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The dissociation ofultracold m oleculesisstudied by ram ping an externalm agnetic �eld through

a Feshbach resonance.The observed dissociation energy showsnon-lineardependenceon the ram p

speed and directly yieldsthestrength oftheatom -m oleculecoupling.In addition,inelasticm olecule-

m olecule and m olecule-atom collisionsare characterized.

PACS num bers:03.75.N t,32.80.Pj,33.80.Ps,34.20.Cf

Recently, it has becom e possible to create ultracold

m oleculargasesfrom precooled atom ic sam ples[1,2,3,

4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11]. Extending the ultralow tem per-

ature regim e from atom s to m olecules is an im portant

step towardscontrolling them otion ofm orecom plicated

objects. The com plex structure ofm olecules m ay lead

to new scienti� copportunities,including thesearch fora

perm anentelectricdipolem om ent,with sensitivity m uch

higherthan forheavy atom s[12],and the realization of

quantum 
 uidsofbosonsand ferm ionswith anisotropic

interactions[13].Furtherm ore,stablem ixturesofatom ic

and m olecularcondensatesare predicted to show coher-

entstim ulation ofatom -m olecule orm olecule-atom con-

version,constituting quantum -coherentchem istry [14].

To date, allrealizations of ultracold m olecules have

bypassed the need for direct cooling of the m olecules,

which is di� cult due to the com plicated ro-vibrational

structure.Rather,m oleculeswereform ed from ultracold

atom susingFeshbach resonances[2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,

11],wherea highly-vibrationalexcited m olecularstateis

m agneticallytuned intoresonancewith apairofcolliding

atom s.

In this paper,we study the dissociation and decay of

such highly excited m olecules. Figure 1 showsthe rele-

vant energy levels. For m agnetic � elds above the Fes-

hbach resonance, the m olecular state crosses the free

atom ic states,shown here as discrete states in a � nite

quantization volum e. The interaction between atom s

and m olecules turns these crossing into anti-crossings.

W hen the m agnetic � eld is swept very slowly through

the resonance, the m olecules will follow the adiabatic

curveand end up in thelowestenergy stateoftheatom s.

For faster ram ps, the m olecular populations will par-

tially cross som e of the low-lying states, and the dis-

sociation products willpopulate severalatom ic states.

The stronger the coupling between the m olecular state

and the atom ic states,the faster the m olecules dissoci-

ateand thesm allertheenergy releasein thedissociation.

O bserving theatom -m oleculecoupling in one-body decay

(dissociation)isa new m ethod to experim entally deter-

m ine the strength of a Feshbach resonance. Previous

m easurem entsused two-orthree-body processesto char-

acterize the Feshbach resonance and therefore required

accurateknowledgeofthe atom icdensity distribution.

Collisionalpropertiesofthe m oleculeswere also stud-

ied. Inelastic collisions lim it both the production of

m olecules and their lifetim e. W e observed loss of

m olecules by collisions both with atom s and other

m olecules. These two processeswere studied separately

because we could produce atom -m olecule m ixtures, as

wellaspurem olecularsam ples,by separating atom sand

m oleculeswith shortpulsesoflaserlight[9].

To generate m olecules, sodium condensates in the

jF;m F i= j1;� 1istatewerepreparedin an opticaldipole

trap. The trap frequencies of290 Hz in the radialdi-

rection and 2.2 Hz in the axialdirection yielded typical

densitiesof1:7� 1014 cm � 3 for5 m illion atom s.Atom s

werethen spin-
 ipped usingan adiabaticradiofrequency

sweep to thej1;1istate,wherea 1 G wideFeshbach res-

onanceexistsat907 G [15].

The m agnetic � eld sequence used to create and de-

tectNa2 m oleculeswasidenticaltoourpreviouswork[9].

Brie
 y,the axialm agnetic� eld wasram ped to 903 G in

100 m s using two pairs ofbias coils. In order to pre-

pare the condensate on the negative scattering length

side ofthe resonance,the � eld wasstepped up to 913 G

as quickly as possible (� 1 �s) to jum p through the

resonance with m inim alatom loss. The � eld was then

ram ped back down to 903 G in 50 �sto form m olecules.

