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U niversalEquation for E�m ov States
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Abstract
E�m ovstatesareasequenceofshallow 3-bodyboundstatesthatarisewhen the2-bodyscattering

length islarge.E�m ov showed thatthebinding energiesofthesestatescan becalculated in term s

ofthe scattering length and a 3-body param eterby solving a transcendentalequation involving a

universalfunction ofone variable.W e calculate thisuniversalfunction using e�ective �eld theory

and use it to describe the three-body system of4He atom s. W e also extend E�m ov’s theory to

includethe e�ectsofdeep 2-body bound states,which give widthsto the E�m ov states.
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Theinteractionsofnonrelativisticparticles(such asatom s)with short-rangeinteractions

at extrem ely low energies are determ ined prim arily by their S-wave scattering length a.

Ifjajism uch largerthan the characteristic range loftheirinteraction,low-energy atom s

exhibituniversalpropertiesthatare insensitive to the details ofthe interaction potential.

In the 2-body sector, the universalproperties are sim ple and fam iliar. The di�erential

cross section for two identicalbosons with relative wave num ber k � 1=land m ass m is

d�=d
 = 4a 2=(1+ k2a2). Ifa > 0,there isalso a shallow 2-body bound state (the dim er)

with binding energy B 2 = �h
2
=m a2.In the3-body sector,therearealso universalproperties

thatwere �rstdeduced by E�m ov [1]. The m ostrem arkable isthe existence ofa sequence

of3-body bound stateswith binding energiesgeom etrically spaced in the intervalbetween

�h
2
=m a2 and �h

2
=m l2.Thenum berofthese\E�m ovstates"isroughlyln(jaj=l)=� ifjajislarge

enough. In the lim itjaj! 1 ,there isan accum ulation ofin�nitely m any 3-body bound

statesatthreshold (the\E�m ov e�ect").Theknowledge oftheE�m ov binding energiesis

essentialfor understanding the energy-dependence oflow-energy 3-body observables. For

exam ple,E�m ov statescan have dram atic e�ectson atom -dim erscattering ifa > 0 [1,2]

and on 3-body recom bination ifa < 0 [3,4].

A large 2-body scattering length can be obtained by �ne-tuning a param eter in the

interatom ic potentialto bring a realor virtual2-body bound state close to the 2-atom

threshold.The �ne tuning can beprovided accidentally by nature.An exam ple isthe 4He

atom ,whose scattering length a = 104 �A [5]ism uch largerthan the e�ective range l� 7
�A.Another exam ple is the 2-nucleon system in the 3S1 channel,for which the deuteron

is the shallow bound state. This system provided the originalm otivation for E�m ov’s

investigations [1]. In the case ofatom s,the �ne tuning can also be obtained by tuning

an externalelectric �eld [6]orby tuning an externalm agnetic �eld to the neighbourhood

ofa Feshbach resonance [7]. Such resonances have,e.g.,been observed for 23Na and 85Rb

atom s[8]and areused to tunetheinteractionsin Bose-Einstein condensates.An im portant

di�erence from He is that the interatom ic potentials for Na and Rb support m any deep

2-body bound states.

E�m ov derived som e powerfulconstraintson low-energy 3-body observablesforsystem s

with largescatteringlength [1].They follow from theapproxim atescale-invarianceatlength

scalesR in theregion l� R � jajand theconservation ofprobability.Heintroduced polar

variablesH and � in theplanewhoseaxesare1=a and theenergy variablesgn(E )jm E j1=2=�h,

and showed thatlow-energy 3-body observablesaredeterm ined by a few universalfunctions

ofthe angle �. In particular,the binding energies ofthe E�m ov states are solutions to

a transcendental equation involving a single universal function of � [1]. In this paper,

we calculate this universalfunction forthe case of3 identicalbosons and apply E�m ov’s

equation tothe4Hetrim er.W ealsoextend E�m ov theorytoatom swith deep 2-bodybound

states.

