Observation of confinement-induced resonances in a 3D lattice
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We report on the observation of confinement-induced resonances for strong three-dimensional (3D)
confinement in a lattice potential. Starting from a Mott-insulator state with predominantly singlesite occupancy, we detect loss and heating features at specific values for the confinement length
and the 3D scattering length. Two independent models, based on the coupling between the centerof-mass and the relative motion of the particles as mediated by the lattice, predict the resonance
positions to a good approximation, suggesting a universal behavior. Our results extend confinementinduced resonances to any dimensionality and open up an alternative method for interaction tuning
and controlled molecule formation under strong 3D confinement.

Cold atoms are a well-established platform for quantum simulation [1] and quantum computation [2]. They
allow for the realization of strongly-correlated quantum many-body phases [3] and promise the investigation of dynamical processes in correlated quantum
matter [4] with exquisite parameter control.
The
cold-atom setting comes with two advantageous and
enabling features: External potentials that can be
flexibly created by optical means, e.g. optical lattices [5, 6], and interatomic interactions that can be
tuned almost at will, via magnetic Feshbach resonances
(FRs) [7]. These features have been instrumental to
a multitude of spectacular results, e.g. the observation of the superfluid-to-Mott-insulator quantum phase
transition [8, 9] and the Bose-Einstein-condensation-toBardeen-Cooper-Schrieffer (BEC-to-BCS) crossover [10].
Besides interaction tuning, FRs serve as an entrance door
to the world of ultracold molecules [11, 12], with great
promises for ultracold chemistry [13], precision measurement [14], and dipolar many-body physics [15]. For a FR
to occur, the free scattering state of two atoms needs to
be brought to degeneracy with a molecular bound state.
In most applications, a variable external magnetic field,
as a result of the Zeeman effect, tunes the energy difference, inducing the resonance.
Tight external confinement as provided by, e. g., a lattice can also lead to a dramatic modification of the atoms’
scattering properties [16–23]. Confinement-induced resonances (CIRs) occur if the typical length scale of the
confining potential, e. g., the harmonic-oscillator length
ah , and the 3D s-wave scattering length as assume similar
values. CIRs come in two flavors: Elastic CIRs (ECIRs)
emerge if the effective 1D or 2D interaction strength di-

verges at a particular ratio of these two length scales
[16–18]. They are especially suited for tuning the interaction strength. Inelastic CIRs (ICIRs) [23–25] emerge due
to the coupling between the relative motion (RM) and
the center-of-mass motion (CM) [20, 26–28]. At ICIRs,
which form an infinite series, atoms can be transferred to
the RM bound state after the scattering process, making
such resonances more prone to losses, but also enabling
molecule formation [29], similar to magnetic FRs. For
ECIRs and ICIRs to occur, scattering properties can be
tuned by variation of either as or ah .
Experimentally, so far, an ECIR in 1D has been
used to put samples of ultracold bosons deeply into
the Tonks-Girardeau regime and to access the superTonks-Girardeau (sTG) state [31]. For spin-mixtures of
fermions, the sTG state has been realized in the limit of
two particles by means of an ECIR [32]. Tuning on the
repulsive side of an ECIR has been used to map out threebody correlations in the strongly interacting 1D regime
[33], while in 2D the existence of an ECIR for attractive
interactions has been confirmed [34]. Recently, the interplay of contact and dipolar interactions in conjunction
with ECIRs has allowed the creation of scar states [35].
The observation of loss features in the 1D-to-2D crossover
regime [36] was originally interpreted as stemming from
the ECIR and later recognized to originate from ICIRs
[23, 37]. ICIRs have been observed in mixed dimensionality [38] and molecules have been coherently produced
on ICIRs in 1D [29].
While the work discussed so far was limited to 1D
or 2D systems, in this Letter we experimentally detect
ICIRs in 0D as a result of strong 3D confinement and
compare our data to theory. Interestingly, we detect the
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FIG. 1. (a) Scattering length as for Cs (F, mF ) = (3, 3) as
a function of B (solid black line) [30], with two narrow FRs
at 47.8 G and 53.8 G. The purple (yellow) shaded area corresponds to the interval used in experiment E1 (E2). The
dashed lines labeled P0 , P1 , P2 , and P3 mark the positions
of the resonant features observed in E1. (b) Schematic representation of the states involved in the ICIRs: trap (upper) and bound (lower) state according to each model of the
atom pair [23]. For model M1 (M2) the trapping potential is
given by the lattice (sextic) potential. Initially, both atoms
are in the same lattice site in a trap state (separated orange circles), while the CM (blue area) can be spread (M1)
or localized (M2). ICIRs occur if the anharmonicity of the
trapping potential couples the trap state to the least-bound
state (connected orange circles) with some center-of-mass excitations. (c) Energy diagram for varying as in units of ah
for isotropic trapping. The thick and thin solid lines correRM CM
φiso (2, 0, 0), respectively,
spond to ψtRM φCM
iso (0, 0, 0) and ψt
whereas the dashed, dotted, and dashed-dotted curves repreRM CM
φiso (2, 2, 0), and ψbRM φCM
sent ψbRM φCM
iso (6, 0, 0),
iso (4, 0, 0), ψb
respectively. Intersections causing the ICIRs of the present
work are indicated by crosses.

