propagation method combined
with the SVD approach is used. We divide the hyperradius into (N - 1) intervals
with the set of grid points R1 < R2 < · · · < RN . In the interval [Ri, Ri+1], the
SVD method is used to solve Eq. (8). With this solution, we can determine the
R-matrix, which is defined as

R(R) = F(R)[F̃(R)]−1 , (13)

where matrices F and F̃ can be calculated from the solution of Eqs. (8) and (9) by

Fν,υ′(R) =

∫
dΩΦν(R;Ω)∗ψυ′(R;Ω) , (14)
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F̃ν,υ′(R) =

∫
dΩΦν(R;Ω)∗

∂

∂R
ψυ′(R;Ω) . (15)

Over the interval [R1, R2], when the R matrix at R1 is known, the R matrix at
another point R = R2 can be calculated as follows:

R(R2) = R22 −R21 [R11 +R(R1)]−1R12. (16)

Using the recurrence relation (16) in the R-matrix propagation method, we can
obtain the R-matrix at the matching point Rm where the wave function is matched
to the wave function in the asymptotic region, and the three-body system is one
dissociated atom plus a bound two-body system.

The asymptotic wave function of the atom + dimer scattering process in τ -set
Jacobi coordinates can be written as

ψ
(λ)
A (ρ1, ρ2) =

N∑
i=1

ϕi (ρτ1)Ylτ1 lτ2JM
(
Ω̂τ1 , Ω̂

τ
2

)
[fλ (kρτ2) δiλ − gi (kρτ2)Kiλ]

ρτ1kρ
τ
2

, (17)

where Ω̂τ1 = (θτ1 , φ
τ
1) and Ω̂τ2 = (θτ2 , φ

τ
2) are the orientation angles of the vectors

ρ1 and ρ2, respectively, for the τ arrangement. ϕi(ρ
τ
1) are the wave functions of

the dimer, and f and g are the energy-normalized regular and irregular spherical
Bessel functions, respectively, and have the following form:

fλ (kρτ2) =

√
2µτ,τ+1τ+2

kπ
kρτ2j`τ,τ+1τ+2

(kρτ2), (18)

gi (kρτ2) =

√
2µτ,τ+1τ+2

kπ
kρτ2n`τ,τ+1τ+2

(kρτ2). (19)

The form of the angular part in the body frame is

Ylτ1 lτ2JM
(
Ω̂τ1 , Ω̂

τ
2

)
=

√
16π2

2J + 1

J∑
I

D̃JΠIM (α, β, γ)

1 + (
√

2− 1)δI0
Ylτ1 lτ2JI

(
Ω̂
τ(body)
1 , Ω̂

τ(body)
2

)

=

√
16π2

2J + 1

J∑
I

D̃JΠIM (α, β, γ)

1 + (
√

2− 1)δI0

∑
m

〈lτ1 mlτ2 I −m | J I〉

× Ylτ1m
(
θ
τ(body)
1 , φ

τ(body)
1

)
Ylτ2I−m

(
θ
τ(body)
2 , φ

τ(body)
2

)
,

(20)
where the superscript (body) means these angles are measured in the body-fixed
frame.

For simplicity, SIlτ1 lτ2JM (θτ , φτ ) is introduced:

SIlτ1 lτ2JM (θτ , φτ ) ≡

√
16π2

2J + 1

1

1 + (
√

2− 1)δI0

∑
m

〈lτ1 mlτ2 I −m | J I〉

×Ylτ1m
(
θ
τ(body)
1 , φ

τ(body)
1

)
Ylτ2I−m

(
θ
τ(body)
2 , φ

τ(body)
2

)
.

(21)

After transforming the asymptotic wave function into a body frame, the match-
ing process between the inner region wave function Ψ =

∑
µI FµI (Rm)uµI (Rm; θ, φ) D̃JIM (α, β, γ)
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calculated in Delves coordinates and the asymptotic function ψA in Jacobi coor-
dinates can be implemented:

1

R
5/2
m sinφ cosφ

N∑
σ=1

Hλ
σΨ

(σ) (Rm, Ω) = ψ
(λ)
A (ρ1, ρ2)

∣∣∣
R=Rm

, (22)

where Hλ
σ denotes the expansion coefficients; that is,∑

µI

∑N
σ=1H

λ
σF

(σ)
µI (Rm)uµI (Rm; θ, φ) D̃JΠIM (α, β, γ)

R
5/2
m sinφ cosφ

=
N∑
i=1

ϕi (ρτ1) [fλ (kρτ2) δiλ − gi (kρτ2)Kiλ]

∑
I D̃

JΠ
IM (α, β, γ)SIlτ1 lτ2JM (θτ , φτ )

kR2
m cosφτ sinφτ (µ2/µτ1µ

τ
2)1/2

.

