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Collisional complexes, which are formed as intermediate states in molecular collisions, are typ-
ically short-lived and decay within picoseconds. However, in ultracold collisions involving bialkali
molecules, complexes can live for milliseconds, completely changing the collision dynamics. This can
lead to unexpected two-body loss in samples of nonreactive molecules. During the last decade, such
“sticky” collisons have been a major hindrance in the preparation of dense and stable molecular
samples, especially in the quantum-degenerate regime. Currently, the behavior of the complexes
is not fully understood. For example, in some cases their lifetime has been measured to be many
orders of magnitude longer than recent models predict. This is not only an intriguing problem in
itself but also practically relevant, since understanding molecular complexes may help to mitigate
their detrimental effects. Here, we review the recent experimental and theoretical progress in this
field. We treat the case of molecule-molecule as well as molecule-atom collisions.

I. INTRODUCTION

Intermediate complexes play a significant role in colli-
sions and reactions between molecules [1, 2]. A descrip-
tion of their formation and behavior is therefore crucial
for understanding molecular scattering at the quantum
level, a goal which is at the forefront of molecular physics
and chemistry [3, 4]. A particularly interesting exam-
ple is that of the so-called sticky collisions of ultracold
ground-state bialkali molecules, which have puzzled re-
searchers for years.

The “sticky mystery” started when multiple exper-
iments [5–9] unexpectedly observed loss in samples
of chemically nonreactive bialkalis [10] in the internal
ground state. The loss had the character of a two-body
process. In most cases, it was close to universal, which
means that effectively every collision leads to loss of both
of the particles involved [11]. If the molecules are nonre-
active and the collision energy is small, this should be im-
possible, since energy and momentum conservation forbid
any changes to the chemical bonds or internal states of
the involved particles. An initial proposed explanation
was that, upon collision, the molecules form extremely
long-lived complexes [12, 13]. This hypothesis was sup-
ported by Hu et al. [14], who directly detected the com-
plexes.

However, it remained unclear what causes the com-
plexes to be lost. In 2020, two groundbreaking experi-
ments showed that they could effectively be lost after be-
ing excited by light from optical dipole traps [15, 16]. Be-
cause these results matched theoretical predictions [17], it
was then believed that sticky collisions were basically un-
derstood. However, three other experiments soon showed
that, for certain other bialkali molecules, the loss per-
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sisted in the absence of trapping light [18, 19], proving
that the understanding was still incomplete.

From an experimental perspective, sticky collisions are
problematic because they limit the lifetime and density
of ultracold samples. They also hinder evaporative cool-
ing, a staple technique used to reach quantum degener-
acy [20–22] and make it hard to introduce scattering res-
onances [23–27], which would greatly enhance the ability
to control molecular interactions. Solving these prob-
lems would enable crucial new applications of ultracold
molecules, such as quantum simulation of systems with
strong dipolar interactions [28–35].

From a theory standpoint, the complexes also pose an
interesting challenge. Despite the fact that they only con-
sist of four atoms, they are beyond the level of complexity
that can be handled in state-of-the-art quantum dynam-
ics calculations. In addition, existing effective models are
insufficient: though their results have been experimen-
tally confirmed in some cases [15, 16, 36], in others they
disagree with experimental results by up to five orders of
magnitude [18, 19, 37].

Recent reviews have treated the creation of ultracold
molecules and the general understanding of cold colli-
sions [38–43]. Here, we focus specifically on sticky colli-
sions. We give an overview of recent experimental and
theoretical results, and discuss possible solutions for the
large disagreement between them.

In Section II, we explain the phenomenon of sticky col-
lisions and introduce the accepted method for predicting
complex lifetime. In Section III, we describe the exist-
ing experimental methods to probe sticky collisions. We
give an overview of previous results and their agreement
(or lack of agreement) with theory. Section IV contains a
discussion of possible effects which were not considered in
previous models. Section V focuses on the related prob-
lem of sticky collisions between atoms and diatoms, in
the hope that a combined approach will lead to better
understanding of both. Finally, in Section VI, we sug-
gest research directions, both experimental and theoreti-
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cal, which we believe to be promising in order to resolve
the previously discussed discrepancies.

II. ESTABLISHED THEORY FRAMEWORK

A. Complex lifetime from RRKM theory

The concept of sticky collisions was introduced in the
works by Mayle et al. [12, 13]. The main idea is illus-
trated in Fig. 1. When two bialkali molecules collide,
they enter the large phase space of the collision com-
plex. Due to their strong and anisotropic interactions,
the molecules move chaotically through the available con-
figurations [12, 13, 44–46] before eventually dissociating
when they by chance go back to their respective initial
states. The “sticking time” is in this picture naturally
related to the size of the available phase space divided
by the size of the “opening” through which the particles
can leave.

These ideas are more precisely formulated in
a quantum-mechanical way in the statistical Rice-
Ramsperger-Kassel-Marcus (RRKM) theory [47–49]. In
this formalism the lifetime of the complex, τRRKM, fol-
lows from a simple relation between the density of states
ρ and the number of outgoing states Nout [12]:

τRKKM =
2π~ρ
Nout

. (1)

Quantum mechanically, the notion of chaos implies
that (almost) every eigenstate is delocalized over the en-
tire accessible phase space [50]. When these eigenstates
couple into the scattering continuum, they give rise to
scattering resonances which in turn lead to sticky colli-
sions. Since the RRKM model is statistical, one needs
to average over multiple resonances for the model to be
predictive.

