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Abstract
E m ov statesare a sequence of shallow 3-body bound states that arise w hen the 2-body scattering
length is large. E m ov showed that the binding energies of these states can be calculated In term s
of the scattering length and a 3-body param eter by solving a transcendental equation involving a
universal function of one variable. W e calculate this universal fiinction using e ective eld theory
and use i to describe the threebody system of ‘He atom s. W e also extend E m ov’s theory to
Include the e ects of desp 2-body bound states, which give w idths to the E m ov states.
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T he interactions of nonrelativistic particles (such as atom s) w ith short—range Interactions
at extram ely low energies are detemm ined prim arily by their S-wave scattering length a.
If pjismuch larger than the characteristic range 1 of their interaction, low-energy atom s
exhli universal properties that are insensitive to the details of the interaction potential.
In the 2-body sector, the universal properties are sin ple and fam iliar. The di erential
cross section for two identical bosons w ith relative wave number k I=land massm is
d =d = 4a’=(@1+ k%a?). Ifa > 0, there is also a shallow 2-body bound state (the din er)
w ith binding energy B, = h’=m a°. In the 3-body sector, there are also universal properties
that were rst deduced by E mov []]. The m ost rem arkable is the existence of a sequence
of 3-body bound states w ith binding energies geom etrically spaced in the interval between
h®=m a® and h®’=m . The number ofthese \E m ov states" isroughly I (pFl)= if Bjislarge
enough. In the Iim it Bj! 1 , there is an accumulation of In nitely m any 3-body bound
states at threshold (the \E mov e ect"). The know ledge of the E m ov binding energies is
essential for understanding the energy-dependence of low -energy 3-body cbservables. For
exam pl, E mov states can have dram atic e ects on atom -din er scattering ifa > 0 [L, 2]
and on 3-body recombination ifa < 0 3,4].

A large 2-body scattering length can be cbtained by netuning a param eter in the
Interatom ic potential to bring a real or virtual 2-body bound state close to the 2-atom
threshold. The ne tuning can be provided accidentally by nature. An exam pk is the “He
atom , whose scattering kength a = 104 A f] ismuch larger than the e ective range 1 7
A . Another exam pk is the 2nuclkon system in the 33, channel, for which the deuteron
is the shallow bound state. This system provided the original m otivation for E m ov’s
investigations fl]. In the case of atom s, the ne tuning can also be obtained by tuning
an extemal ekctric eld [@] or by tuning an extemalm agnetic eld to the neighbourhood
of a Feshbach resonance []]. Such resonances have, eg., been cbserved for ’Na and *°Rb
atom s '@] and are used to tune the interactions In BoseE Instein condensates. An in portant
di erence from He is that the interatom ic potentials for Na and Rb support m any desp
2-body bound states.

E mov derived som e powerfiil constraints on low -energy 3-body observables for system s
w ith large scattering length {l]. They Hllow from the approxin ate scale-invariance at length
scalesR mtheregionl R pjand the conservation of probability. H e iIntroduced polar
variablesH and in the plane whose axes are 1=a and the energy variable sgn € )jn E §72=h,
and show ed that low -energy 3-body ocbservables are determm ined by a few universal functions
of the angke . In particular, the binding energies of the E m ov states are solutions to
a transcendental equation nvolving a sihgle universal function of fl]. Tn this paper,
we calculate this universal function for the case of 3 identical bosons and apply E m ov's
equation to the “Hetrin er. W e also extend E m ov theory to atom sw ith deep 2-body bound
states.

The existence of E m ov states can easily be understood in tem s of the equation for
the radialwave function £ R) in the adiabatic hypersoherical representation of the 3-body
problem 9, 10]. The hyperspherical radius for 3 identical atom s w ith coordinates ry, 1,
and r3 iSR? = (f, + rj; + 15;)=3,wherer;;= ¥ 15j IfRj 1 the radialequation for 3
atom sw ith totalangularm om entum zero reduces n the region 1 R Bjto

n* @ , St 1=4"
2m @R? R?

fR)=ELfR); )

where s 100624. This looks lke the Schrodinger equation for a particke in a one-



din ensional, scale-invariant 1=R? potential. Ifwe inpose a boundary condition on £ R) at
short-distances of order 1, the radial equation (L) has solutions at discrete negative values
of the eigenvalie E =  B;, with B; rangihg from order h®’=m P to order h’=m a®. The
correspoonding eigenstates are called E mov states. As pj! 1 , their spectrum approaches
the sinpl law B+ 51%h%=m a?.