(23)
Using the orthogonality and normalization of uµI (Rm; θ, φ) D̃JΠIM (α, β, γ), we can
obtain the following relation:

N∑
σ=1

Hλ
σF

(σ)
µI (Rm) = R5/2

m

∫
(sinφ cosφ)uµI (Rm; θ, φ) D̃JΠIMψ

(λ)
A (ρ1, ρ2)

∣∣∣∣
R=Rm

dφdΩ̂

≡ R1/2
m

(
JλµI −

N∑
i=1

N i
µIKiλ

)
,

(24)
where

JλµI =

∫
sinφ cosφ

k sinφτ cosφτ (µ2/µτ1µ
τ
2)1/2

uµI (Rm; θ, φ)

× ϕλ (ρτ1) fλ (kρτ2)SIlτ1 lτ2JM (θτ , φτ ) sin θdθdφ,

(25)

N i
µI =

∫
sinφ cosφ

k sinφτ cosφτ (µ2/µτ1µ
τ
2)1/2

uµI (Rm; θ, φ)

× ϕi (ρτ1) gi (kρτ2)SIlτ1 lτ2JM (θτ , φτ ) sin θdθdφ.

(26)

At the matching point Rm, the logarithmic derivative of the inner and outer region
wave functions should be equal; therefore, the derivative of the asymptotic wave
function is also needed:

Jλ′µI =

∫
sinφ cosφuµI (Rm; θ, φ)

k sinφτ cosφτ

(√
µτ2
µ

cosφτϕ′λ (ρτ1) fλ (kρτ2)

+

√
µτ1
µ

sinφτϕλ (ρτ1) f ′λ (kρτ2)

)
R=Rm

SIlτ1 lτ2JM (θτ , φτ ) sin θdθdφ+
JλµI
2Rm

(27)
and

N i′
µI =

∫
sinφ cosφuµI (Rm; θ, φ)

k sinφτ cosφτ

(√
µτ2
µ

cosφτϕ′i (ρτ1) gi (kρτ2)

+

√
µτ1
µ

sinφτϕi (ρτ1) g′i (kρτ2)

)
R=Rm

SIlτ1 lτ2JM (θτ , φτ ) sin θdθdφ+
N i
µI

2Rm
.

(28)
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The matrix form of Eq. (24) is

FH = R1/2
m [J−NK]. (29)

The derivative with respect to R at the matching point Rm is

F′H = R1/2
m [J′ −N′K]. (30)

According the definition of the R matrix, R = FF′−1, with (29) and (30), we can
obtain the reaction matrix,

K =
J−RJ′

N−RN′
, (31)

and the scattering matrix,

S =
1 + iK

1− iK , (32)

where 1 is the 3×3 unit matrix. The relation between the atom + dimer scattering
phase shift δ0 and the diagonal element scattering matrix S is

S0+
0←0 = exp (2iδ0) . (33)

With the phase shift δ0, we can obtain the atom + dimer scattering length aad
through

aad = − lim
kτ,τ+1τ+2→0

tan δ0
kτ,τ+1τ+2

, (34)

and the total cross section σ2 is

σ2 =
∑
J,Π

σJΠ2 =
∑
J,Π

(2J + 1)π

k2τ,τ+1τ+2

∣∣∣SJΠ0←0 − 1
∣∣∣2 . (35)