resonances starting from a Mott-insulator state with predominantly single-site occupancy, a situation for which
one would expect at first glance a strong suppression of
atom-atom scattering. We employ Cs atoms in the hyperfine (F, mF ) = (3, 3) ground state, which features wide
tunability for as due to a combination of broad and narrow magnetic FRs [30], as shown in Fig. 1(a). We take
data with two different experimental setups, one (E1)
[39] for tuning as on a broad background, and the other
(E2) [40] for tuning near a comparatively narrow FR.
Our theoretical methods build on previous models
employed for the prediction of ICIR positions [23, 24].
We study our data by two complementary approaches,
named in the following M1 and M2 [41]. Both descriptions provide an approximate solution of the two-body

problem in the presence of the 3D-lattice potential.
The potential energy of two atoms is given by
V (r1 , r2 ) = VRM (r) + VCM (R) + W (r, R), where r1 and
r2 are the positions of atoms 1 and 2, while r and R are
the relative and center-of-mass coordinates, respectively.
For M1, VRM is Taylor expanded to order r6 (sextic potential), and the eigenenergies of the RM are found perturbatively employing the solution for two particles in
a harmonic trap interacting via a pseudo-potential [42].
The CM is solved exactly, considering the form of the
lattice potential. In particular, M1 accounts for the full
lattice bandwidth, without imposing any restriction on
the quasimomentum, resulting in an allowed range for
each crossing between the levels associated with an ICIR
rather than in a fixed condition [41]. Finally, the coupling term W , which originates from the anharmonicity,
is treated perturbatively, leading to avoided crossings.
For M2, the trap-potential terms are expanded in the
form of sextic potentials and the solution is found numerically, with the interaction between the atoms being described by an ab-initio potential [41]. The sextic Taylor
expansion employed in both models for the RM implies
that the two particles occupy the same well. M1 (as opposed to M2) can describe the motion of the atoms moving as pairs through the lattice, as illustrated in Fig. 1(b)
[43].
In both models the RM eigenfunction can be classified by two families of states of different character. On
the one hand, there are molecular-bound states, the most
loosely (least) one being denoted as ψbRM . On the other
hand, there are higher-lying unbound states strongly influenced by the external trapping potential. These states
energetically lie in the dissociation continuum in the absence of the external potential, and become discrete trap
states in a few-well potential or bands in a periodic lattice. The lowest-lying one is denoted as ψtRM . The function φCM (nx , ny , nz ) describes the solutions for the CM of
the atom pair in the three directions with ni = 0, 1, 2, ...
[41]. In the isotropic lattice the excited bound states are
typically three-fold degenerate because of the factorization of the potential along the three directions. In the
following, we will denote the degenerate states with the
compact notation φCM
iso (nj , nk , nl ) implying any permutation of {nx , ny , nz }. A schematic drawing of the relevant
states for the reported measurements can be found in
Fig. 1(c), where we
p plot the energy as a function of as
in units of ah = ~/(mω), with ω the harmonic trapping frequency of the lattice in the isotropic case. The
results are similar for both models. Additional crossings
that violate parity conservation and cannot give rise to
RM-CM coupling are not included in Fig. 1(c).
The experimental procedures are similar for both setups, and we give details here only for E1. We start from
a BEC of ∼3×104 133 Cs atoms [44, 45] with a condensate fraction of 70 to 80%, levitated against gravity by a
magnetic field gradient |∇B| ≈ 31 G/cm and held in a
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FIG. 2. Observation of ICIRs in a 3D lattice. (a) Cloud radius
σ as a function of B for E1 at Vx,y,z = 20.0(3) ER . The data
are fit by multi-peak Gaussian (solid line) to guide the eye.
(b) Atom number N as a function of B for E2, showing four
loss features Pj0 , j = 1A, 1B, 2, 3. The solid line is also a
multi-peak Gaussian fit. The errors bars in both plots reflect
the standard deviation from typically 3 experimental runs.