Applying this model to ultracold bialkali molecules
yields sticking times which are very long compared to
molecular timescales. This is because Nout is small and
ρ is very large. The reason that Nout is small is sim-
ple: If molecules are in their absolute ground state and
are sufficiently cold, no inelastic collision channels are
energetically accessible, thus Nout = 1. For reactive col-
lisions Nout is larger, but for bialkali molecules the value
is typically still modest. For example, for KRb+KRb it
is approximately 100 [15]. The available phase space is
very large because of the strong chemical interaction. For
example, the interaction energy of two NaK molecules is
∼ 4500 cm−1, and the rotational and vibrational con-
stants are 0.095 cm−1 and 124 cm−1. If the interaction
energy is turned into kinetic energy, up to 200 rotational
levels and 35 vibrational levels can be occupied (assuming
a harmonic vibrational potential). Taking into account
the degeneracies of the rotations, this leads to ∼20000 ro-
tational states for a single molecule. Since the degrees of
freedom of two molecules plus their relative motion need
to be considered, the number of involved states becomes

FIG. 1. Schematic diagram of sticky collisions of nonreactive
molecules. The box on the top left shows a classical pic-
ture. When molecules collide and enter the complex phase
space, the path they follow is assumed to be random. The
rest of the figure shows the possible pathways of sticky col-
lisions. The kinetic-energy distribution of the initial ground-
state molecules is set by the temperature. When they collide,
they need to pass the threshold before they enter the short-
range potential and form a complex. The number of available
states in the complex may be increased depending on which
quantum numbers are conserved (illustrated by additional
smaller lines). The complex can be electronically excited by
photons from the trapping laser and subsequently decay to
other states. Otherwise, it can dissociate into ground-state
molecules, or another hypothetical loss mechanism may oc-
cur.

huge. It can grow even orders of magnitude further in
the presence of external fields breaking angular momen-
tum conservation or when the hyperfine state can change
during the collision.

The large number of quantum states is exactly the
reason why one needs to resort to statistical models in
the first place, as it makes rigorous quantum mechanical
calculations computationally intractable. Some of the
most computationally demanding scattering calculations
to date were carried out for alkali atom-diatom collisions
[45, 46], which have three fewer motional degrees of free-
dom. This shows that moving to a full quantum descrip-
tion of molecule-molecule bialkali collisions will probably
not be possible in at least the next decade, especially for
the heavier species, for which ρ is generally larger. Even
if these calculations were tractable, they are sensitive to
the details of the interaction potential, which is hard to
determine with sufficient precision. This means that only
qualitative conclusions could be drawn from this kind of
calculation.

Exactly computing the density of states is equally dif-
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ficult as solving the scattering problem. However, here
one can resort to quasiclassical approximations, which
are believed to be accurate because the involved rovi-
brational quantum numbers are high. In Ref. [51] such
a quasiclassical method was proposed to estimate ρ for
realistic interaction potentials [17]. In the absence of
external fields and when the nuclear spin states of the
atoms are conserved, Eq. 1 typically yields τRKKM rang-
ing from few to hundreds of microseconds for collisions
between bialkali molecules.

Note that this discussion is specific to bialkali dimers.
For example, many other molecules have much weaker
interactions and would therefore not be expected to be
sticky. This especially holds for typical chemically stable
molecules naturally occurring in the gas phase. Even the
triplet LiNa molecule [52] is in this sense different from
the other investigated bialkalis because it is very light and
the interaction potential is comparatively shallow. Even
in the case of very strong interactions, sticky collisions are
not guaranteed. For example, CaF is highly reactive [53],
leading to a large value of Nout.

B. Complex-mediated loss via photoexcitation

The molecules sticking together for a long time when
they collide does however not explain why they are lost.
Several processes have been suggested, such as collisions
with a third molecule [13] and excitation by the trapping
laser [54] (see Fig. 1). In typical experiments, where
molecules are held in optical dipole traps, the latter
mechanism is predicted to be strong enough to excite
every complex which is formed.

Why can the trapping laser electronically excite the
collision complexes? For the free molecules the trap-
ping laser is detuned from any electronic transition so
that the molecules cannot be photoexcited. However, as
the geometry of the complex is continuously evolving,
the gap between its electronic ground and excited states
changes, sometimes matching the trap laser frequency.
Again one can take a classical approximation and assume
that the geometry of the complex does not change upon
electronic excitation. This way, the photoexcitation rate
can be computed statistically as an average over phase
space [54]. At typical intensities, the resulting rate is
one to two orders of magnitude higher than the expected
dissociation rate of the complexes [54]. Once a complex
has been excited, it can decay in multiple ways, such as
spontaneous emission or dissociation into various asymp-
totic states. This makes it very unlikely that the colliding
molecules go back to their original states, causing them
to be effectively lost.

Given this mechanism, the rate equations for the
molecule and complex populations (n and nc) take the
form

ṅ = −k2n2 +
2C−2nc
τRRKM

, (2)

ṅc =
k2n

2

2
− C−2nc
τRRKM

− kIInc. (3)

Here k2 is the molecular scattering rate coefficient, kI is
the laser excitation rate coefficient, I is the laser inten-
sity and C−2 is a factor which originates from quantum
defect theory and describes the probability to cross the
long-range part of the potential [11, 55, 56]. This factor
C−2 [55] is implicitly also included in k2 and will be de-
scribed in more detail in Sec. IV. To accurately describe
experimental data, it is often necessary to also model ef-
fects resulting from inhomogeneous density distribution,
one-body loss, and evaporation [18, 57].

Other loss processes, such as three-body collisions,
non-excited complexes falling out of the trap, sponta-
neous decay into stable four-atom states, or excitation
by black-body radiation, seem to be orders of magni-
tude too slow compared to τRRKM [51, 58]. Therefore,
trapping ground-state molecules in the absence of intense
laser light should lead to a suppression of the loss.

III. EXPERIMENTAL VERIFICATION

A. Creation and detection of ultracold molecules

Ultracold diatomic molecules in the electronic and
rovibrational ground state are typically created using
a method established by Ni et al. in 2008 [59]. To
do this, a mixture of alkali atoms is prepared in an
optical dipole trap and a Feshbach resonance is used
to associate molecules with a typical binding energy
on the order of 10−4 cm−1. The molecules are then
transferred into the ground state, with a binding en-
ergy on the order of 103 cm−1, using stimulated Ra-
man adiabatic passage [60, 61]. This method has been
used with minor modifications for a number of molecular
species [5, 6, 52, 62–69]. In recent years, direct laser cool-
ing of molecules has made quick progress, enabling the
cooling of species other than bialkalis into the ultracold
regime [70]. However, signatures of sticky collisions have
not been observed with directly cooled molecules yet, as
the collision experiments performed in such systems used
highly reactive CaF molecules [71, 72].