E mov’s constraints can be derived by constructing a solution to Eq. (@) that is valid

Intheregion 1 R BJ. In the case of a bound state with energy E =  Bs, the radial
variable isH ? = m B;=h? + 1=a? and the angular variabke is
q
= arctan (@ m B3=h) ( a); )

where (x) isthe unit step function. Since we are interested in low energies F J K=m &%,
the energy eigenvalue in {I}) can be neglected. T he m ost general solution therefore has the
form EL'] h i

fR)= HR Ag®"HRI 4 pghonlR) 3)

which is the sum of outgoing and incom ing hypersoherical waves. T he din ensionless coe —
clents A and B can depend on . At shorter distances R 1land longer distances R E:N"
the wavefunction becom es very com plicated. Fortunately, we can avoid solving for it by
using sin ple considerations based on unitarity fL1.

W e rst consider the shortdistance region. E m ov assum ed in plicitly that there are no
desp 2-body bound states w ith binding energies B h®=m a?. Thus the 2-body potential
supportsno bound statesat allifa < 0 and only thedin erw ith bindingenergy B , = h%=m a°
ifa > 0.W ew illaddress the com plication ofdesp 2-body bound states Jater. T he probability
in the Incom ing wave m ust then be totally re ected by the potential at short distances, so
we can set B = Ae' . The phase can be speci ed by giving the logarithm ic derivative
Rof°Ro)=f Ro) at any point 1 R, BJ. The resulting expression for has a sinplk
dependence on H :

=2 = ghH=c ): “)

The denom inator ¢ is a com plicated function ofR, and Rof°Ro)=f Ry). £ di ers by an
unknown oconstant ¢ from the 3-body param eter introduced In Ref. 1.

W e next consider large distances R BJ. In general, an outgoing hyperspherical wave
incident on the R pj region can either be re ected or else trananitted to R ! 1
as a 3-atom or atom -din er scattering state. The re ection and tranam ission am plitudes
are describbed by a din ensionless unitary 3 3 matrix that is a function of only. For

< < =4, scattering states with R ! 1 are kinem atically not allowed. The
probability is therefore totally re ected, so we must have B = Ae' (), where the phase
depends on the anglke . Com patbility with the constraint from short distances requires
= ()mod2 .UsihgEq. @) for and inserting the expression forH ,weobtaihE mov's
equation [l']
h2 h2 i 2 n=sg

B3+ 2= e
ma m

exp [ ()=sol; ©)

where isgiven by (2) and the constant c was absorbed into (). Note that we m easure
B3 from the 3atom threshold and is only de ned up to factors of exp[ =sg]. Once
the universal function ( ) is known, the E m ov binding energies B 3 can be calculated
by solving Eq. §) for di erent integers n. This equation has an exact discrete scaling
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FIG.1l: The energy variable (mB3,=h2 2)1=% ¢ three shallow E mov states as a function of
s;n@)( ) 2.

symm etry: ifthere isan E m ov state w ith binding energy B 3 for the param etersa and ,
then there is also an E m ov state w ith binding energy 2B for the parameters 'a and

if = exph® =sy]wih n’an integer.

The universal function ( ) could be detem ned by solving the 3-body equation for the
E m ov binding energies In various potentials whose scattering lengths are so large that e ec—
tive range corrections are negligbble. Tt can be calculated m ore easily by using the e ective

eld theory EFT) ofRef. B] n which the e ective range can be st to zero. In Ref. RJ,

the dependence of the binding energy on a and was calculated for the shallowest E m ov
state and a > 0. In order to extract the universal fiinction ( ), we have calculated the
binding energies of the three lowest E mov states for both signs ofa. In Fi. 1, we plt

(n B;=h® ?)'™* asa function ofsgn @) ( R) 2 Hrthese three branches ofE m ov states.
T he binding energies or desper E m ov states and for shallower statesnear ( 1) 2 = 0
can be obtained from the discrete scaling symm etry. A given 2-body potential is character—
ized by values of a and and corresponds to a vertical line in Fig. d, such as the dashed
line shown. The intersections of this Iine w ith the binding energy curves correspond to the
in nitely many E m ov states. Those statesw ith B 3 > h®’=m * are unphysical. ForB; ! 1,
the angke goes to =2. The ratio of the binding energies of successive E m ov states
therefore approachesexp R =sy] 515. However, for the shallowest E m ov states, this ratio
exhibits signi cant deviations from the asym ptotic value. Ifa > 0, there isan E m ov state
at the atom -din er threshold B; = h’=m a® when sohh@ )= 1444 mod . The ssquence
of binding energies B3 in units of h®=m a? is 1, 6.8, 14 10, :::. Consequently, the ratio
of B3 forthe two shallowest E m ov states can range from 6.8 to 210. Ifa < 0, there is an
E mov state at the 3-atom thresholdB3;= OwhensgIn@ )= 1378mod . The sequence
ofbinding energies B 5 in units ofh®=m a? is0,11 10,60 10, ::. Thus, the ratio of B ;
for the two shallowest E m ov states can range from 1 to 550.