crossed optical dipole trap (XODT) at λ = 1064.5 nm by
trapping beams along the horizontal x and y directions.
The trap depth of the XODT is Vtrap = kB ×0.29 µK with
trapping frequencies νx = 10.6(1.2) Hz, νy = 16.0(1.7)
Hz, and νz = 20.8(1.5) Hz, where z denotes the vertical
direction along gravity.
We load the BEC into a 3D cubic lattice with a depth of
up to Vx,y,z = 20.0(3) ER along all three directions, where
ER is the Cs recoil energy, by ramping up the power in
the three retro-reflected lattice beams with wavelength λ
within 500 ms. Together with a fine adjustment of the
XODT to control the chemical potential this creates a
Mott insulator with predominant single-site occupancy
[39, 41]. The offset magnetic field B is subsequently increased from Bi = 21.0 G to a value B0 between 40 G and
100 G, while adjusting |∇B| to keep the atoms magnetically levitated. In this interval, as varies in the range
from ∼1.0×103 a0 to ∼1.5×103 a0 , where a0 is the Bohr
radius, skipping the narrow FRs. We hold the atoms in
the lattice for a time τh = 15 to 20 ms, after which we
reverse the procedure above. We image the atoms after
52 ms time of flight and we record the atom number N
and the rms radius σ of the sample.
With E1 we observe 4 characteristic heating features.
The data are shown in Fig. 2(a). We attribute the feature
P0 to the FR at 47.8 G. The resolution is not sufficient to
allow for the observation of substructures near this FR.
The much narrower FR at 53.8 G does not show up in
the data. The features P1 , P2 , and P3 at B = 56.5(2) G,

FIG. 3. Comparison of the data from the two experiments.
(a) Cloud radius σ from E1 and (b) atom number N from
E2 as a function of as . The resonance positions ar are found
at 1112(22) a0 , 1236(11) a0 , and 1488(16) a0 for P1 , P2 , and
P3 , respectively, and at 1094(10) a0 , 1124(26) a0 , 1233(40)
0
0
, P20 , and P30 , respectively.
, P1B
a0 , and 1484(92) a0 for P1A
For each peak, the resonance position is obtained as the center of a Gaussian fit, and the Gaussian sigma is indicated
in the parenthesis. The colored areas indicate the intervals
obtained from M1, and the dotted lines represent the positions of the crossings as given by M2: ψtRM φCM (0, 0, 0) with
RM CM
φiso (4, 0, 0) (red), and
ψbRM φCM
iso (2, 2, 0) (blue) and with ψb
RM CM
RM CM
ψt φiso (2, 0, 0) with ψb φiso (6, 0, 0) (green). The width of
the blue area has been increased by a factor of 20 to improve
visibility.