The existence ofE�m ov states can easily be understood in term s ofthe equation for

theradialwave function f(R)in theadiabatichypersphericalrepresentation ofthe3-body

problem [9,10]. The hypersphericalradius for 3 identicalatom s with coordinates r1,r2,

and r3 isR
2 = (r2

12
+ r2

13
+ r2

23
)=3,whererij = jri� rjj.Ifjaj� l,theradialequation for3

atom swith totalangularm om entum zero reducesin theregion l� R � jajto

�
�h
2

2m

"
@2

@R 2
+
s2
0
+ 1=4

R 2

#

f(R)= E f(R); (1)

where s0 � 1:00624. This looks like the Schr�odinger equation for a particle in a one-
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dim ensional,scale-invariant1=R 2 potential.Ifweim posea boundary condition on f(R)at

short-distancesoforderl,the radialequation (1)hassolutionsatdiscrete negative values

ofthe eigenvalue E = � B3,with B 3 ranging from order �h2=m l2 to order �h2=m a2. The

corresponding eigenstatesarecalled E�m ov states.Asjaj! 1 ,theirspectrum approaches

thesim plelaw B
(n)

3 � 515n�h
2
=m a2.

E�m ov’s constraints can be derived by constructing a solution to Eq.(1)that is valid

in the region l� R � jaj. In the case ofa bound state with energy E = � B3,the radial

variableisH 2 = m B 3=�h
2
+ 1=a2 and theangularvariable� is

� = � arctan(a

q

m B 3=�h)� ��(� a); (2)

where�(x)istheunitstep function.Since weareinterested in low energiesjE j� �h
2
=m a2,

the energy eigenvalue in (1)can beneglected. The m ostgeneralsolution therefore hasthe

form [1]

f(R)=
p
H R

h

Ae
is0 ln(H R )+ B e

�is 0 ln(H R )
i

; (3)

which isthesum ofoutgoing and incom ing hypersphericalwaves.Thedim ensionlesscoe�-

cientsA and B can depend on �.AtshorterdistancesR � land longerdistancesR � jaj,

the wavefunction becom es very com plicated. Fortunately,we can avoid solving for it by

using sim pleconsiderationsbased on unitarity [1].

W e�rstconsidertheshort-distanceregion.E�m ov assum ed im plicitly thatthereareno

deep 2-body bound stateswith binding energiesB � �h
2
=m a2. Thusthe 2-body potential

supportsnobound statesatallifa < 0andonlythedim erwith bindingenergyB 2 = �h
2
=m a2

ifa > 0.W ewilladdressthecom plication ofdeep 2-bodyboundstateslater.Theprobability

in the incom ing wave m ustthen be totally reected by the potentialatshortdistances,so

we can set B = Aei�. The phase � can be speci�ed by giving the logarithm ic derivative

R 0f
0(R 0)=f(R 0) at any point l� R 0 � jaj. The resulting expression for� has a sim ple

dependence on H :

�=2 = s0ln(H =c��): (4)

Thedenom inatorc�� isa com plicated function ofR 0 and R 0f
0(R 0)=f(R 0).Itdi�ersby an

unknown constantcfrom the3-body param eter�� introduced in Ref.[2].

W e nextconsiderlarge distancesR � jaj. In general,an outgoing hypersphericalwave

incident on the R � jajregion can either be reected or else transm itted to R ! 1

as a 3-atom or atom -dim er scattering state. The reection and transm ission am plitudes

are described by a dim ensionless unitary 3 � 3 m atrix that is a function of� only. For

� � < � < � �=4, scattering states with R ! 1 are kinem atically not allowed. The

probability is therefore totally reected,so we m ust have B = Aei� (�),where the phase

� dependson theangle�.Com patibility with theconstraintfrom shortdistancesrequires

� = �(�)m od 2�.UsingEq.(4)for� and insertingtheexpression forH ,weobtain E�m ov’s

equation [1]

B 3 +
�h
2

m a2
=
�h
2
�2
�

m
e
2�n=s0 exp[�(�)=s0]; (5)

where � isgiven by (2)and the constantcwasabsorbed into �(�).Note thatwe m easure

B 3 from the 3-atom threshold and �� is only de�ned up to factors ofexp[�=s0]. Once

the universalfunction �(�) is known,the E�m ov binding energies B 3 can be calculated

by solving Eq.(5) for di�erent integers n. This equation has an exact discrete scaling
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FIG .1: The energy variable � (m B 3=�h
2�2�)

1=4 for three shallow E�m ov states as a function of

sgn(a)(��jaj)
�1=2 .

sym m etry:ifthereisan E�m ov statewith binding energy B 3 fortheparam etersa and ��,

then there isalso an E�m ov state with binding energy �2B 3 forthe param eters�
�1 a and

�� if� = exp[n0�=s0]with n
0an integer.

