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O bservation ofm olecules produced from a B ose-Einstein condensate

Stephan D �urr,Thom as Volz,Andreas M arte,and G erhard Rem pe
M ax-Planck-Institut f�ur Q uantenoptik, Hans-K opferm ann-Str. 1,85748 G arching, G erm any

M oleculesarecreated from aBose-Einstein condensateofatom ic
87
Rb usingaFeshbach resonance.

A Stern-G erlach �eld is applied,in order to spatially separate the m olecules from the rem aining

atom s. For detection, the m olecules are converted back into atom s, again using the Feshbach

resonance. The m easured position ofthe m olecules yields their m agnetic m om ent. This quantity

strongly dependson the m agnetic �eld,thusrevealing an avoided crossing oftwo bound states at

a �eld value slightly below the Feshbach resonance. This avoided crossing isexploited to trap the

m oleculesin one dim ension.

PACS num bers:03.75.N t,34.50.-s,33.15.K r

In recentyears,Bose-Einstein condensation (BEC)has

been dem onstrated fora variety ofatom ic species. Cre-

ating a BEC of a m olecular gas, however, is still an

open goal.W hile cooling a m oleculargasisdi�cult[1],

the creation ofa m olecular BEC from an atom ic BEC

seem sprom ising.Firstexperim entsin thisdirection have

shown the coupling ofBEC atom s to a m olecular state

using either photo-association [2{4]ora Feshbach reso-

nance [5]. But while these experim entsobserved atom s

disappear,theydid notdirectlydetectthem olecularfrac-

tion.Veryrecently,theproductionofcoldm oleculesfrom

aFerm igasofatom swasreported [6],and there,thefrac-

tion ofm oleculescould bedetected using a spectroscopic

technique. Here we report the production ofm olecules

from an atom ic BEC using a Feshbach resonance. An

alternativeobservation techniqueforthem oleculesisin-

troduced,nam ely a Stern-G erlach experim ent in which

m olecules and atom s are spatially separated from each

other.

A Feshbach resonance arises from the resonant cou-

pling ofan entrance channelto a bound state during a

collision. The corresponding potentialcurves are illus-

trated in Fig.1a.Forsim plicity,only theentrancechan-

nelA and one closed channelB are shown. ChannelB

supportsnum erousbound statesofwhichonlyoneisindi-

cated.Ifan appropriateinteractioncouplesthetwochan-

nels,thecollision partnerscan populatethebound state

at sm allinternucleardistance. This population is reso-

nantly enhanced,ifthe bound-state energy approaches

thedissociation threshold.Thisiscalled a Feshbach res-

onance[7,8].In orderto tunethesystem intoresonance,

theenergiesofthechannelsA and B m ustbeshifted with

respectto each other.Sincetheirm agneticm om entsare

generally di�erent,this can be achieved by applying a

m agnetic �eld. In the vicinity ofa Feshbach resonance,

elastic and inelastic scattering propertieschange drasti-

cally. Feshbach resonances have been observed experi-

m entally in variousalkaliatom s[9{20].

A Feshbach resonance o�ersthe intriguing possibility

to createcold m oleculesby using an adiabaticrapid pas-

sage. Thistechnique isillustrated in Fig.1b,where the

energy ofthedissociation threshold oftheentrancechan-

neland thebound-stateenergyareshown asafunction of

an applied m agnetic�eld B .TheFeshbach resonanceoc-

cursattheintersection and can bedescribed in term sof

an avoided crossing. W hen ram ping slowly through the

avoided crossing,pairsofatom scan be converted adia-

batically into m olecules. Starting from an atom ic BEC,

one m ighteven create a m olecularBEC.But,the direc-

tion ofthe ram p is crucial. For the situation shown in

Fig.1b,a negativeram p speed (dB =dt< 0)ispredicted

to create a signi�cant population ofa m olecular BEC,

but this is not the case for a positive ram p speed [21{

25]. Therefore,a negative ram p speed is chosen in the

experim ent.