Most ultracold-molecule experiments use absorption or
fluorescence imaging on atomic or molecular transitions
to detect the molecules. These detection methods are
typically specific to single quantum states and fail for
complexes. However, if complex formation leads to the
loss of the colliding molecules, this can be observed as
two-body decay of the molecule number. Of course, this
method is limited, as it only tells us that there is some
destructive two-body process, but no details about the
mechanism. Still, clear experimental indications of sticky
collisions were found in this way [5–9, 65, 73, 74].

Some clues can already be extracted by comparing the
observed loss rate to the universal rate, although the pre-
cision is limited by difficulty of measuring the molecule
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FIG. 2. Schematic of the apparatus used in Refs. [14, 15,
37, 76–78]. 40K87Rb molecules are prepared in an optical
dipole trap. UV ionization and ion detection with velocity
map imaging allows the detection of intermediate complexes
and reaction products.

density. For 87Rb133Cs and for 23Na87Rb in its first vi-
brationally excited state, these experiments found loss
coefficients below the universal value [8, 73]. On the
other hand, for 23Na40K, loss rates significantly above
the universal value were found [18]. The deviations from
universality would imply that the short-range loss proba-
bility, or the y-parameter central in quantum defect the-
ory [11, 55, 73, 75], is smaller than 1. In the RbCs ex-
periment it was found to be y = 0.26(3) [73].

Two improved methods, which allow extracting more
information about complex formation and loss, have sub-
sequently been demonstrated. The first is to detect the
complexes directly, the second is to modify the molecule-
trapping potential and see whether this changes the two-
body loss. In the following, we will describe these two
methods in more detail.

B. Detection of complexes

An apparatus which can detect arbitrary intermediate
complexes and reaction products of collisions between
40K87Rb molecules has been constructed by the group
of Kang-Kuen Ni [14, 76] (see Fig. 2). It is based on
a combination of photoionization, velocity-map imaging
and mass spectroscopy, similar to previous experiments
on three-body recombination in Rb gases [79, 80]. The
molecule sample is surrounded by a hollow ultraviolet
beam whose photon energy is above the ionization thresh-
old of the complexes. Thus, the formed complexes are im-
mediately ionized and can subsequently be imaged on a
microchannel plate. Controlling the electric field on their
flight path allows resolution of their mass, such that the

FIG. 3. Direct detection of reaction products and interme-
diate complexes from KRb + KRb collisions with ionization
and mass spectroscopy. The inset shows a velocity map of
detected K2Rb+

2 ions. Figure adapted from Ref. [14].

chemical composition of the complexes can be inferred.
In this way, it was proved that a K2Rb2 complex is

indeed formed in collisions [14] (see Fig. 3). By tem-
porarily shutting the dipole trap off, it was also shown
that the complexes indeed scatter photons from the 1064-
nm dipole trap, reducing their lifetime significantly [15].
The method has also been used to determine the dis-
tribution of rotational states created in the exothermic
reaction 2KRb → K2 + Rb2 [77, 78]. It was determined
that nuclear spin is conserved in this reaction.

Direct detection of complexes is a very useful method,
as it gives a detailed picture of what goes on in a colli-
sion. However, it requires photoionization, electric fields
to guide ions, and ion detection, in addition to the al-
ready complicated apparatus needed to make ultracold
ground-state molecules in the first place. Currently, the
Harvard experiment is the only one of this type, although
the construction of a similar setup with NaK was recently
started in the group of Silke Ospelkaus at the University
of Hannover.

C. Indirect measurement of complex properties

Assuming that the loss of complexes is dominated by
photon scattering, there is another way of investigating
it: significantly reduce the intensity of the dipole trap
and see if this decreases the observed two-body decay
rate. This has been experimentally realized in two ways.
The first is using a chopped dipole trap, i.e., a trap whose
intensity is periodically modulated in a square-wave pat-
tern. Due to the inertia of the molecules, they experience
a time-averaged potential and remain trapped if the mod-
ulation frequency is much higher than the harmonic trap
frequency. During the periods where the trap is on, com-
plexes are still likely to scatter at least one photon and
are thus lost. However, if the off-times are at least com-
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FIG. 4. Principle of a chopped dipole trap. (a) Intensity
over time. During the dark times of the trap, the intensity
is strongly reduced. (b) Expected normalized molecule den-
sity over time in a chopped trap. The three curves show
the expected behavior for ratios between sticking time and
dark time of 0.1, 1, and 10. (c) Extension of (a) for long
timescales. Here, the high-frequency components caused by
the dipole trap switching are averaged out. Figure reproduced
from Ref. [16].

parable to the complex lifetime against dissociation into
ground-state molecules, and the intensity is low enough,
the time-averaged two-body loss rate should be reduced
(see Fig. 4). Because the intensity modulation can cause
loss in itself, it is difficult to directly compare lifetimes
measured in modulated and non-modulated traps. This
can be fixed by adding a continuous laser, a “kill beam”,
to the modulated trap, and to compare the results with
this kill beam on or off. By varying the kill-beam power,
one can probe the necessary intensity to excite a complex
during its lifetime. Indeed, a reduction of loss in such an
experiment was observed by Simon Cornish’s group with
87Rb133Cs [16, 36]. In contrast, no reduction was found
with 23Na39K, 23Na40K, and 23Na87Rb [18, 19].

To avoid heating due to the trap modulation, the
molecules can be trapped at permanently low light inten-
sity. Our team at MPQ realized this by loading 23Na40K
into a repulsive, box-shaped potential with sharp edges
and very low residual intensity on its inside [18]. No
dependence of two-body decay on the light intensity in-
side the box could be found. Notably, in this experiment
the complexes were mostly lost by falling out of the trap,
rather than being excited by residual light, assuming that
they scatter photons at the theoretically predicted rate.
This is because the complexes do not experience a re-
pulsive potential from the trap beams and are therefore
not confined. This limited the longest complex lifetimes
which could be probed to a few milliseconds.