Theuniversalfunction �(�)could bedeterm ined by solving the3-body equation forthe

E�m ov bindingenergiesin variouspotentialswhosescatteringlengthsaresolargethate�ec-

tiverangecorrectionsarenegligible.Itcan becalculated m oreeasily by using thee�ective

�eld theory (EFT)ofRef.[2]in which the e�ective range can be setto zero. In Ref.[2],

thedependenceofthebinding energy on a and �� wascalculated fortheshallowestE�m ov

state and a > 0. In orderto extract the universalfunction �(�),we have calculated the

binding energies ofthe three lowest E�m ov states forboth signs ofa. In Fig.1,we plot

� (m B3=�h
2
�2
�)
1=4 asafunction ofsgn(a)(��jaj)

�1=2 forthesethreebranchesofE�m ov states.

Thebinding energiesfordeeperE�m ov statesand forshallowerstatesnear(� �jaj)
�1=2 = 0

can beobtained from thediscretescaling sym m etry.A given 2-body potentialischaracter-

ized by valuesofa and �� and correspondsto a verticalline in Fig.1,such asthe dashed

lineshown.Theintersectionsofthislinewith thebinding energy curvescorrespond to the

in�nitely m any E�m ov states.Thosestateswith B 3
>
� �h

2
=m l2 areunphysical.ForB 3 ! 1 ,

the angle � goes to � �=2. The ratio ofthe binding energies ofsuccessive E�m ov states

thereforeapproachesexp[2�=s0]� 515.However,fortheshallowestE�m ov states,thisratio

exhibitssigni�cantdeviationsfrom theasym ptoticvalue.Ifa > 0,thereisan E�m ov state

atthe atom -dim erthreshold B 3 = �h
2
=m a2 when s0ln(a��)= 1:444 m od �. The sequence

ofbinding energies B 3 in unitsof�h
2
=m a2 is1,6.8,1:4� 103,:::. Consequently,the ratio

ofB 3 forthe two shallowestE�m ov statescan range from 6.8 to 210.Ifa < 0,there isan

E�m ov stateatthe3-atom threshold B 3 = 0 when s0ln(a��)= 1:378m od �.Thesequence

ofbinding energiesB 3 in unitsof�h
2
=m a2 is0,1:1� 103,6:0� 105,:::.Thus,theratio ofB 3

forthetwo shallowestE�m ov statescan rangefrom 1 to 550.
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Using Eq.(5)with n = 0,we have extracted the universalfunction �(�)from the data

for the m iddle branch in Fig.1. The extracted values of�(�) are given in Table I. An

� �(�) � �(�) � �(�)

-0.785 -2.214 -0.965 -5.712 -1.482 -8.009

-0.787 -2.539 -1.019 -6.123 -1.502 -8.059

-0.791 -2.897 -1.065 -6.415 -1.651 -8.373

-0.797 -3.194 -1.104 -6.634 -1.681 -8.427

-0.804 -3.448 -1.166 -6.943 -1.745 -8.534

-0.820 -3.864 -1.214 -7.151 -1.817 -8.641

-0.836 -4.196 -1.296 -7.461 -1.988 -8.843

-0.852 -4.469 -1.347 -7.632 -2.197 -9.009

-0.868 -4.701 -1.408 -7.814 -2.395 -9.095

-0.899 -5.076 -1.443 -7.910 -2.751 -9.110

-0.933 -5.434

TABLE I:Thevaluesoftheuniversalfunction �(�).

analytic expression for�(�)isnotknown,butwe can obtain param etrizations in various

regionsof� by �tting thedata:

� 2 [� 3�

8
;� �

4
]:�= 3:10x 2

� 9:63x� 2:18; (6)

� 2 [� 5�

8
;� 3�

8
]:�= 1:17y 3 + 1:97y2 + 2:12y� 8:22; (7)

� 2 [� �;�5�
8
]:�= 0:25z 2 + 0:28z� 9:11; (8)

wherex = (� �=4� �)1=2,y = �=2+ �,and z = (�+ �)2exp[� 1=(�+ �)2].Theseparam etriza-

tions deviate from the num ericalresults in Table Iby less than 0.013. The discontinuity

at� = � 3�

8
and � = � 5�

8
islessthan 0.016. Thisaccuracy issu�cient form ostpractical

calculationsusing Eq.(5).