The m agnitude ofthe ram p speed is,ofcourse,a cru-

cialparam eter in an adiabatic rapid passage. W ith a

fast ram p, the conversion is no longer adiabatic, thus

creating only few m olecules. W ith a slow ram p,how-

ever,the �nite lifetim e ofthe states involved becom es

an issue. In the system under investigation here, the

m oleculesarein a highly excited vibrationalstatewhich

isprobably short-lived,becausea collision with an atom

or another m olecule is likely to be inelastic. Therefore

a com plete conversion ofan atom ic BEC into m olecules

isgenerally di�cultand notachieved in thisexperim ent.

Such a ram p has also been applied to a degenerate gas

offerm ionic atom s[6,26]and to a BEC of85Rb [27].

Theexperim entdescribed hereusesbosonicatom sand

beginswith thepreparation ofaBEC of87Rb atom sthat

isthen transferredintoacrosseddipoletrap,asdescribed

in detailin Refs.[16,28].Typicalatom num berseach in

the BEC and in the surrounding therm alcloud are 105,

leading to a peak density of2� 1014 cm � 3 at trap fre-

quenciesof2� � (50;120;170) Hz.The atom spopulate

the spin state jf;m fi= j1;1i,in which a Feshbach res-

onance occurs at1007.40 G [28]. Next,a hom ogeneous

m agnetic�eld of� 1008G isapplied.Duringtheturn on

ofthis�eld,thesystem crossestheFeshbach resonanceat

such a largeram p speed (� 40 G /m s)thattheresonance

haslittle e�ecton the atom s.

Next,thedipoletrap isswitched o� and therestofthe

experim entalsequence takes place with the particles in

freeight.Them agnetic�eld isnow ram ped m oreslowly
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(typically � 1 G /m s)through the Feshbach resonancein

orderto create m olecules. The �eld isheld ata certain

value B hold for 3 m s. During this tim e,an additional

Stern-G erlach �eld is applied with a typicalm agnetic-

�eld gradient of23 G /cm . This extra �eld accelerates

theatom sand m oleculesdi�erently becauseofthedi�er-

encein theirm agneticm om ents.TheStern-G erlach �eld

isthen turned o� and them agnetic�eld isram ped back

to � 1008 G ata slow ram p speed oftypically 1 G /m s.

Thisconvertssom e(orall)m oleculesbacktoatom s.The

m agnetic�eld isthen turned o� com pletely,again cross-

ing the resonance so rapidly that this has little e�ect.

The atom sy freely foranother3 m s,to allow the two

clouds to separate further in space. Finally,an absorp-

tion im ageistaken with laserlightthatisnear-resonant

with an atom ic transition. Atom s that were converted

into m oleculesbutneverconverted back cannotbe seen

with thistechnique.
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FIG .1: Theory ofFeshbach resonances. (a) M olecular po-

tentialsinvolved in a Feshbach resonance.PotentialA corre-

sponds to the entrance channeland potentialB to a closed

channel of the scattering process. Potential B supports a

bound state (solid straightline),to which the incom ing wave

function can couple. The energy ofan incom ing pairofcold

atom sisvery closeto thedissociation threshold (dotted line).

For�E ! 0,thepopulation ofthebound state isresonantly

enhanced. (b) Creation ofcold m olecules using a Feshbach

resonance. The energy ofthe dissociation threshold and the

m olecular bound state are shown as a function ofm agnetic

�eld (solid lines). An atom ic BEC can be converted into

m olecules using an adiabatic rapid passage. The experim ent

uses a negative ram p speed (dB =dt < 0), as indicated by

the arrow. For positive ram p speed, the existence of non-

condensate statesofatom pairs(dotted lines)would prevent

the build-up ofa large m olecularfraction.

Experim entalresultsforB hold = 1005:2G areshownin

Fig.2a,wheretwo clearly separated atom cloudsarevis-

ible.W ith the Stern-G erlach �eld applied,the m agnetic

�eld decreasesfrom leftto rightin this�gure.Forrefer-

ence,theatom icdistribution obtained withouttheStern-

G erlach �eld isshown in Fig.2b.Therefore,thecloud on

the left/right in Fig.2a m ust have been in a high/low-

�eld seekingstateduringapplicationoftheStern-G erlach

�eld.Hence,therightcloud showsatom sthatwerecon-

verted into low-�eld seeking m olecules during the �rst

crossing ofthe Feshbach resonance and converted back

when ram ping back. The left cloud,however,consisted

ofhigh-�eld seeking atom sthroughoutthe whole exper-

im ent.