3 Results and discussion

3.1 Pair potentials

For the helium dimer potential vHeHe(r), we use the CCSAPT potential of Jeziorska
et al. [40]. The interaction between He and the spin-polarized tritium (T↑) is iden-
tical to that between H and He. We choose the H–He potential developed by
Cvetko et al. [41]. The H and Li atoms are assumed to be spin-stretched. Their
short-range potentials are determined from ab initio calculations [42,43], and their
long-range behavior is determined by the usual dispersion potentials [44,42]. All
pairwise interaction potentials used in this work are shown in Fig. 2. Their bound
state energies Eυl = E00 and scattering length a calculated with potentials are
summarized in Table 1.
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Fig. 2 Pairwise interaction potentials for He–He, He–T↑, H–H, H–Li

Table 1 Two-body bound state energies E00 (in a.u.) and scattering length a (in a.u.) for
He–He, He–T↑, H–H, and H–Li interactions.

system E00 a

4He2 −5.47114× 10−9 165.5
4He3He ——— -34
4He3T↑ ——— -25
H↑-H↑ ——— 1.6
Li-H↑ −1.274× 10−7 63.5

3.2 Matching in A-set: 3He4He2 and T↑4He2 system

In our definition of the hyperspherical coordinates, the two identical atoms are con-
nected with Jacobi vector ~ρ1. Thus, the inner region wave functions are matched
with the asymptotic solutions in A-set Jacobi coordinates for 3He4He2 and T↑4He2
systems. Several papers have reported on the process of 3He atom scattering from
the 4He2 dimer, which is a good example to test our procedure. Kolganova and
Sandhans et al. [11,12,13] calculated the scattering phase shifts and scattering
length for 3He + 4He2 using the two-dimensional partial-wave integral-differential
Faddeev equations based on the SAPT2 and LM2M2 potentials. They estimated
the scattering length to be between 35.9 a.u. and 37 a.u. based on these two kinds
of potentials. Soon thereafter, Suno [9] calculated the scattering length by solving
the coupled-channel hyperradial equations using a combination of the finite ele-
ment method [45] and the R-matrix method [46]. They used the improved He-He
potential [40] and predicted a 3He + 4He2 scattering length value of 40 a.u..

Due to the similarities between 4He and T↑ atoms, similar behaviors of mixed
T↑4He2 and 3He4He2 clusters are expected. For example, both systems have been
found to possess one weakly bound state and exhibit a larger spatial extension with
universal halo properties [16,15,17]. However, compared with the well-studied 3He
+ 4He2 elastic scattering process, no scattering observables are available for the
T↑ atom scattering from the 4He2 dimer.

The potential curves of T↑4He2 and 3He4He2 are presented in Fig. 3. The
lowest potential curves correspond asymptotically to the atom–dimer channel for
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Fig. 3 Adiabatic hyperspherical potential curves Uν(R) for (a) 3He4He2, JΠ = 0+ and (b)
T↑4He2, JΠ = 0+. The values indicate the asymptotic behavior of the potential curves, as
given in Eq. (17).

T↑-4He2 and 3He-4He2, and the other potential curves represent three-body con-
tinuum states. From Fig. 3, the potential well of T↑4He2 is shallower than that
of the 3He4He2 system. For ultracold atom–dimer collisions, the convergence of
scattering observables depends critically on the accuracy of the adiabatic poten-
tials. Thus, accurate potential curves and channel functions are highly desirable.
According to the behavior of the channel function for these weakly bound systems,
different B-spline knot distributions are used at short- and long-range hyperradii.
For small hyperradii R, uniform knots are distributed; for large hyperradii R, the
knot distribution is designed so that it becomes dense around the two-body coales-
cence points where the channel function is localized. Table 2 shows the convergence
of lowest hyperspherical potential curves as functions of basis sets for T↑4He2 and
3He4He2 systems. The basis sets Nθ = 168 and Nφ = 504 are chosen as the fi-
nal calculation, and the potential curves have at least six significant digits. The
convergence of the scattering observables with respect to the number of adiabatic
channels and sectors is also tested. We typically use 13 channels and 230 sectors
distributed as Ri ∝ i3 from R = 2 a.u. to R = 500 a.u..
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Table 2 Convergence test of adiabatic potentials (in a.u.) of T↑4He2 and 3He4He2 as functions
of the B-spline basis size (Nθ, Nφ). [a] abbreviates ×10a.

