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O bservation ofm olecules produced from a B ose-E instein condensate
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M olecules are created from a B ose-E instein condensate ofatom ic *’Rb using a Feshbach resonance.
A Stem-Gerlach 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 of the m olecules yields their m agnetic m om ent. T his quantity
strongly depends on the m agnetic eld, thus revealing an avoided crossing of two bound states at
a eld value slightly below the Feshbach resonance. T his avoided crossing is exploited to trap the

m olecules in one dim ension.

PACS numbers: 03.75N¢t, 3450, 33.15K

In recent years, B ose-E lnstein condensation BEC ) has
been dem onstrated for a variety of atom ic species. C re—
ating a BEC of a molcular gas, however, is still an
open goal. W hilk cooling a m olecular gas is di cult [1],
the creation of a molecular BEC from an atom ic BEC
seam sprom ising. F irst experim ents in this direction have
shown the coupling of BEC atom s to a m olecular state
using either photo-association R{4] or a Feshbach reso—
nance B]. But while these experim ents observed atom s
disappear, they did not directly detect them olecular frac—
tion. Very recently, the production ofcold m olecules from
a Fem igasofatom swasreported [6], and there, the frac—
tion ofm olecules could be detected using a spectroscopic
technique. Here we report the production of m olecules
from an atom ic BEC using a Feshbach resonance. An
alremative observation technique for the m olecules is In—
troduced, nam ely a Stem-G erlach experim ent in which
m olcules and atom s are spatially separated from each
other.

A Feshbach resonance arises from the resonant cou-—
pling of an entrance channel to a bound state during a
collision. The corregponding potential curves are illis-
trated In Fig. la. For sin plicity, only the entrance chan—
nelA and one closed channelB are shown. Channel B
supports num erousbound statesofw hich only one is indi-
cated. Ifan appropriate interaction couplesthe two chan-—
nels, the collision partners can populate the bound state
at am all intemuclear distance. This population is reso-
nantly enhanced, if the bound-state energy approaches
the dissociation threshold. T his is called a Feshbach res—
onance [7, 8]. In order to tune the system into resonance,
the energies ofthe channelsA and B mustbe shifted w ith
respect to each other. Since theirm agneticm om ents are
generally di erent, this can be achieved by applying a
m agnetic eld. In the vicinity of a Feshbach resonance,
elastic and inelastic scattering properties change drasti-
cally. Feshbach resonances have been observed experi-
m entally in various alkaliatom s [9{20].

A Feshbach resonance o ers the intriguing possibility
to create cold m olecules by using an adiabatic rapid pas—
sage. This technique is illustrated in Fig. 1b, where the
energy ofthe dissociation threshold ofthe entrance chan—

neland the bound-state energy are shown asa fiinction of
an applied m agnetic eld B . T he Feshbach resonance oc—
curs at the intersection and can be described in tem s of
an avoided crossing. W hen ram ping slow Iy through the
avoided crossing, pairs of atom s can be converted adia—
batically into m olecules. Starting from an atom ic BEC,
one m ight even create a m olecular BEC . But, the direc—
tion of the ram p is crucial. For the siation shown in
Fig.1b, a negative ram p soeed (dB =dt < 0) is predicted
to create a signi cant population of a m olecular BEC,
but this is not the case for a positive ramp speed R1{
25]. Therefore, a negative ram p speed is chosen in the
experim ent.

The m agnitude of the ram p speed is, of course, a cru—
cial param eter In an adiabatic rapid passage. W ith a
fast ram p, the conversion is no longer adiabatic, thus
creating only few molecules. W ih a slow ramp, how—
ever, the nite lifetin e of the states involred becom es
an issue. In the system under investigation here, the
m olculs are In a highly excited vbrational state which
is probably short-lived, because a collision w ith an atom
or another m olecule is likely to be inelastic. Therefore
a com plete conversion of an atom ic BEC into m olecules
isgenerally di cult and not achieved in this experim ent.
Such a ram p has also been applied to a degenerate gas
of ferm ionic atom s [6, 26] and to a BEC of8°Rb R71.

T he experin ent describbed here usesbosonic atom sand
beginsw ith the preparation ofa BEC of®’Rb atom sthat
isthen transferred into a crossed dipole trap, as described
In detailin Refs. [L6, 28]. Typicalatom num bers each in
the BEC and in the surrounding them alcloud are 10°,
leading to a peak density of 2 10** an 3 at trap fre—
quencies of 2 (50;120;170) Hz. The atom s populate
the spin state f;m 1= 7;1i, In which a Feshbach res—
onance occurs at 100740 G [R8]. Next, a hom ogeneous
m agnetic eldof 1008G isapplied. D uring the tum on
ofthis eld, the system crossesthe Feshbach resonance at
such a large ram p speed (40 G /m s) that the resonance
has little e ect on the atom s.