Universality can beexploited togreatly reducethecalculationale�ortrequired topredict

3-body observablesforatom swith largea.Theobservablescan becalculated onceand for

allasfunctionsofa and �� eitherby using EFT orby solving the Schr�odingerorFaddeev

equationswith variousm ethods.Thebindingenergiesobtained bysolvingE�m ov’sequation

(5)areshown in Fig.2.Sim ple expressionscan begiven forotherobservables,such asthe

S-waveatom -dim erscattering length:

a12 = a(1:46� 2:15tan[s0ln(a��)+ 0:09]); (9)

aswellasthephaseshiftsand therateconstantfor3-body recom bination atthreshold [11].

Given a and a m easured orcalculated value ofB 3 forone E�m ov state asinput,one can

read o� � � from Fig.2. Predictionsforother3-body observables,such asthe atom -dim er

scattering length in (9),arethen im m ediate.

One ofthe m ostprom ising system sforobserving E�m ov statesis 4He atom s. The 4He

trim erhasbeen observed [12],butno quantitativeexperim entalinform ation aboutitsbind-

ingenergyisavailabletodate.Thebindingenergyhasbeen calculated accuratelyforvarious

m odelpotentials. They indicate that there are two trim ers,a ground state with binding
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FIG .2: The E�m ov binding energiesB 3m a
2
=�h2 asa function ofjaj�� fora > 0 (solid lines)and

a < 0 (dashed lines). Verticaldashed line gives jaj�� for LM 2M 2/TTY potentials. Horizontal

dotted line isthe atom -dim erthreshold (a > 0).

energy B
(0)

3 and an excited statewith binding energy B
(1)

3 .The m ostaccuratecalculations

have been obtained by solving the Faddeev equationsin the hypersphericalrepresentation

[13],in con�guration space[14],and with hard-coreboundary conditions[15].Thesem eth-

odsallgiveconsistentresults.TheresultsofRef.[15]forB 2,B
(0)

3 ,B
(1)

3 ,and theatom -dim er

scattering length a12 forfourdi�erentm odelpotentialsaregiven in Table II.The discrep-

Potential B 2 B
(0)

3
B
(1)

3
a12 aB �� B

(0)

3
a12

HFDHE2 0.830 116.7 1.67 � 1.258 118.5 87.9

HFD-B 1.685 132.5 2.74 135(5) 0.922 137.5 120.2

LM 2M 2 1.303 125.9 2.28 131(5) 1.033 130.3 113.1

TTY 1.310 125.8 2.28 131(5) 1.025 129.1 114.5

TABLE II:ThevaluesofB 2,B
(0)

3
,B

(1)

3
,and a12 forfourm odelpotentialsfrom Ref.[15],thevalue

ofaB �� determ ined from B
(1)

3 ,and thepredictionsforB
(0)

3 from Eq.(5)and a12 from Eq.(9).All

energies(lengths)aregiven in m K (�A).(�h2=m = 12:12 K �A 2 for4He).

ancies between B 2 and the large-a prediction �h2=m a2 are about 6-8% [15]. They can be

attributed to e�ective rangecorrectionsand provide estim atesofthe errorassociated with

thelarge-a approxim ation.

W eproceed to illustrate thepowerofuniversality by applying itto the 4He trim er.For

the scattering length a,we take the value aB � �h=
p
m B 2 obtained from the calculated

dim er binding energy. W e determ ine �� by dem anding that B
(1)

3 satisfy (5) with n = 1.
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Solving Eq.(5)with n = 2,weobtain thepredictionsforB
(0)

3 in thesecond-to-lastcolum n

ofTableII.Thepredictionsareonly 1-4% higherthan thecalculated values,which iswithin

theexpected errorforthelarge-a approxim ation.Thisdem onstratesthattheground state

ofthe 4Hetrim ercan bedescribed by E�m ov’sequation (5).Ifweusethecalculated values

ofa asinputinstead ofB 2,thepredicted valuesofB
(0)

3 arelargerthan thecalculated values

by 11-21% .

W ecan usethevalueofaB �� determ ined from theexcited stateofthetrim erto predict

theatom -dim erscattering length a12 and com pare with the calculated valuesin the fourth

colum n ofTableII.Thepredictionsforthefourm odelpotentialsaregiven in thelastcolum n

ofTable II. They are sm allerthan the calculated valuesby about13% . Ifthe calculated

valueofa isused asinputthey aresm allerby about28% .Itshould bepossibleto account

forthesedi�erencesquantitatively by taking into accounthigherordercorrections[11].