65.3(3) G, and 93.0(2) G, respectively, do not correspond
to known FRs. In fact, they are ICIRs, as is confirmed
below. In E2, we tune as on the repulsive side of the
FR at 47.8 G. This time we observe 4 atom-loss features
0
0
, P20 , and P30 as B is scanned from 46 G to
, P1B
P1A
47.6 G as shown in Fig. 2(b). We convert B into as
according to Fig. 1(a) and plot both data sets together
in Fig. 3. The positions of the heating features P1 , P2 ,
and P3 agree reasonably well with the positions of the
0
0
loss features P1A
and P1B
, P20 , and P30 , respectively. As
discussed below, in E2 the feature P1 from E1 appears to
0
0
be split into two components P1A
and P1B
. We attribute
the splitting to some slight anisotropy of the lattice in
E2 [41]. Features P20 and P30 are significantly broader than
P2 and P3 , respectively. We attribute the broadening to
the magnetic field gradient, which causes a spread of as
across the sample [41]. This becomes increasingly larger
as one climbs up the narrow FR at 47.8 G.
We now compare the experimental data with the predictions of the two models, without any fitting parameters. Even though the models are quite different, they
both reflect the data reasonably well. The positions
of P1 and P2 are in good agreement with the avoided
crossings predicted by M2 of the state ψtRM φCM (0, 0, 0)
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FIG. 4. Tuning of the ICIRs. Resonance position ar for P1
(blue), P2 (red), and P3 (green) as a function of the oscillator length azh along the z direction for the isotropic (circles)
and the anisotropic (triangles) case. For the isotropic case,
Vx = Vy = Vz was set to 20.0(3), 18.5(3), 17.5(3), 16.5(3), and
15.5(3) ER for the data from left to right. For the anisotropic
case, Vx = Vy = 18.5(3) ER was chosen for Vz = 17.5(3) ER
(left triangles) and 16.5(3) ER (right triangles). The error
bars reflect the statistical uncertainties [41]. The results from
M1, applicable to the isotropic case, are shown as the blue,
red, and green areas. The blue area has been widened by a
factor of 3 to improve visibility. The predictions of M2 are
plotted as dotted (dashed) lines for the isotropic (anisotropic)
case.

with the three-fold degenerate states ψbRM φCM
iso (2, 2, 0)
and ψbRM φCM
iso (4, 0, 0), respectively. The difference in energy between the two states (2,2,0) and (4,0,0) stems
from anharmonic corrections and hence leads to two different ICIRs. In Fig. 3 we indicate the calculated positions of the resonances from M2 and the intervals from
M1. For P1 and P2 we again find reasonable agreement.
It is interesting to note that, on the basis of
our modelling, P3 cannot arise from a crossing in
which the state ψtRM φCM
Howiso (0, 0, 0) is involved.
ever, this resonance could be the result of excitations in the Mott-insulator state. The avoided crossRM CM
ings of ψtRM φCM
iso (2, 0, 0) with ψb φiso (6, 0, 0), and
RM CM
RM CM
ψt φiso (1, 0, 0) with ψb φiso (5, 0, 0) are in fact very
close to the position of P3 . We hypothesize that such
excitations can be brought about by mixing of the lowest
band with excited bands due to the strong interparticle interaction. In our case, the on-site interaction energy is ∼78% of the bandgap to the first-excited lattice
band [41], which may open the route for a non-negligible
population of the excited states, i. e., bands, in a fully
correlated many-body description.
Next, we test how the stiffness of the lattice confinement and the introduction of some controlled anisotropy
affect the resonances, i. e., how their positions are tuned