W ith decreasing speed ofthe m olecule-creation ram p,

the num ber ofm olecules �rst increases and then satu-

ratesforram p speedsslowerthan � 2 G /m s.W ith such

slow ram ps,therightcloud contains� 7 % oftheinitial

atom num ber,the leftcloud contains� 30 % . The rest

ofthe atom sism issing. Thisatom lossis� 3 ordersof

m agnitudefasterthan expected from thepreviouslym ea-

sured three-body loss coe�cient at the resonance [16].

Them issing fraction of� 63 % m ighthavebeen lostdue

to inelastic collisions (presum ably after conversion into

m olecules)orm ighthave been converted into m olecules

and notconverted back to atom s,thusrem aining invisi-

ble during detection.The latterseem sunlikely,because

when varying the ram p thatconvertsm oleculesback to

atom s,theback-convertedatom num bershowsnosigni�-

cantdependenceon theram p speed in therangebetween

0.3 and 5 G /m s.

If the conversion to m olecules is perform ed before

release from the dipole trap, the observed num ber of

m olecules is reduced by a factor of� 1:8. This m ight

bedueto fasterinelasticcollision ratesatthehigh densi-

tiesin thetrap.In theexperim ent,thecloud istherefore

allowed toexpand afterturningo� thedipoletrap.After

an expansion tim e oftypically 2 to 7 m s,the m olecules

areproduced.Thisexpansion isestim ated to reducethe

atom ic density by a factor between 5 and 70 as com -

pared to the in-trap situation. The observed num berof

m oleculesshowsno strong density dependence overthis

FIG .2: (Color online)(a) Im age oftwo atom ic clouds. The

right cloud was tem porarily converted into m olecules. A

Stern-G erlach �eld was applied to separate the m olecules

(right)from the rem aining atom s(left). The m oleculeswere

converted back into atom sforim aging.Thesizeoftheim age

is1:3� 0:34 m m .(b)Reference im age withoutapplication of

the Stern-G erlach �eld.
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range. At �rst glance,this seem s to rule out inelastic

collisionsasthedom inantfactorthatlim itsthem olecule

creation e�ciency.However,atreduced density a slower

ram p is needed to associate m olecules e�ciently. This

in turn requiresm oretim e to be spentduring the ram p,

thereforeallowingform orelossduetoinelasticcollisions.

Itisthusnotclear,whetherareduced density isexpected

to achievean overallim provem entin the observed num -

ber ofm olecules. W e therefore think that inelastic col-

lisions are the m ost likely candidate for explaining the

sm allconversion e�ciency.

The displacem ent of the clouds induced by applica-

tion oftheStern-G erlach �eld can beused to extractthe

m agnetic m om entofthe particles. Thisdisplacem entis

proportionalto theforce ~F = � (dE =dB )� r j~B jexerted

by the Stern-G erlach �eld. Here,E isthe energy ofthe

atom ic and m olecular state,respectively (see Fig.1b).

Note thatdE =dB isrelated to the m agnetic m om entof

theparticles.Fortheatom s,the extracted experim ental

value ofdE =dB isindependentofB hold and agreeswell

with the expectation from the Breit-Rabiform ula.