N ext, the dpolk trap is sw itched o and the rest ofthe
experin ental sequence takes place w ith the particles in
free ight. Them agnetic eld isnow ram pedm ore slow ly
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(typically 1 G /m s) through the Feshbach resonance in
order to create m olecules. The el is held at a certain
valie Byoyg ©r 3 ms. During this tine, an additional
Stem-Gerlach eld is applied wih a typical m agnetic—

eld gradient of 23 G /an . This extra eld accelerates
the atom sand m olecules di erently because ofthe di er—
ence In theirm agneticm om ents. The Stem-G erlach eld
isthen tumed o and them agnetic eld is ram ped back
to 1008 G at a slow ramp speed of typically 1 G /m s.
T his converts som e (orall) m oleculesback to atom s. The
m agnetic eld isthen tumed o com pletely, again cross—
Ing the resonance so rapidly that this has little e ect.
The atom s y freely for another 3 m s, to allow the two
clouds to sgparate further in space. Fially, an absorp—
tion in age is taken w ith laser light that is near+resonant
with an atom ic transition. Atom s that were converted
Into m olecules but never converted back cannot be seen
w ith this technique.
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FIG . 1l: Theory of Feshbach resonances. (@) M olecular po-
tentials involred in a Feshbach resonance. Potential A corre—
soonds to the entrance channel and potential B to a closed
channel of the scattering process. Potential B supports a
bound state (solid straight line), to which the incom ing wave
function can couple. T he energy of an incom ing pair of cold
atom s is very close to the dissociation threshold (dotted line).
For E ! 0, the population of the bound state is resonantly
enhanced. (o) Creation of cold m olecules using a Feshbach
resonance. T he energy of the dissociation threshold and the
m olecular bound state are shown as a function of m agnetic

eld (solid lines). An atom ic BEC can be converted into
m olecules using an adiabatic rapid passage. T he experin ent
uses a negative ramp speed (@B =dt < 0), as indicated by
the arrow . For positive ram p speed, the existence of non—
condensate states of atom pairs (dotted lines) would prevent
the build-up of a lJarge m olecular fraction.

E xperim entalresults forByo1g = 10052 G areshown in
Fig.2a, where two clearly separated atom clouds are vis—
ble. W ith the Stem-Gerlach eld applied, the m agnetic

eld decreases from left to right in this gure. For refer-
ence, the atom ic distribution ocbtained w ithout the Stem-—
Gerlach eld isshown in Fig.2b. T herefore, the cloud on
the left/right In Fig. 2a must have been In a high/low—

eld seeking state during application ofthe Stem-G erlach

eld. Hence, the right cloud show s atom s that were con—
verted into low - eld seeking m olcules during the rst
crossing of the Feshbach resonance and converted back
when ram ping back. The lft cloud, however, consisted
of high—- eld secking atom s throughout the whole exper-
In ent.

W ith decreasing speed of the m olecule—creation ram p,
the number of m olecules rst Increases and then satu—
rates for ram p speeds slowerthan 2 G /ms.W ith such
slow ram ps, the right cloud contains 7 % ofthe initial
atom num ber, the lft cloud contains 30 % . The rest
of the atom s ism issing. This atom lossis 3 orders of
m agnitude fasterthan expected from the previously m ea—
sured threebody loss coe cient at the resonance [16].
Them issing fraction of 63 $ m ight have been lost due
to Inelastic collisions (presum ably after conversion into
m olecules) orm ight have been converted into m olecules
and not converted back to atom s, thus ram aining invisi-
ble during detection. T he latter seem s unlikely, because
when varying the ram p that converts m olecules back to
atom s, the back-converted atom num ber show sno signi —
cant dependence on the ram p speed in the range betw een
03 and 5G/ms.

If the conversion to molecules is perform ed before
release from the dipole trap, the observed number of
m olecules is reduced by a factor of 1:8. Thism ight
be due to faster inelastic collision rates at the high densi-
ties in the trap. In the experin ent, the cloud is therefore
allow ed to expand affertuming o the dipole trap. A fter
an expansion tin e of typically 2 to 7 m s, the m olecules
are produced. T his expansion is estin ated to reduce the
atom ic density by a factor between 5 and 70 as com —
pared to the In—trap situation. T he observed num ber of
m olecules show s no strong densiy dependence over this
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FIG.2: (Colronline) (@) Im age of two atom ic clouds. The
right cloud was tem porarily converted into m olecules. A

Stem-Gerlach eld was applied to separate the m olecules
(right) from the rem aining atom s (left). The m olecules were
converted back into atom s for in aging. T he size of the in age
isl3 034mm. (b)Reference m age w ithout application of
the Stem-G erlach eld.




range. At rst glance, this seem s to rule out inelastic
collisions as the dom inant factor that Iim its them olecule
creation e ciency. H owever, at reduced densiy a slower

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

In tum requiresm ore tim e to be spent during the ram p,
therefore allow Ing form ore loss due to inelastic collisions.
Tt isthusnot clear, w hether a reduced density is expected
to achieve an overall Im provem ent in the observed num —
ber of m oleculs. W e therefore think that inelastic col
lisions are the m ost lkely candidate for explaining the
an all conversion e ciency.