and to what extent they split. Within E1 we first vary
Vx,y,z in the range between 20.0(3) and 15.5(3) ER while
maintaining Vx = Vy = Vz . Model M1, which takes into
account the full lattice in the treatment of the CM [41],
allows us to provide a range [46] within which the resonances are more likely to be found. This turns out to
be very narrow for P1 and increasingly larger for P2 and
P3 due to the increasing bandwidth of the lattice bands.
In Fig. 4 we plot the resulting resonance position ar , obtained in the same way as for the resonances shown in
Fig. 3,
p as a function of the harmonic oscillator length
azh = ~/(mωz ) along the z direction. As can clearly be
seen for P1 and P2 , the position shifts to higher values
for ar with increasing azh . For P3 only two data points
are available, but also here a trend to higher values is
present. For two specific values Vz = 17.5(3) ER and
16.5(3) ER we then set Vx = Vy = 18.5(3) ER . In such
an anisotropic case, P1 and P2 split into two components, similarly to what we had observed earlier with E2.
The degeneracy is removed [41] by increasing azh with reRM CM
spect to ax,y
φ (0, 0, 0)
h . Here, the crossings of e.g. ψt
RM CM
RM CM
with ψb φ (2, 0, 2) and ψb φ (0, 2, 2) are found at
the same position, but they are at a different position
with respect to the crossing of ψtRM φCM (0, 0, 0) with
ψbRM φCM (2, 2, 0). For this reason, in the anisotropic lattice, each resonance splits into two separate resonances,
with a separation that depends on the difference in the
trapping potential along the three directions.
While in this work the positions and physical origin of
the ICIRs, found experimentally to occur in strong 3D
confinement, are well explained by the theoretical models, the details of how the resonance leads to loss and
heating need further theoretical and experimental investigation. In particular, the degree of suppression of the
loss features in the Mott-insulator state and the possible
role of inhomogeneities, allowing for superfluid regions in
the system, is unclear. Studies of the loss dynamics and
in particular of its density dependence would help elucidate the nature of the observed resonances, with connections to recent observations of tunnelling dynamics of
doublons in the regime of strong interactions and under
strong three-body losses [47], something that is not considered in any of our theoretical models, which relies on
previous observations of ICIRs in 1D geometry, where
the loss was attributed to a two-step process via the creation of a mobile molecule [29]. In this context, detecting
the ICIRs out of a two-atom Mott-insulator shell could
greatly elucidate the relevant processes.
Our results contribute to the understanding and characterization of CIRs, with prospects for the association of
dimers in optical lattices [39, 48, 49] and optical tweezers
[50, 51] in the absence of, e. g., magnetic FRs, as a detection tool or as a step for creating ultracold molecules.
In addition, these results add constraints for the stability of atoms in optical lattices and become very relevant
in the presence of systems with high number of FRs like
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lanthanide atoms [52, 53], or large lattice depths as it is
the case in quantum-gas microscopy [54, 55].
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

This supplemental material provides further details for
the results presented in the main text. For this purpose,
first the adopted theoretical models are discussed. Second, a description of the two experimental settings is
presented. Finally, we conclude with a brief discussion
on the question of possible excitations to higher Bloch
bands, which may explain the otherwise not assigned resonance P3 .
Theoretical description

The Hamiltonian for two atoms in the lattice potential
is given by [23]
H(r, R) =TRM (r) + TCM (R) + VRM (r)

(1)
+ VCM (R) + Uint (r) + W (r, R),
√
√
with r = (r1 − r2 )/ 2 and R = (r1 + r2 )/ 2 the coordinates for the relative motion (RM) and the centerof-mass motion (CM), respectively, and the interaction
potential Uint . The potentials for the
P RM and √the
CM take the form VRM (r) = 2sER i sin2 kri / 2
√
P
and VCM (R) = 2sER i sin2 (kRi / 2), while the coupling between
the two
given by W (r, R) =
√ motions is √
P
−4sER i sin2 kri / 2 sin2 (kRi / 2). Here, s is the
2 2
k
lattice depth in units of the recoil energy ER = ~2m
, k
is the wave number of the lattice light, and i denotes x,
y, or z.

To describe the system theoretically, we employ two
complementary approaches, differing in the way the interatomic potential as well as the external potential are
treated. A summary of the model differences can be
found in Table I.

Interaction-potential treatment

In the first approach (M1), we employ a pseudopotential approximation for the interatomic interaction potential, modeled by a regularized delta function Uint (r) =
4π~2 as
∂
m δ(r) ∂r r, where as is the scattering length. The advantage of this approach is that most of the calculations
can be carried out analytically. However, for the case of
an anisotropic trapping potential, M1 cannot be applied
due to a substantial complication of the computation.
The second approach (M2) deals with a more realistic
interaction potential and is based on a full ab-initio calculation. The interaction potential with Cs atoms is, nevertheless, computationally challenging due to the large
number of molecular bound states, which have, as a consequence, a more complex nodal pattern. In view of this,
and assuming a universal regime for which the properties of the system can be entirely described by as and
by the characteristic trap size ah , regime which has been
assessed by comparison with the experiment reported in
Ref. [23], we perform the computation for two Li atoms,
which have only 11 bound states and thus wavefunctions
with much less nodes than the Cs2 dimer.
Trapping-potential treatment