For the m olecules, however, Fig.3b displays a pro-
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FIG .3: Avoided crossing. (a) Energy as a function ofm ag-

netic �eld. The binding energy of the highest-lying bound

state in potentialA with respect to the dissociation thresh-

old in potentialA is h � 24 M Hz,independent ofthe m ag-

netic�eld.Thebound statesupported by potentialB crosses

both theseenergies.Thehighest-lying bound state iscrossed

at 1001.7 G ,leading to an avoided crossing. The dissocia-

tion threshold is crossed at 1007.4 G creating the Feshbach

resonance. The energy splitting in the avoided crossing at

1001.7 G is13 M Hzand thereforem uch largerthan thesplit-

ting ofthe Feshbach resonance crossing,which is not visible

on thisscale.(b)D erivativedE =dB oftheupperbranch ofthe

avoided crossing. Experim entaldata for the m olecules (cir-

cles) extracted from im ages,such as Fig.2a,are com pared

with the theory (solid line)thatcontainsno free �tparam e-

ters.

nounced dependenceofdE =dB on B hold.Thism agnetic-

�eld dependence is due to the presence ofthe highest-

lying bound statein entrancechannelA.Theoreticalre-

sults[29]fortheenergy ofthisstateareshown in Fig.3a.

At a �eld value of 1001.7 G ,this bound state crosses

the bound state in potentialB that becom espopulated

when ram ping across the Feshbach resonance. Due to

FIG .4: (Color online) O scillation ofm olecules. According

to Fig.3,the m olecules are 1001.7-G seekers. W ith a m ag-

netic �eld gradient applied in the horizontal direction, the

m olecules oscillate around a point in space where the m ag-

netic �eld equals 1001.7 G .The im ages were recorded for a

series ofdi�erent durations ofthe Stern-G erlach �eld,rang-

ing from 0 to 18 m s(top to bottom ).Theobserved oscillation

frequency of56 Hz agrees wellwith theory. The anisotropic

expansion ofthe m olecular cloud is due to the fact thatthe

one-dim ensionaltrapping potentialprevents the cloud from

expanding in thehorizontaldirection.Theatom ic cloud (top

left) is sim ply accelerated on a parabola. The size ofeach

im age is1:7� 0:24 m m .
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the exchange interaction, this is an avoided crossing,

in which the m olecules adiabatically follow the upper

branch. The derivative dE =dB ofthis upper branch is

shown in Fig.3b. The good agreem entbetween theory

and experim entclearly provesthatm oleculesarecreated

in the expected ro-vibrationallevel.

W hen a m olecule passesthrough the upperbranch of

the avoided crossing, its vibrational quantum num ber

changesfrom -5 to -1 (counting from threshold).Corre-

spondingly,thesizeofthem olecule,i.e.theouterturning

pointofthe vibrationalstateofthe nuclei,changesby a

factorof� 3.

The reversalofthe sign ofdE =dB visible in Fig.3b

m akes the m olecules 1001.7-G seekers, instead of the

usualhigh-orlow-�eld seekers.Thiscan beexploited to

trap the m oleculesby applying an inhom ogeneousm ag-

netic �eld. In the presence ofa m agnetic-�eld gradient,

the quadratic dependence ofE (B ) in Fig.3a creates a

harm onic con�nem ent for the m olecules. The resulting

harm onic oscillation is shown in Fig.4 for a gradient

of 100 G /cm with the m olecules initially prepared at

1003.2 G .This corresponds to a one-dim ensionaltrap

for m olecules. In principle,such a trap could work in

threedim ensions.Notethatthisisvery di�erentfrom a

standard m agnetic trap,where usually low-�eld seeking

particles are trapped at a m inim um ofj~B j. Here,the

m oleculesaretrapped ata speci�cvalueofj~B j,which is

nota m inim um ofthe �eld con�guration.

In conclusion,the Stern-G erlach technique used here

proves that m olecules are created in the expected ro-

vibrationallevel. The m easured m agnetic m om ent of

them oleculesrevealsan avoided crossingand agreeswell

with theory. The avoided crossing is used to trap the

m oleculesin onedim ension.Futureexperim entswillaim

on the creation ofa largerfraction ofm olecules,investi-

gateheating m echanism sthatoccurduring them agnetic

�eld ram ps,and develop tools to investigate the coher-

encepropertiesofthe m olecularcloud.

Sim ilar experim ents are currently being carried out

with a BEC of Cs [30]. After subm ission of this

m anuscriptwelearnedthatrelatedexperim entswereper-

form ed with Na [31]and ferm ionic 6Li[32,33].
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