In principle, low-light-intensity trapping could also be
achieved with static electromagnetic fields [81–89], or mi-
crowaves [90, 91]. However, bialkalis in the X1Σ+ ground
state can not be held in any static-field traps, because

ICW

Imod

Time

FIG. 5. Observation of longer molecule lifetime in a chopped
trap with 87Rb133Cs. The ratio of remaining molecule num-
ber with (“mod+cw”) and without (“mod”) the kill beam is
plotted versus its intensity. The filled and empty data points
indicate measurements with the kill beam at a wavelength of
1550 and 1064 nm, respectively. The inset shows a the inten-
sity of the chopped dipole trap (solid line) and the intensity
of the kill beam (dashed line) over time. Figure adapted from
Ref. [16].

they experience a negative (high-field seeking) Stark shift
and have a near-zero magnetic moment. Trapping them
with microwaves is theoretically possible, but has never
been demonstrated.

D. Experimental results

At this point, experiments on sticky collisions have
been performed with five different species of bialkali
molecules, some in multiple hyperfine states. A list of
the results is given in Table I. The first two experiments,
both published in 2020, confirmed the RRKM predictions
with both a reactive and a nonreactive species. With
40K87Rb, a complex lifetime of 360(30) ns was found,
compared to τRRKM = 170(60) ns. The measured pho-
toexcitation rate was 420(90) Hz/(W/cm−2), compared
to the theoretically expected 400 Hz/(W/cm−2), how-
ever a significant nonlinear contribution was also ob-
served [15]. With 87Rb133Cs, the measured complex
lifetime was 0.53(6) ms, with τRRKM = 0.253 ms, and
the measured photoexcitation rate was 3 kHz/(W/cm−2)
(see Fig. 5).

Following these, there were three other experiments,
which used 23Na39K, 23Na40K, and 23Na87Rb (see
Fig. 6). Very surprisingly, not only did these experi-
ments disagree with the RRKM predictions, they could
not reduce the loss of complexes with low light inten-
sity at all. This was despite the fact that the predicted
complex lifetimes for all these species are much shorter
than that of RbCs, which should have made loss reduc-
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Molecule d0/D Stat. Nucl. spin Setup τexp τRRKM Comments Refs.
23Na39K 2.7 boson | − 3/2,−1/2〉 chopped > 0.35 ms 6 µs Kill beam at 816, 950 and 1064 nm [19]
23Na40K 2.7 fermion |3/2,−4〉† box > 2.6 ms 18 µs (4.9 ms) Electric field 411 V/cm [18]

fermion |3/2,−4〉† box > 1.4 ms 18 µs (4.9 ms) [18]

— mixed box > 2.3 ms 18 µs (54 µs) Incoh. mixture, el. field 411 V/cm [18]

— mixed box > 133 µs 18 µs (54 µs) Incoherent mixture [18]
23Na87Rb 3.2 boson |3/2, 3/2〉 ∗ † chopped > 1.2 ms 19 µs Kill beam at 1064 and 1248 nm, [19]

electric field < 5 V/cm
40K87Rb 0.6 fermion | − 4, 1/2〉 direct det. 360(30) ns 170(60) ns Reactive, el. field 17 V/cm [15]
87Rb133Cs 1.2 boson |3/2, 7/2〉 ∗ † chopped 0.53(6) ms 0.253 ms Kill beam at 1064 and 1550 nm [16]

boson |3/2, 7/2〉 ∗ † chopped 0.8(3) ms 0.253 ms Kill beam at 1550 nm [36]

boson |3/2, 5/2〉 chopped 2.1(1.3) ms 0.253 ms Kill beam at 1550 nm [36]

boson |1/2, 7/2〉 chopped > 3.3 ms 0.253 ms Kill beam at 1550 nm [36]

TABLE I. Experimental results for the complex lifetime in collisions between bialkalis in the electronic and rovibrational
ground state. The molecular-frame dipole moment d0 [5, 64, 92, 93] is given in units of Debye. We denote the nuclear spin as
|mi,a,mi,b〉, where a and b indicate the lighter and heavier atom in the molecule. Stretched hyperfine states are marked with
a ∗, and ground hyperfine states with a †. For the predicted complex lifetimes τRRKM we assume no nuclear-spin changing
collisions take place. The τRRKM values in brackets take the effect of reflection from the long-range potential into account
as discussed in Section IV A. The additional laser light which ensures destruction of complexes for comparison (“kill beam”)
had a wavelength of 1064 nm except where stated otherwise. Where not explicitly noted, the experiments were performed at
small electric and magnetic fields (below 10 V/cm and 200 G, respectively). For those experiments where only lower bounds of
τexp are given, these are calculated under the assumption that the complex photoexcitation rates are equal to the predicted
values. The temperature of molecules in most experiments listed is between 100 and 500 nK, except for RbCs, which had a
temperature of around 2 µK. For NaK, KRb and NaRb, τRRKM values were computed in Refs. [15, 51, 94]. For RbCs, τRRKM

was extrapolated from the NaK result in Ref. [51]. The recollision effect was studied in Ref. [55].

tion even easier. If no loss reduction is found, such as
in these experiments, it is impossible to extract complex
lifetimes and photoexcitation rates. Then, only a com-
bined lower bound for lifetime and photoexcitation rate
can be measured. Typically, the experimental results are
presented as a lower bound to the complex lifetime given
the theoretical photo-excitation rate, since this predic-
tion is considered most reliable.

Looking at the table, there are two species where the
observations agree with the RRKM predictions within a
factor of two, while for three others, they disagree by
at least a factor 50. There is no obvious correlation be-
tween the molecular properties or the experiment design,
and the agreement with predictions. For example, one
might expect that the loss rates are smaller for molecules
which are in the hyperfine ground state or in a spin-
stretched state (i.e., mF = ±F , and F takes its maximum
value), because spin-changing collisions are then forbid-
den. Considering 87Rb133Cs and 23Na87Rb in the hyper-
fine ground state, they should behave similarly: both are
nonreactive bosons and spin-changing collisions are for-
bidden. Instead, in the experiments, one of them behaves
as expected, the other very differently.