For the treatment of the external trapping potential,
as an introductory step, we consider the case of an individual potential well in the harmonic approximation, for
which relative motion (RM) and center of mass motion
(CM) can be separated. For the RM, the eigenstates of
the system feature one bound state ψbRM [58] and an infinite ladder of trap-induced states ψnRM , whose energies
vary as a function of as [42]. To these RM states, the CM
adds a ladder of states φCM (nx , ny , nz ) separated by an
integer number of excitations along the three trap directions x, y and z. The term W , in our case caused by an
anharmonicity of the trapping potential, can now provide the necessary coupling to create avoided crossings
and hence to give rise to inelastic confinement induced
resonances (ICIRs) [23, 24].
The procedure followed in both models is based on the
identification of the relevant crossings, as just explained
for the case of the harmonic oscillator.
For both models, we initially neglect the coupling
term W and isolate the RM Hamiltonian and the CM
Hamiltonian and calculate their eigenstates ψ RM and
φCM (nx , ny , nz ), respectively.
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For M1, the potential VRM is initially√ approximated
by a quadratic function, with ~ωRM = 2 sER . For this
problem, an exact solution is known [42]. The energies
are given implicitly by

√ 3
ERM
2Γ
−
4
2~ωRM
ah


(2)
=
ERM
1
as
Γ
−
4

q

~
with ah =
mωRM =
functions are given by

ψ

RM

1
.
ks1/4

2~ωRM

The corresponding wave-



2
− r2
3
1
ERM
2a
h
Γ
(r) = 3/2 Ae
−
×
4 2~ωRM
2π


3
ERM 3 r2
U
−
, ,
,
4 2~ωRM 2 a2h

(3)

where A is a normalization constant, U is the confluent
hypergeometric function, and Γ is the Gamma-function.
We further calculate, by first order perturbation theory,
corrections to the energies arising from anharmonicities
of the form ri4 and ri6 , as obtained by a Taylor expansion
of VRM . In M1, the CM is solved exactly on the separable
lattice VCM , with periodic boundary conditions [26]. In
this case the wavefunctions φCM (nx , ny , nz )(q) are Bloch
(q), where the infunctions with eigenenergies EnCM
x ,ny ,nz
dices ni take the meaning of band indices and q is the
quasi-momentum. The CM-RM coupling energy contribution is considered also as self-coupling on the CM and
RM subspaces: φCM W φCM and similarly for ψ RM . In
this way, we build a diagram similar to the one shown in
Fig. 1(c) in the main text. The crossings are calculated
for the two edges of the lattice band, q = 0 and q = k.
In the isotropic lattice, each resonance is three-fold degenerate due to the factorization of the CM in the three
directions.
For M2, the potential terms VRM , VCM and W are Taylor expanded up to powers of ri6 and the wavefunctions
ψ RM and φCM (nx , ny , nz ) are computed on a basis of B
splines for the radial part and spherical harmonics for the
angular part [21, 27]. In order to adequately reproduce
the highly oscillatory inner part of the RM eigenfunctions (usually known as the molecular region), different
knot sequences for the B splines are used. For the region close to the origin (up to a distance of 15 a0 ) it is
50 B splines following a linear distribution; in order to
cover the smooth long-range part, 100 B splines. with a
geometric√distribution for larger distances are used (up
to 30,000 12 a0 ). As the center-of-mass potential is a
smooth function with no singularity at the origin,
100
√
B splines uniformly distributed over 30, 000 3a0 were
found to be sufficient in the computation of the CM
eigenfunctions. In order to calculate only those states
that are totally symmetric, i. e., those states that belong
to the Ag irreducible representation of the D2h symmetry group [21, 27], the angular part of both the RM and