E�m ov im plicitly assum ed in hisderivation ofEq.(5)thatthere were no deep 2-body

bound states[1]. Ifsuch statesare present,the E�m ov statesbecom e resonancesthatcan

decay into a deep 2-body bound state and a recoiling atom . Thustheirenergiesare given

by com plex num bersE = � B3 � i�3=2.Ifa potentialsupportsm any 2-body bound states,

thedirectcalculation ofthe widths�3 by solving theSchr�odingerequation isvery di�cult

[16]. However,one can show that the cum ulative e�ect ofalldeep 2-body bound states

on low-energy 3-body observables can be taken into account by including one additional

low-energy param eter�. Three-body recom bination into a deep 2-body bound state with

binding energy B � �h
2
=m l2 can only take place ifR � l. It is obvious that the atom s

that form the bound state m ust approach to within a distance oforder l,since the size

ofthe bound state isoforderl. However,the third atom m ustalso approach the pairto

within a distance oforderl,because itm ustrecoilwith m om entum
q

4m B =3 � �h=l,and

thenecessary m om entum kick can bedelivered only ifR � l.Theatom scan approach such

shortdistancesonly by following the lowestcontinuum adiabatic hypersphericalpotential,

because itisattractive in the region l� R � jaj,while allotherpotentialsare repulsive.

Thus allpathways to �nalstatesincluding a deep 2-body bound state m ustow through

thislowestcontinuum adiabaticpotential.Notethelowestcontinuum statecan eitherbea

3-atom stateoran atom -dim erstate.See,e.g.,Fig.5 in Ref.[10]foran explicitcalculation

ofthesepotentials.Thecum ulativee�ectsof3-body recom bination intodeep 2-body bound

statescan thereforebedescribed by thereection probability e�� forhypersphericalwaves

entering the region R � lofthis potential. Up to corrections suppressed by l=jaj,the

low-energy 3-body observablesarealldeterm ined by a,��,and �.

W e proceed to generalize E�m ov’s equation (5)to the case in which there are deep 2-

bodybound states.Again,wecom binetheanalyticsolution (3)totheradialequation in the

region l� R � jajwith sim ple probability considerationsatR � jajand R � l.Since the

existenceofdeep 2-bodybound statesplaysnorolein theunitarity constraintatR � jaj,we

stillhaveB = Aei� (�)with thesam euniversalfunction �(�)given in (6)-(8).In theunitarity

constraint atR � l,we need to take into account that only a fraction ofthe probability

thatowsto shortdistancesisreected back to long distancesthrough thelowestadiabatic

hypersphericalpotentialassociated with the 3-atom or atom -dim er continuum . Denoting

thereection probability by e�� ,thecoe�cientB in (3)can bewritten B = Ae i�+ �=2.The

com patibility condition � � i�=2= �(�)m od 2� then becom es

B 3 +
i

2
�3 +

�h
2

m a2
=
�h
2
�2
�

m
e
2�n=s0e

(� (�)+ i�=2)=s0; (10)
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where� isde�ned by (2)with B3 ! B 3+ i�3=2.Tosolvethisequation,weneed theanalytic

continuation of�(�)tocom plex valuesof�.Theparam etrization (6)-(8)for�(�)should be

accurateforcom plex � with su�ciently sm allim aginary parts,exceptperhapsnear� = � �

where it has an essentialsingularity. IfB 3 and �3 for one E�m ov state are known,they

can be used to determ ine �� and �. The rem aining spectrum ofE�m ov states and their

widthscan then becalculated by solving Eq.(10).Forin�nitesim al�,thewidthsapproach

�3 ! (�=s0)(B 3 + �h2=m a2).ThewidthsofthedeeperE�m ov statesincreasegeom etrically

justlikethebinding energies,ashasbeen observed in num ericalcalculations[16].If� isso

largethatB 3 � �3,theE�m ov statesceaseto existin any m eaningfulsense.

W e have calculated the universalfunction �(�) that appears in E�m ov’s equation (5)

forthe binding energiesB 3 ofE�m ov states. Thisequation can be used asan operational

de�nition ofthe 3-body param eter� � introduced in Ref.[2]. IfB 3 forone E�m ov state is

known,itcan beused to determ ine��,and then universality predictsalllow-energy 3-body

observables asfunctions ofa and ��. In Eq.(10),we have generalized E�m ov’s equation

to perm itdeep 2-body bound states. The generalization involvesan additionalinelasticity

param eter�,butthespectrum isdeterm ined by thesam euniversalfunction �(�).
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