Another surprising result was found at MIT, where a
Feshbach resonance was observed in collisions of 23Na6Li
molecules in the a3Σ+ manifold [26]. Although no direct
measurements of complex lifetime were performed, some
limits for the lifetime of the complex can be inferred from
the shape of the interaction potential and the width of the
resonance. It is unclear how to compare this lifetime with

the sticking times measured in the other experiments,
because the quasi-bound state underlying the resonance
is likely of a different nature than the sticky complexes
discussed before. Whether similar resonances also occur
for other bialkali molecules is not obvious, since 23Na6Li
was studied in a different electronic configuration.

IV. PROPOSALS BEYOND THE ESTABLISHED
THEORY

A. The validity of RRKM theory

The assumption of chaoticity

First we discuss the validity of the assumption of
chaotic dynamics, which is central in RRKM theory and
underlying Eq. (1). Hamiltonians that exhibit quantum
chaos have a special structure in their spectrum, where
the energy level spacings are distributed according to
a Wigner–Dyson distribution, as opposed to a regular
Poisson distribution. Also the distribution of resonance
widths in case of quantum chaos is known. It was shown
in explicit quantum scattering calculations by Croft et
al. [45, 46] that this at least holds relatively well for ul-
tracold atom-diatom collisions of alkali atoms.

In recent work by Man et al. [58], the statistical
assumption for atom-diatom and diatom-diatom colli-
sions was tested with classical trajectory simulations,
and found to be valid. In order to extract the sticking
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FIG. 6. Complex loss of 23Na40K in a repulsive box-shaped
trap [18]. (a) Two-body loss coefficient β versus 1064-nm-
light intensity. The solid line indicates the predictions from
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excluded by the data under the assumption that complexes
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The three shaded areas are excluded with 1σ, 2σ, and 3σ
confidence, respectively. The dashed lines indicate the pre-
dictions from Ref. [51].

times from classical trajectory simulations, it is impor-
tant to set appropriate long-range boundary conditions
because the classical approximation is no longer justified
if the molecules move far away from each other. This ex-
plains why trajectory simulations from Ref. [44] yielded
too long sticking times, agreeing with the RRKM results
from Ref. [12] which later turned out to be overestimated
by orders of magnitude [51], and why simulations from
Ref. [95] gave orders of magnitude shorter sticking times.

How predictive is the statistical model?

Next, we discuss whether one indeed averages over
many scattering resonances under experimental condi-
tions, as required to get reliable predictions from the sta-
tistical model. As indicated in Fig. 1, the range of probed
collision energies is set by the temperature, whereas the
spacing of the resonances is set by the density of states ρ.
The typical temperature is on the order of a microkelvin,
and the density of states ranges from 0.005 to 5µK−1 for

different bialkalis. Comparing these numbers, one may
notice that only very few, if any, resonances are expected
to be probed under experimental conditions. The origi-
nal idea [13] that many isolated narrow resonances would
be included in the experimental window of collision en-
ergies, is therefore clearly not true. The applicability of
the statistical model thus seems questionable.

However, if only a single or few resonances were in-
cluded in the experimental window of collision energies,
then why are these not resolved? An answer to this
question was proposed in Ref. [55]. Here the authors
use quantum defect theory (QDT) to show that a third
energy scale needs to be taken into consideration: the
broadening of the resonances due to the loss. If the loss
rate is fast compared to the dissociation rate of the com-
plexes, this automatically implies that the resonances are
broadened much beyond their natural width. As a re-
sult, instead of averaging over many narrow isolated res-
onances in a certain energy window, one averages over
many overlapping broad resonances at a single collision
energy. If the broadening is strong enough, statistical
models become valid again. In this scenario, close-to-
universal loss would occur independently of the collision
energy without any resonances, which agrees with the
experimental observations.

In the recent work by Croft et al. [56] it is argued that
the validity of the RRKM model is also questionable in
the case where the collision has only a single open chan-
nel. Then the distribution of resonance widths is very
strongly skewed towards narrow resonances, correspond-
ing to long sticking times. This means that when aver-
aging over a small number of resonances, one most likely
finds a longer sticking time than expected from RRKM.
Even when sampling over many resonances, this could
still have an impact on the actual loss rate. However,
the estimated increase in sticking time from Ref.[56] is
not sufficient to explain the experimental results.

Threshold effects

Another point made in Refs. [55, 56] is that RRKM
theory does not take into account threshold effects. For
example, fermionic molecules undergoing p-wave colli-
sions need to tunnel through the centrifugal barrier to
reach the short-range potential. What was not consid-
ered before is that once the molecules passed the barrier,
they also need to tunnel through the same barrier to
leave it again, leading to longer complex lifetimes. The
tunneling probability, parametrized by C−2 in quantum
defect theory, decreases with lower temperature, making
the effect more pronounced for very cold samples.

The actual tunneling probabilities can be computed
using QDT. For fermionic 23Na40K in the experimen-
tal conditions of Ref. [18], the tunneling probability is
only about 1%. This corresponds to the well-known
fact that at ultracold temperatures p-wave collisions oc-
cur at much lower rates than s-wave collisions. It also
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means that complexes formed in p-wave collisions should
be about 100 times longer-lived. This can explain the
complex-lifetime measurements on identical fermionic
NaK molecules. For s-wave collisions the factor is of
order 1, so threshold effects can not explain the obser-
vations for bosonic or distinguishable molecules.

B. Coupling to hyperfine degrees of freedom and
external electric fields

Even if RRKM theory is valid, there could still be large
uncertainties in the calculation of the density of states.
In the estimation of the sticking times in Ref. [51] and
comparison to photoexcitation rates [17], it is assumed
that the motional angular momentum of the molecules is
conserved during the collision. However, coupling to ex-
ternal electric fields or to hyperfine states of the molecules
can break this angular-momentum conservation, poten-
tially enlarging the explored phase space and the sticking
time by up to four orders of magnitude [96]. Note that,
in contrast with typical ultracold atomic collisions, the
time spent in the short-range potential is much longer
than in the long-range potential so that these processes
most likely take place at short range.