T↑4He2

B(θ,φ) R=20 R=100 R=200 R=300 R=500

(106, 304) -1.061490[-6] -1.212912[-8] -6.770491[-9] -6.030653[-9] -5.668053[-9]
(106, 504) -1.061490[-6] -1.212912[-8] -6.770492[-9] -6.030666[-9] -5.668068[-9]
(186, 504) -1.061490[-6] -1.212912[-8] -6.770492[-9] -6.030666[-9] -5.668068[-9]

3He4He2

B(θ, φ) R=20 R=100 R=200 R=300 R=500

(106, 304) -9.431873[-7] -1.222582[-8] -6.782697[-9] -6.032252[-9] -5.668068[-9]
(106,404) -9.431873[-7] -1.222582[-8] -6.782720[-9] -6.032406[-9] -5.668099[-9]
(106, 504) -9.431873[-7] -1.222582[-8] -6.782721[-9] -6.032418[-9] -5.668105[-9]
(186, 504) -9.431873[-7] -1.222582[-8] -6.782722[-9] -6.032419[-9] -5.668106[-9]

Fig. 4 J = 0 cross sections for elastic 3He + 4He2 and T↑ + 4He2 scattering as functions of
the collision energy (E-E00).

Figure 4 represents the J = 0 cross sections for elastic 3He + 4He2 and T↑
+ 4He2 scattering as functions of the collision energy (E-E00). In the ultracold
limit, σ0+ obeys the threshold behavior as σ0+ ∝ (E − E00)0. Table 3 shows
the convergence of scattering lengths a3He+4He2 and aT↑+4He2 as a function of
the matching distance. The scattering length converges at Rm = 500 a.u. for both
systems. As shown in Refs. [9,10], the numerical solutions of these kinds of systems
are usually matched to the asymptotic analytical solutions at Rm = 5000 ∼ 10000
a.u. in the hyperspherical coordinates boundary condition.

A comparison of our calculations with the results available in the literature
is given in Table 4. For 3He + 4He2 elastic scattering, Suno et al. [9] obtained
a3He+4He2 = 40 a.u. using the potential from Ref. [40]. With the same potential,
the scattering length we calculated is a3He+4He2 = 34.6 a.u.. Sandhas et al. [13]
obtained a3He+4He2 = 37 a.u. and a3He+4He2 = 35.9 a.u. using LM2M2 and SAPT2
potentials, respectively.

For 3T↑ + 4He2 scattering, we obtain a scattering length value of aT↑+4He2 =
166 a.u., which is larger than that of 3He + 4He2 scattering. This result supports
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Table 3 Convergence test of the scattering lengths (in a.u.) of aT↑+4He2
and a3He+4He2

as

functions of matching distances Rm(in a.u.).

Rm a3He+4He2
aT↑+4He2

200 40.9
300 35.2 168.3
400 34.1 166.6
500 34.6 166.8

Table 4 Atom–molecule zero-energy scattering lengths (in a.u.) of aT↑+4He2
and a3He+4He2

.
Other calculations are also shown in the table for comparison.

He–He potential a3He+4He2
aT↑+4He2

present CCSAPT [40] 34 166
Ref. [9] CCSAPT [40] 40
Ref. [13] LM2M2 [47] 37
Ref. [13] SAPT2 [48] 35.9

Suno’s result that the 3T↑ + 4He2 bound state extends to larger distances than
the 3He + 4He2 bound state.

3.3 Matching in the B-set: LiHH system

In the Delves hyperspherical coordinates defined inA-set Jacobi coordinates, where
two identical atoms are connected with ~ρ1, the asymptotic wave functions of the
scattering process A + AC → A + AC (the A and C atoms are bounded) involve
the transformation between the A-set and B-set. The spin-stretched case of H
atom scattering from LiH is such an example where the lowest adiabatic potentials
asymptotically depend on the binding energies of the H–Li two-body bound states.
Thus, the asymptotic wave function of the dissociated system is better represented
in the B-set as follows:

ψ
(λ)
A (ρB1 , ρ

B
2 ) =

N∑
i=1

ϕi
(
ρB1
)
YlB1 lB2 JM

(
Ω̂B1 , Ω̂

B
2

) [
fλ
(
kρB2

)
δiλ − gi

(
kρB2

)
Kiλ

]
ρB1 kρ

B
2

.