T he displacem ent of the clouds induced by applica—
tion ofthe Stem-G erlach eld can be used to extract the
m agnetic m om ent of the particles. T his displacem ent is
proportionalto the force " = (dE=dB) r P jexerted
by the Stem-Gerlach eld. Here, E is the energy of the
atom ic and m olecular state, respectively (see Fig. 1b).
N ote that dE =dB is related to the m agnetic m om ent of
the particles. For the atom s, the extracted experin ental
valie of dE =dB is independent of B} ,1q and agrees well
w ith the expectation from the Breit-Rabiformula.

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 potential A w ith respect to the dissociation thresh—
old in potentialA ish 24 M H z, independent of the m ag—
netic eld. The bound state supported by potential B crosses
both these energies. T he highest-lying bound state is crossed
at 1001.7 G, leading to an avoided crossing. The dissocia—
tion threshold is crossed at 10074 G creating the Feshbach
resonance. The energy splitting in the avoided crossing at
1001.7 G is13 M H z and therefore m uch larger than the split—
ting of the Feshbach resonance crossing, which is not visble
on thisscale. (o) D erivative dE =dB oftheupperbranch ofthe
avoided crossing. E xperin ental data for the m olecules (cir-
cles) extracted from im ages, such as Fig. 2a, are com pared
w ith the theory (solid line) that contains no free t param e—
ters.

nounced dependence ofdE =dB on Byo1g. T hism agnetic—

eld dependence is due to the presence of the highest-
Iying bound state in entrance channelA . T heoretical re—
sults R9] for the energy ofthis state are shown In Fig. 3a.
At a eld value of 1001.7 G, this bound state crosses
the bound state in potential B that becom es populated
when ram ping across the Feshbach resonance. Due to
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FIG. 4: (Color online) O scillation of m olecules. A ccording
to Fig. 3, the m olecules are 1001.7-G seekers. W ih 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 In ages were recorded for a
series of di erent durations of the Stem-G erlach eld, rang—
ing from 0to 18 m s (top to bottom ). T he observed oscillation
frequency of 56 H z agrees wellw ith theory. T he anisotropic
expansion of the m olecular cloud is due to the fact that the
one-din ensional trapping potential prevents the cloud from

expanding in the horizontaldirection. T he atom ic cloud (top
left) is sinply accelerated on a parabola. The size of each
mageisl:7 024mm.



the exchange interaction, this is an avoided crossing,
In which the m olcules adiabatically follow the upper
branch. The derivative dE =dB of this upper branch is
shown in Fig. 3b. The good agreem ent between theory
and experin ent clearly proves that m olecules are created
In the expected rovbrational level.

W hen a m olecule passes through the upper branch of
the avoided crossing, its vibrational quantum number
changes from -5 to -1 (counting from threshold). C orre-
soondingly, the size ofthem olecule, ie. the outertuming
point of the vibrational state of the nuclei, changes by a
factorof 3.

T he reversal of the sign of dE =dB visbl in Fig. 3b
m akes the molecules 1001.7-G seckers, instead of the
usualhigh—-or low — eld seckers. This can be exploited to
trap the m olecules by applying an inhom ogeneous m ag—
netic eld. In the presence of a m agnetic- eld gradient,
the quadratic dependence of E B ) in Fig. 3a creates a
ham onic con nem ent for the m olecules. The resulting
ham onic oscillation is shown In Fig. 4 for a gradient
of 100 G /an with the moleculs initially prepared at
10032 G . This corresponds to a one-dim ensional trap
for molecules. In principle, such a trap could work in
three din ensions. N ote that this is very di erent from a
standard m agnetic trap, where usually low — eld seeking
particles are trapped at a m ininum of B j. Here, the
m olecules are trapped at a speci c value of B j which is
not am inimum ofthe eld con guration.

In conclusion, the Stem-G erlach technique used here
proves that m okcules are created in the expected ro—
vbrational level. The measured m agnetic m om ent of
them olecules reveals an avoided crossing and agreeswell
w ith theory. The avoided crossing is used to trap the
m olecules In one dim ension. Future experin entsw illain
on the creation of a lJarger fraction ofm olecules, investi-
gate heating m echanian s that occur during the m agnetic

eld ram ps, and develop tools to Investigate the coher—
ence properties of the m olecular cloud.

Sin ilar experin ents are currently being carried out
wih a BEC of Cs [(B0]. After subm ission of this
m anuscript w e leamed that related experin entsw ere per-
form ed with Na [31] and ferm fonic °Li 32, 33].
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