Using Eqg. (:3) wih n = 0, we have extracted the universal fuinction ( ) from the data
for the m ddle branch in Fig.7d. The extracted values of ( ) are given In Tabk I. An

Lol Jo ] Jo
-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|-5434

TABLE I:Thevaliesofthe universal function ().

analytic expression for ( ) is not known, but we can obtain param etrizations In various
regions of by tting the data:

2 [ %; Z]: = 3:10x 2 9:63x 2:18; ©)
2 [ %5 21: =147y >+ 197y + 212y 822; )
2 [ ;31: =0252°+ 028z 9:i1; ®)
wherex= ( =4 12,y= =2+ ,andz= ( + fexp[ 1=( + %].Theseparam etriza—
tions deviate from the num erical results in Tabl [ by less than 0.013. The discontinuity
at = 2 and = 2 islessthan 0.016. This accuracy is su cient form ost practical

8 8
caloulations usihg Eq. ).

Universality can be exploited to greatly reduce the calculationale ort required to predict
3-body observables for atom s w ith Jarge a. T he cdbservables can be calculated once and for
all as functions of a and either by using EFT or by solving the Schrodinger or Faddeev
equationsw ith variousm ethods. T hebinding energies obtained by solving E m ov’s equation
) are shown i Fig.2. Sin ple expressions can be given for other cbservables, such as the
S-wave atom -din er scattering length:

a;; = a(l46 2Id5tanfghn@ )+ 0:09) ; ©)

aswell as the phase shifts and the rate constant for 3-body recom bination at threshold [I1].
G iven a and a m easured or calculated value of B3 for one E m ov state as Input, one can
read o from Fig.2. P redictions for other 3-body cbservables, such as the atom -dim er
scattering kength in @), are then inm ediate.

O ne of the m ost prom ising system s for cbserving E m ov states is “He atom s. The ‘He
trin er hasbeen observed [12], but no quantitative experin ental inform ation about itsbind-
Ing energy isavailable to date. T he binding energy hasbeen caloulated accurately forvarious
m odel potentials. They indicate that there are two trin ers, a ground state w ith binding
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FIG.2: TheE mov binding energies B sm a’=h? as a function of B] fPra> 0 (solid lines) and
a < 0 (dashed lines). Vertical dashed line gives pj for LM 2M 2/TTY potentials. Horizontal
dotted line is the atom din er threshold @ > 0).

energy B ;O) and an excited state w ith binding energy B 351) . The m ost accurate calculations

have been obtained by solving the Faddeev equations In the hypersoherical representation
f13], in con guration space f14], and w ith hard-core boundary conditions [L5]. T hese m eth-
ods allgive consistent results. The results ofRef. I1§] forB,, B ;O) ,B 351) , and the atom -din er
scattering Jength a;, or our di erent m odel potentials are given in Tabl Ti. T he discrep-

1) ©)
a1z ||as B, aiz

Potential| B, |8 |B{
HFDHE2]0830]116.7|1.67 1258]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| 228|131 (5)|| 1.033{130 31131

TTY 1310/125.8{228]131(5)|/|1.025{129.1|114 5

TABLE II:ThevaluesofB,,B 3(0), B 3(1) ,and aj; for ourm odelpotentials from Ref. [;fﬁ], the value
ofap determ ined from B3(l), and the predictions ﬁ)rB3(0) from Eq. {3) and a;, from Eq. @) LA

energies (lengths) aregiven nmK @). (1'12=m = 1212 K AZ foriHe).

ancies between B, and the large-a prediction h?=m a® are about 6-8% f15]. They can be
attrbuted to e ective range corrections and provide estin ates of the error associated w ith
the Jargea approxin ation.

W e proceed to illustrate the power of universality applying it to the “He trim er. For
the scattering length a, we take the value ag h= m B, obtained from the calculated

din er binding energy. W e detem ine by dem anding thatB3(l) satisfy (§) with n = 1.




Solving Eq. {§) with n = 2, we cbtain the predictions for B ;O) In the ssocond-to—-Jast colum n

of TabkTl. The predictions are only 1-4% higher than the calculated values, which isw ithin
the expected error or the lJargea approxin ation. T his dem onstrates that the ground state
ofthe *H e trin er can be described by E m ov’s equation ). Ifwe use the calculated values

ofa as input instead ofB ,, the predicted values of B ;O) are larger than the caloulated values
by 11-21% .