(36)
The transformations between the A-set and B-set Jacobi coordinates can be im-
plemented by the kinematic rotations given in Eq. (4). The components of ξ2 and
ξ1 in the A-set body frame can be written as

(
ξ2A
ξ1A

)
=



ξ2Ax = ξ2A sin θ
ξ2Ay = 0
ξ2Az = ξ2A cos θ
ξ1Ax = 0
ξ1Ay = 0
ξ1Az = ξ1A

 . (37)
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Fig. 5 Adiabatic hyperpotential curves U(R) for the H–H–Li system with JΠ = 0+.

With Eqs. (3) and (4), we can obtain the components of ξ2 and ξ1 in the B-set
body frame as follows:

(
ξ2B
ξ1B

)
=

(
cos (χB,A)1 sin (χB,A)1
− sin (χB,A)1 cos (χB,A)1

)


ξ2Ax = ξ2A sin θ
ξ2Ay = 0
ξ2Az = ξ2A cos θ
ξ1Ax = 0
ξ1Ay = 0
ξ1Az = ξ1A

 (38)

and 

ξ2Bx = cos (χB,A) ξ2A sin θ
ξ2By = 0
ξ2Bz = cos (χB,A) ξ2A cos θ + sin (χB,A) ξ1A
ξ1Bx = − sin (χB,A) ξ2A sin θ
ξ1By = 0
ξ1Bz = − sin (χB,A) ξ2A cos θ + cos (χB,A) ξ1A

 . (39)

With these equations, the expression of ρ1B , ρ2B , JλµI , N
i
µI , J

λ′
µI and N i′

µI in B-set
Jacobi coordinates can be obtained.

The adiabatic hyperspherical potentials Uν(R) of the H–H–Li system are pre-
sented in Fig. 5. The basis sets Nθ = 168 and Nφ = 504 are used, giving the
potential curve at least six significant digits. We plot the JΠ = 0+ partial wave
cross sections for elastic collisions between H and LiH in Fig. 6. For this system,
18 channels and 230 sectors are used to ensure that the scattering length has at
least two digits. Table 5 shows the convergence test of the atom–molecule scat-
tering length aH+LiH as a function of the matching distance Rm. The scattering
length is converged at the matching distance Rm = 500 a.u. Note that Yujun et
al. [10] calculated the elastic cross sections for H + LiH collisions in hyperspherical
coordinate conditions. They matched the numerical solutions to the asymptotic
analytical solutions at Rm = 5×103 a.u., and given the H + LiH scattering length
of 80 a.u. with the same vHH(r) and vLiH(r) potentials, the present result shows
good agreement with their results.
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Fig. 6 Cross section σ2 for elastic H + LiH scattering as a function of the collision energy
(E − E00) for JΠ = 0+.

Table 5 Convergence of the JΠ = 0+ scattering length between H and LiH aH+LiH (in a.u.)
with respect to the matching distance Rm (in a.u.).

Rm 300 400 500

aH+LiH 79.7 80.9 80.3

4 Conclusions

In this work, we present an efficient method for solving the coupled-channel Schrödinger
equation for atom–molecule elastic collisions. We use Delves hyperspherical coor-
dinates, expand the wave function in a coupled-channel basis and propagate the
coupled-channel equations with the R-matrix propagation technique. To avoid
derivative coupling terms, we adopt the smooth variable discretization method,
which discretizes the propagation variable before expanding in the basis. In the
matching procedure, the asymptotic wave functions are expressed in the rotated
Jacobi coordinates. Test calculations of elastic atom–molecule collisions are per-
formed. For 3He(T↑) atom scattering from 4He2, the asymptotic wave functions are
also expressed in the A-set Jacobi coordinates. No coordinate rotation is needed in
this case. For the spin-stretched case of H atom scattering from LiH, the asymptotic
wave functions must be expressed in the B-set Jacobi coordinates to describe the
final scattering shape. Coordinate rotation between the A-set and B-set is needed
for this type of scattering process. The convergence of the scattering length as a
function of the propagation distance is studied. We find that the method is reliable
and can improve the convergence as a function of matching distance. We compare
our results with those of other calculations. The scattering length of H–HLi shows
good agreement with that of hyperspherical coordinate boundary conditions with
less computational expense. The scattering observables of T↑-4He2 are scarce,
whose scattering length and cross section values are given for the first time.
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