Using classical trajectory simulations, Man et al. [58]
estimated that electric fields on the order of 10 V/cm are
already sufficient to break angular-momentum conserva-
tion. Indeed, these are the field strengths where the typi-
cal molecular Stark couplings are comparable to the level
spacing of the complex. Such electric fields are larger
than the stray fields typically present in experiments, but
at least one order of magnitude smaller than those needed
to polarize the molecules. In Ref. [97] it was shown that
an external electric field can also affect the long-range
part of the collision, since it brings the molecules into
a superposition of multiple angular-momentum states,
leading to an increased density of states. However, this
effect is weaker than the short-range effect predicted in
Ref. [58], and it requires one to two orders of magnitude
higher field strengths to become important.

Nuclear-spin changes during the collisions can have two
important and distinguishable effects: if the molecules
start in their hyperfine ground state, nuclear-spin
changes can lead to an increased density of states. If
the molecules start in excited hyperfine states which are
not stretched, this opens up more exit channels and the
additional loss pathway of hyperfine-changing collisions.
These effects are strongly related, because both of them
require sufficiently strong couplings between the nuclear
spins and other degrees of freedom.

To estimate at which strength the hyperfine couplings
will start to play a role, one can compare the inverse
of the coupling strength to τRRKM. The strongest effect
is the coupling of the dynamically changing electric-field
gradient to the nuclear quadrupole moments [58, 98]. Us-
ing the couplings of the free molecules, Man et al. [58]
estimated that nuclear-spin flips are unlikely to happen.

However, Jachymski et al. [98] showed that the couplings
are strongly geometry-dependent, and therefore nuclear-
spin-changing collisions can not be ruled out.

The hyperfine structure certainly plays a role in the
case of RbCs, where hyperfine-dependent loss rates were
observed in the chopped dipole trap [36]. This means
that either the hyperfine state has a strong impact on
the sticking time, or hyperfine-changing collisions lead to
loss. In contrast, nuclear-spin-changing reactions do not
occur for KRb [77]. However, here the collision takes only
hundreds of nanoseconds, so these results are insufficient
to determine the role of nuclear-spin flips in much longer
sticky collisions. For triplet molecules or atom-molecule
collisions, unpaired electron spins also play a role. The
couplings between the electronic and nuclear spins and
the electronic spin-rotation couplings are orders of mag-
nitude stronger than the couplings of only the nuclear
spins. Therefore unpaired electron spins can change and
mediate hyperfine changes during the collision.

In conclusion, it seems clear that nuclear-spin changes
have some effect on the collision dynamics at least for
heavy bialkalis. However, to explain the increased stick-
ing times for the lighter bialkali molecules, the effect of
the hyperfine degrees of freedom would have to be much
stronger than it is for heavy species. This is the op-
posite of what one should expect, since both the hyper-
fine couplings and τRRKM are smaller for lighter bialkalis.
Hence, if nuclear-spin changes in the complex are respon-
sible for longer sticking times, there must be some yet
unknown ingredient to bring the predictions into quanti-
tative agreement with the experimental observations.

C. Loss processes

In addition to the sticking time, the complex loss
rate is also of crucial importance to assess whether the
molecules will survive a collision. As explained in Sec-
tion II B, the computation of the photoinduced loss rate,
just like RRKM theory, is based on a quasiclassical sta-
tistical model. The validity of this model has not yet
been explicitly tested. In a quantum mechanical picture,
in the case of quantum chaos, all eigenstates are delo-
calized throughout phase space in both the ground and
excited state. Therefore, every state has a small but usu-
ally nonzero Franck–Condon overlap with all the states
in the excited potential. If the width of the electronic
transitions is then larger than the rovibrational spacing,
this means that there are no photoexcitation resonances
and the complex can be excited by a continuum of laser
frequencies. Since the linewidth of the typical trapping
lasers is very small, the observed linewidth of the transi-
tion is limited by the lifetime of the electronic state.

Let us briefly consider the loss pathways from this elec-
tronically excited state. The simplest possibility is spon-
taneous emission back to some rovibrational level in the
electronic ground state. Because this would be similar to
an electronic transition of one of the constituent diatoms,
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the rate of such a process can be assumed to be on the
order of 10 MHz [99]. Other processes include dissocia-
tion into a trimer and a free atom, or into a singlet and
a triplet dimer via spin-orbit coupling. How fast these
processes are depends on the details of the interaction
potential, and the specific state where the complex ends
up after photoexcitation. A more detailed theoretical in-
vestigation of the complex dynamics in the excited state
would definitely be interesting. This could be experimen-
tally relevant to know in which scenarios one would ex-
pect to find resolved photoexcitation lines as opposed to
a continuum. For most diatom-diatom collisions, spon-
taneous emission would already be fast enough to lead
to a continuum of excited states, but for atom-diatom
collisions individual lines would be observable if this was
the only or the fastest decay process.

One can also imagine loss processes other than pho-
toexcitation playing a role. The original proposal was
that this could be three-body loss [13], but in Ref. [51]
the three-body rate was estimated to be too small. Fur-
thermore, the complexes might escape from optical dipole
traps as they are not trapped by the trapping laser. This
is especially likely for repulsive traps such as the one
used in Ref. [18]. For this process to be relevant, the
sticking time typically needs to be on the scale of mil-
liseconds. Estimation of rovibrational transition rates of
non-excited complexes due to spontaneous emission and
black-body coupling are given in Ref. [58]. Both pro-
cesses are far too slow to occur in the τRKKM timescale
and require sticking times of approximately tens of sec-
onds.