FIG. 5. Correlation diagram for two Li atoms confined in
an optical trap with Vx,y,z = 20ER formed by an isotropic
single well (blue filled circles), and in a trap formed by a
single well in two directions and a double well in the remaining
one (orange empty circles). The vertical solid lines show the
position of the experimentally observed confinement-induced
resonance P1 , P2 , P3 , respectively in blue, red, and green.

the CM is described using the spherical harmonics with
` = 0, 2, . . . , 34, and m = 0, 2, . . . , 14.
The eigenstates of the Hamiltonian in Eq. (1)
are then described in terms of configurations
Φi,j =ψjRM φCM
which are combinations
j (nx , ny , nz ),
of the RM and CM eigenfunctions, as detailed in Refs.
[21, 27]. Then, the contribution from the coupling term
can be calculated and the total Hamiltonian can be
diagonalized. In M2, 200 eigenfunctions for the RM and
75 for the CM have been combined, rendering a basis set
formed by 15000 elements. The simulation is performed
in a lattice of 1064.5 nm, where the power of the beams
is chosen such that the potential depth for Li in units
of recoil is sLi = sCs . The validity of the use of the
interaction potential of Li atoms has been previously
reported in the Ref. [23] by explicit comparison with the
Cs experiment described in the Ref. [31]. The results
are shown in both plots of Fig. 3 and Fig. 4 in the main
text and are in fair agreement with the experimental
data.
Let us conclude by remarking that M2 allows also for
Taylor expansions of higher order which reproduce multiwell setups. For example, a Taylor expansion of order
22 reproduces a triple-well system [54]. M2 is also able
to describe a cos2 optical lattice, something that enables
the study of double-well systems when Taylor expanded
up to order 12.
Fig. 5 shows the correlation diagram for two Li atoms
interacting with an ab-initio potential. The blue filled
circles show the energy of the atoms when confined in a
trap with a single well in all directions, while the orange
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TABLE I. Main characteristics of the models M1 and M2 that are used in the simulations.
Characteristic
M1
M2
Isotropic
Isotropic & anisotropic
Optical trap
(Anisotropic demanding)
RM
a.
b.
c.
d.

Optical trap potential
Interaction potential
No. of bound (molecular) states
Energies

CM
a. Optical trap potential
b. Energies

Taylor expanded (order 6)
δ pseudopotential
1
Discrete levels / Bands

Taylor expanded (order 6)
ab initio (Li2 )
11
Discrete levels / Bands

Full (sin2 )
Continuous bands

Taylor expanded (order 6)
Discrete levels

empty circles show the energies for a trap with a single
well in two of the spatial directions and a double well in
the remaining one. As can be seen, the double-well system presents more energy levels than the single-well one.
Some of them emerge due to the symmetry breaking in
one direction (like those for the two molecular states on
the right), while others are totally absent in the single
well. That is the case for the first-trap state for the double well (bottom almost horizontal aligned points) whose
energy is almost unaffected by the interaction strength
between the two particles; this state corresponds to a
situation where each of the atoms is found in a different well and then hardly interact due the short-range
interparticle potential. Contrarily, the first-trap state
for the single well strongly increases with the interaction
strength as the atoms lie close to each other and then
can repel much more strongly. Note, similarly, that this
trap state is also present in the double well (but with a
slightly larger energy). For vanishing interactions, like
those used in the beginning of the experiment, the previous two trap states are degenerate, a fact that could
explain why the observed resonances, whose positions
are marked as vertical solid lines, involve the upper trap
state instead of the bottom one, which is the one associated with the Mott-insulating state. The comparison
between the M2 single-well results has been assessed and
the double-well calculations, renders differences of only a
few atomic units in the ICIRs positions.
Experimental procedures
Details of E2