W e can use the value of ag determ ined from the excited state of the trim er to predict
the atom -dim er scattering length a;, and com pare w ith the calculated values In the fourth
colum n of TableTI. T he predictions forthe fourm odelpotentials are given in the last colum n
of Tabk Ti. They are snaller than the caloulated values by about 13% . If the caloulated
value ofa isused as nput they are am aller by about 28% . It should be possible to acocount
for these di erences quantitatively by taking into account higher order corrections fL1].

E mov inplicitly assumed in his derivation of Eq. @) that there were no desp 2-body
bound states E]. If such states are present, the E m ov states becom e resonances that can
decay into a desp 2-body bound state and a recoiling atom . T hus their energies are given
by complex numbersE = Bs; 1i3=2. Ifa potential supportsm any 2-body bound states,
the direct calculation of the widths 3 by solving the Schrodinger equation is very di cult
fl§]. However, one can show that the cumulative e ect of all desp 2-body bound states
on low-energy 3-body cbservables can be taken Into acoount by including one additional
low-energy param eter . Threebody recombination into a desp 2-body bound state w ith
binding energy B H=m P can only take place if R 1. It is obvious that the atom s
that form the bound state must approach to wihin a distance of order 1, since the size
of the bound state is of order 1. However, the third atom must also (?pproadq the pair to

within a distance of order 1, because it m ust recoil w ith m om entum Im B =3 h=1, and
the necessary m om entum kick can be delivered only ifR 1. The atom s can approach such
short distances only by follow Ing the lowest continuum adiabatic hyperspherical potential,
because it is attractive In the region 1 R 77 whik all other potentials are repulsive.
Thus all pathways to nal states including a desp 2-body bound state must ow through
this Jowest continuum adiabatic potential. N ote the lowest continuum state can either be a
3-atom state or an atom din er state. See, eg., Fig.5 in Ref. (] for an explicit caloulation
ofthese potentials. The cum ulative e ects of 3-body recom bination into desp 2-body bound
states can therefore be described by the re ection probability e  for hypersoherical w aves
entering the region R 1 of this potential. Up to corrections suppressed by =87 the
low -energy 3-body ocbservables are all determ ined by a, , and

W e prooeed to generalize E mov’s equation () to the case n which there are deep 2-
body bound states. A gain, we com bine the analytic solution (3) to the radialequation in the
region 1l R Bjw ith sin ple probability considerations at R Bjand R 1. Since the
existence ofdesp 2-body bound statesplaysno rol in the unitarity constraint at R Bajwe
stillhaveB = Ae' ()with the sam euniversalfinction ( ) given in (6)—(@) . In the unitarity
constraint at R 1, we need to take Into account that only a fraction of the probability
that ow sto short distances is re ected back to Jong distances through the lowest adiabatic
hypersoherical potential associated w ith the 3atom or atom -dim er continuum . D enoting
the re ection probability by e ,the coe cient B in (3} can bewritten B = Ae** =2, The

com patibility condition i=2= ()mod2 then becomes
i h* h* 2?2, __ oo
Bt o 3t — = — & nTel (=, (10)



where isde nedby @) withBs ! B3+ i 3=2. To solve thisequation, we need the analytic
continuation of ( ) to complex valuesof . The param etrization @)-@®) for ( ) shouldbe
accurate forcom plex wih su ciently an all in agihary parts, except perhaps near =
where it has an essential singularity. If B3 and s for one E mov state are known, they
can be used to detem ine and . The ram aining spectrum of E m ov states and their
w idths can then be caloulated by solving Eq. (10). For n nitesinal , the w idths approach

3! (=) B;+ h’=m a®) . The widths of the desper E m ov states crease geom etrically
just like the binding energies, as hasbeen doserved in num erical calculations {1§]. If  is so
large that B; 3, the E mov states cease to exist in any m eaningfil sense.

W e have calculated the universal function ( ) that appears in E m ov’s equation (5_}
for the binding energies B; of E m ov states. This equation can be used as an operational
de nition of the 3-body param eter introduced in Ref. #]. IfB; rone E mov state is
known, it can be used to determ ne  , and then universality predicts all Iow -energy 3-body
cbservables as fiunctions ofa and . Th Eq. {{0), we have generalized E m ov’s equation
to pem it desp 2-body bound states. T he generalization involves an additional inelasticity
param eter , but the spectrum is detem ined by the sam e universal function ( ).
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