Another potential explanation for the loss is the pres-
ence of special features in the potentials such as conical
intersections. Conical intersections are known to occur
and have an influence on the collision dynamics for al-
kali atom-diatom collisions [100]. We do not expect that
such features destroy the validity of RRKM models, but
they might enhance the probability of nuclear-spin flips
or lead to the population of electronically excited states.
In Ref. [54] it was estimated that for NaK-NaK there are
conical intersections close to, but still outside, the clas-
sically allowed region. However, this might need to be
revisited with more accurate methods to give a clearer
judgement. Then one would need to find and charac-
terize the loss processes that could happen around such
a conical intersection. What makes this explanation at-
tractive is that the presence of a conical intersection could
strongly depend on the species, and therefore explain the
seemingly arbitrary differences between the bialkalis.

D. Preliminary conclusion

Currently, the most likely explanation of the sticky-
collision mystery seems as follows. In presence of laser
light, photoinduced loss is probably the dominant mech-
anism. To explain the experimental results for the lighter
bialkalis in absence of laser light, the sticking time must

either be orders of magnitude longer than predicted, or
there are loss processes that are much faster than ex-
pected and can occur even during short sticking times.
The most important open question from the theory side
is how the nuclear-spin degrees of freedom are involved
in the collision. There are some clues that understanding
this will allow better predictions of the intricate behavior
of complexes.

Alternatively, it is possible that the experimental re-
sults can be explained by a combination of threshold ef-
fects and external electric fields. Specifically, for the case
of the hyperfine-pure samples of fermionic 23Na40K, the
p-wave barrier might be the cause of the much longer
sticking times. If the electric fields in the experiments
with (bosonic) 23Na39K and 23Na87Rb were large enough
to break angular-momentum conservation, this problem
would be solved too. To confirm this hypothesis, the
sticking time should be measured as a function of elec-
tric field strength.

V. ATOM-DIATOM COLLISIONS

A. Differences and similarities to diatom-diatom
collisions

With the difficulties in understanding collisions be-
tween two molecules, it seems logical to first study a
simpler case: the collision between a molecule and an
atom. This was originally motivated by sympathetic
cooling, where molecules are cooled by elastic colli-
sions with atoms, which in turn can be evaporatively
cooled [88, 101]. Atom-diatom collisions are in many
ways similar to diatom-diatom collisions, making them
an interesting system to study to gain understanding of
sticky collisions.

From the theoretical side, a three-atom system is
much more tractable than a four-atom one. Indeed, full
quantum-mechanical calculations of collision times have
been performed for certain species [45, 46]. These results
can not quantitatively be compared to experiments, since
it is very challenging to include spin degrees of freedom
or external fields in the calculations. Furthermore, get-
ting to experimental accuracy would require extremely
accurate interaction potentials. However, for qualitative
studies these calculations are valuable, for example to
confirm the validity of RRKM theory [46]. An overview
of the RRKM predictions on atom-diatom collisions can
be found in Ref. [102].

B. Experimental results

The typical way to experimentally study ultracold
atom-diatom collisions is to associate molecules from
an atomic mixture as usual, keeping some unassociated
atoms in the trap afterwards. This limits the available
partner atoms to those which are already part of the
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molecule. For reactive combinations, such as 23Na39K +
23Na, and 87Rb133Cs + 87Rb, it has consistently been
found that the two-body rate coefficients are close to the
universal limit, as expected [36, 57]. However, in the
nonreactive case the results are much more varied. Here,
we give a list of experiments done with such nonreactive
combinations:

• 23Na6Li + 23Na, with the diatom not in the elec-
tronic ground state, but rather in the rovibrational
ground state of the a3Σ+ potential [25, 101]. Here,
the two-body rate coefficients are strongly depen-
dent on the hyperfine state of the atom: while the
coefficient is two orders of magnitude below the uni-
versal limit for Na in F = 2,mF = 2, it is close to
universal for F = 1,mF = 1. This suggests that
the collisions do not cause electronic relaxation of
the diatom, but can cause spin exchange with the
atom. With this combination, the loss rates can be
small enough to realize efficient sympathetic cool-
ing [101]. In addition, a magnetic Feshbach reso-
nance has been found at a field of 978 G [25].

• 23Na39K + 39K [57]. Again, the collision rate co-
efficients are strongly dependent on the hyperfine
state of the atomic collision partner. In the most
favourable case of K in F = 1,mF = −1, the rate is
four orders of magnitude below the universal limit.
In the spin-stretched state (K in F = 1,mF = 1) it
is only one order of magnitude below the universal
limit.

• 23Na40K + 40K [23, 24, 103]. In this case, the
dependence of the observed two-body rate coeffi-
cients on the atomic hyperfine state is much weaker
than with bosonic potassium, with less than one
order of magnitude difference between the different
states. The smallest observed coefficient is about
ten times below the universal value. Some of the
investigated channels exhibit Feshbach resonances,
one of which has been used to associate triatomic
molecules [104, 105].

• 40K87Rb + 87Rb [37]. Here, only one hyper-
fine channel was investigated, with the diatom in
mi,K = −4,mi,Rb = 1/2 and the atom in F =
1,mF = 1. In this case, the rate is close to univer-
sal. The formation of three-body complexes and
their excitation by trap photons was directly ob-
served. Notably, the measured complex lifetime of
0.39(6) ms is five orders of magnitude larger than
the RRKM prediction.

• 87Rb133Cs + 133Cs [36]. For the case where both
the diatom and the atom are in the hyperfine
ground state, the rate coefficient is within a fac-
tor of three of the universal rate. The light-
intensity dependence of the molecule loss rate was
also probed via the chopped-trap method, but no
effect of intensity could be seen.

C. Interpretation of experimental results

Together, these experiments give an inconclusive pic-
ture. We can see that the measured two-body rate co-
efficients are near-universal in some cases, but multiple
orders of magnitude smaller in others, with a strong de-
pendence on the atomic spin. This is not surprising in
itself, because the atom brings an unpaired electron into
the collision, whose spin can couple strongly to both hy-
perfine and rotational degrees of freedom of the diatom.
If the scattering is non-universal, the collision rate is
determined by the scattering length, which can depend
strongly on many parameters. The smaller the mass of
the collision partners, the more likely the loss is to be
non-universal due to the smaller density of states. This
explains the strong loss reduction found in some light
alkali systems.