We start with an essentially pure Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC) of 1×105 Cs atoms in a crossed optical
dipole trap (XODT) adiabatically loaded into a cubic
optical lattice with a lattice depth of Vx = Vy = Vz = 20
ER , with λ = 1064.5 nm the wavelength of the lattice
light. We take care to prepare a pure singly occupied
Mott-insulator state by adapting the XODT during load-

ing. During BEC preparation and lattice loading we apply a magnetic field gradient of 31 G/cm to compensate
the gravitational force and we set the magnetic offset
field B to values around 21 G, giving a s-wave scattering length as = 210 a0 . The field B is then ramped to
its final value with a resolution of ∼ 8 mG and a ramp
speed of 25 G/ms. After a hold time of 50 ms we ramp
B to its final value of 18.5 G at maximum speed, switch
off the lattice and XODT beams within 2 ms, and subsequently take an absorption picture of the atom cloud
after an expansion time of 20 ms to determine the number of atoms. The lattice depth Vq is calibrated via
Kapitza-Dirac diffraction. The statistical error for Vq
is 1%, though the systematic error can reach up to 5%.
0
0
The splitting of P1 into P1A and P1B is 30 a0 . Assuming
the theory from M2, such a splitting corresponds to an
anisotropy of ∼1 ER , which is compatible with the systematic error for the lattice calibration. The scattering
length as is calculated via its dependence on B with an
estimated uncertainty of ±5 mG arising from magnetic
field noise and shot-to-shot variations. The resonances
are further broadened by the magnetic field gradient. An
estimate of the broadening can be obtained from the size
of the cloud in the lattice. For simplicity, we assume that
all the atoms are distributed on a sphere with perfect
single-occupancy at the sites of the lattice. The levitation gradient of 31 G/cm gives then the variation of the
field across the cloud, which can be converted to a variation ∆as of as according to Fig. 1(a) in the main text.
0
0
0
0
For P1A , P1B , P2 , and P3 we obtain 8, 13, 37, and 150 a0 ,
respectively. These variations are in fair agreement with
the width of the resonances shown in Fig. 3(b) in the
main text.

Error bars for Fig. 4 in the main text

The data in Fig. 4 in the main text are obtained by fitting data that is taken in the same way as the data shown
in Fig. 3(a) in the main text. In view of limited sampling
of the Gaussian fitting curves, the error bars are calcu-
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lated from the sigma of the Gaussian fit. On top of that,
we include the uncertainty from the lattice and magneticfield calibration. The magnetic field is calibrated by microwave spectroscopy and the use of the Breit-Rabi formula, the uncertainty for E2 is ∆B = 0.8 G. The lattice
depth is calibrated via parametric heating measurements
by driving the transition between the lowest and second
excited band of the lattice near 20 ER , the uncertainty is
∆V = 0.3 ER . Other systematic errors such as the ones
deriving from drifts of the wavelength of the lattice laser
and slight misalignment of the lattice beams are found
to be negligible.

P4 discussion
Beyond the Bose-Hubbard model

The standard Bose-Hubbard model is commonly derived under the assumption that the bandgap is the dominating energy scale of the system and that no mixing
between the different bands takes place. When driving
the superfluid-to-Mott-insulator transition, this leads to
atoms confined in the ψtRM φCM (0, 0, 0) state. To assess
the validity of the hypothesis the bandgap for different
bands for non-interacting atoms in the lattice is compared to the on-site interaction energy calculated on the
basis of the non-interacting Wannier functions. For a
lattice with V0 = 20 ER , we find that difference in energy between the maximum of the lower band and the
minimum of the first, second, and third excited band is
∆1 = 7.6 ER , ∆2 = 13.2ER , and ∆3 = 17.3 ER , respectively, while for ah = 1500 a0 the onsite interaction is
U = 5.9 ER . Thus, in the regime in which we are observing the resonances, the onsite interaction energy is nonnegligible with respect to the bandgap. Noteworthy, a
not fully adiabatic variation of the scattering length may
cause an excitation to higher bands via avoided crossings [27].
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strongly interacting two-dimensional Fermi gas, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 106, 105301 (2011).
[35] W. Kao, K.-Y. Li, K.-Y. Lin, S. Gopalakrishnan, and
B. L. Lev, Topological pumping of a 1d dipolar gas into
strongly correlated prethermal states, Science 371, 296
(2021).
[36] E. Haller, M. J. Mark, R. Hart, J. G. Danzl,
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Mott-insulator-aided detection of ultra-narrow Feshbach
resonances, SciPost Phys. 5, 55 (2018).
[41] See Supplemental Material for the details.

[42] T. Bush and M. B. G. Englert, K. Rzażewski, Two cold
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