Another idea, brought up in Ref. [57], is that atom-
diatom complexes may exhibit resolved photoexcitation
lines. For diatom-diatom complexes such lines are un-
likely to be observable (see Sec. IV C), but since the den-
sity of states of the excited atom-diatom complexes is
much lower than for the diatom-diatom case, this might
be different here. If such lines were near the optical trap
wavelength, this would be another explanation for the de-
pendence of loss rate coefficients on the atomic hyperfine
state. This could be experimentally tested by scanning
the trapping-laser wavelength.

There is evidence that the Feshbach resonances ob-
served for 23Na40K + 40K result from coupling to long-
range states, in which the rovibrational structure of the
diatom remains almost unchanged [24]. This is in stark
contrast to short-range complex states with their chaotic
rovibrational dynamics. In the spectrum of the Hamilto-
nian there are many more rovibrationally excited states
than long-range bound states. These long-range bound
states exist for different hyperfine channels. Since the
resonances result from coupling between these different
hyperfine states, they can be tuned with the magnetic
field. Furthermore, the collision energy is close to the
threshold, and this is exactly the energy range in which
this type of long-range bound states can be found. That
is why, especially for atom-diatom collisions, it is not un-
likely to find resonances due to these long-range bound
states.

At the scattering resonances the loss is larger than
universal, even in presence of a background with signif-
icant loss. This might seem counterintuitive because at
the universal rate, all collisions should already lead to
loss. However, more precisely, this includes only colli-
sions where the molecules reach the short-range regime.
In the case of long-range bound states, the wave function
extends beyond the region of short-range loss as illus-
trated in Fig. 7. In this case the collision partners are
temporarily trapped in the long-range potential, leading
to an enhanced rate of collisions reaching the short range.
This can lead to coherently enhanced loss rates even in
presence of strong background loss.
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FIG. 7. Schematic wave function Ψ(R) (grey-red) of a bound
state leading to a long-range resonance. In black the interac-
tion potential V is plotted as a function of the interparticle
distance R. The collision threshold for the short-range loss,
which happens inside the blue region, is indicated by Rc.

For now, it appears that atom-diatom collisions exhibit
much more structure than diatom-diatom ones, with ob-
servable dependence on internal states, fields, etc. How-
ever, there are still significant shortcomings to our un-
derstanding of these collisions, and further investigation
will certainly be needed. This path may lead to improved
sympathetic cooling of atom-molecule mixtures and effi-
cient association of polyatomic molecules.

VI. FUTURE PERSPECTIVES

Further experimental and theoretical work is going to
be needed to find an explanation for the sticky-collision
mystery. From the experimental side, it will be necessary
to gather data from more species and under a wider range
of conditions. We believe that the following experiments
can be realistically done in the next few years to advance
our understanding.

Firstly, chopped-trap or box-trap experiments can be
performed on further biakali species, or in different hy-
perfine states. The most readily available candidates for
new species are 23Na133Cs, and 133Cs2, but also others,
such as 40K133Cs and 6Li40K, may soon become avail-
able [9, 26, 69, 106, 107]. The electric field should be pre-
cisely controlled to ensure that its influence on angular-
momentum conservation can be understood. In addi-
tion, we hope that there will soon be new setups for di-
rect detection of complexes formed in collisions between
nonreactive molecules, despite the complexity of this ap-
proach. This may also allow detection of nuclear-spin
changing collisions. Another avenue is to study ultracold
collisions of non-bialkali molecules. For example, ground-
state 88Sr2 was recently created for the first time [67].
Experiments on these species may help reveal the influ-
ence of the electronic structure on the collision dynamics.

Second, valuable information can be gained from atom-
molecule collisions. For example, it will be interesting to

see a direct comparison between the complex lifetimes
in reactive and nonreactive collisions involving the same
molecule, such as KRb + K and KRb + Rb. Since they
are very different in these cases, comparing them may
help with understanding the timescale of nuclear-spin-
changing collisions. Probing more different spin-state
combinations may also yield interesting results. Going
even further in this direction, comparing Sr2 + Sr colli-
sions with different isotopologues could be used to dis-
entangle the effects of nuclear spin, since 86Sr and 88Sr
have a nuclear spin of zero, but 87Sr has a nuclear spin of
9/2 [98]. Another interesting subject of study is the sys-
tematic comparison between the isotopologues of NaK
+ K, at different magnetic fields and in different spin
states. If Feshbach resonances are found for 23Na39K +
39K, similar to the case with 40K, this could shed light on
the relation between the properties of these resonances
and the value of the background loss rate. Finally, it
would be interesting to probe the laser-frequency depen-
dence of atom-diatom-complex loss to determine if there
are resolvable photoexcitation lines.

From the theory side, for the molecule-molecule colli-
sions, open research directions include a more detailed
study of hyperfine-changing collisions. In particular, a
combination of methods from Refs. [58, 98] seems promis-
ing. Furthermore, a systematic search of the potential
energy surfaces for special features like conical intersec-
tions, such as partially performed in [17], could include
or exclude this as a possible explanation. In the long
run, although a full quantum model seems to be unreal-
istic for molecule-molecule collisions, we hope a universal
effective model can be developed to predict the behavior
of complexes for a wide range of molecules.

It would also be worthwhile to develop a more com-
plete description of the photoexcitation process. Both
to test the statistical model and to find out what hap-
pens to the complex after the excitation. The final prod-
ucts could be experimentally observable. Furthermore,
the linewidths of the electronic transitions could be rele-
vant for atom-molecule collisions, to see if individual lines
could be resolved.

For atom-molecule collisions full rovibrational quan-
tum scattering calculations have been carried out already,
giving insight into the chaoticity of the dynamics. Fur-
ther research in this direction, especially including the
spin degrees of freedom, which might be possible for light
systems, would be of great importance.

The sticky-collision mystery has been around for years
and many attempts have been made to solve it. What
unites all these attempts is that, so far, they have suc-
ceeded only in making the problem even more mysterious.
However, with a comprehensive experimental and theo-
retical effort now underway, we are certain that this will
not be the case much longer.
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