In orderto rem ove non-paired atom sfrom the trap,the

sam plewasirradiatedwith a20�spulseofresonantlight.

Because 903 G is far from the Feshbach resonance,the

m ixing between atom ic and m olecularstateswassm all,

and thereforem oleculesweretransparentto this\blast"

pulse.By ram pingthe� eld backto913G m oleculeswere

converted back to atom s.Absorption im agesweretaken

athigh � elds(eitherat903G or913G )after10to 17m s

ballisticexpansion,with theim aging lightincidentalong

the axialdirection ofthe condensate.

To study the m om entum distribution of the back-

converted atom s,the m agnetic � eld wasram ped up im -

m ediately afterturningo� theopticaltrap,orforarefer-

ence,attheend oftheballisticexpansion.Thedi� erence

between theenergiesofballisticexpansion isthereleased

dissociation energy.Energieswereobtained from therm s

width ofthecloud hx2iasE = 3m hx2i=2t2,wheretisthe

ballisticexpansion tim e,and m istheatom icm ass.Fig-

ure2 showsthatfaster� eld ram pscreated hotteratom s.

An earlier theoreticaltreatm ent assum es a constant

predissociation lifetim e ofthe m olecules and predicts a

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0311558v1
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FIG .1:Schem aticdiagram ofenergy levelsform oleculesand

atom s.The diabatic energy levelsare shown asdashed lines.

The adiabatic curves(solid lines) include the atom -m olecule

coupling. W hen the m agnetic �eld is swept from positive to

negative scattering length, dissociated m olecules end up in

one or severalatom ic states,depending on the ram p rate of

the m agnetic �eld. The spheresrepresentthe distribution of

the population before and afterthe ram p.

linearrelationbetween dissociationenergyand � eld ram p

rate[16].Thistheory predictsa m uch fasterdissociation

(and thereforesm allerdissociation energy)than wasob-

served.Furtherm ore,ourdata showsanon-lineardepen-

dence.Linearbehaviorwould beexpected ifthelifetim e

ofthe m olecules was independent ofthe energy � from

the dissociation threshold. The fact that the slope be-

com essm allerforincreasingram p rateindicatesthatthe

lifetim e ofm olecules decreases with the ram p rate. As

wewillshow,thiscan beexplained by an increaseofthe

density ofatom ic states,leading to a
p
� dependence of

the m oleculardecay rate(W ignerthreshold law [17]).

Thedecayrate� (�)followsfrom Ferm i’sgolden ruleas

~� (�) = 2�jVm a(�)j
2D (�) [18],where Vm a is the m atrix

elem entbetween atom ic and m olecularstates,which to

leading orderisindependentof�. The density ofstates

D (�)isgiven by

D (�)=
V

(2�)2

�
m

~
2

�3=2

�
1=2

; (1)

whereV isthequantizationvolum eforfreeatom icstates.

An expression forthe m atrix elem entVm a isobtained

by com paring the energy shift near a Feshbach reso-

nance with second-orderperturbation theory.Assum ing

two atom s in a volum e V ,the energy shift ofthe low-

lying continuum statesdueto thecoupling with a bound

m olecularstate is

�(�)=
jVm aj

2

�
=

jVm aj
2

� �(B � B 0)
; (2)

where� � isthedi� erencebetween atom icand m olecular

m agneticm om ents,B theapplied m agnetic� eld,and B0
the position ofthe Feshbach resonance.

Theenergy shiftcan also beexpressed in term softhe

m ean � eld energy 4�~2a=m V ,where a = abg� B =(B �

B 0)isthescattering length neartheFeshbach resonance

(abg is the background scattering length and � B is the

resonancewidth [19]):

�(�)=
4�~2

m V

abg� B

B � B 0

: (3)

Com paring eq.(2)and eq.(3)yields

jVm aj
2 =

4�~2

m V
abg� �� B : (4)

If the entire population is initially in the m olecular

state,thefraction ofm olecules,m (�),atenergy � follows

the rateequation,

n
dm (�)

d�
=

dm (�)

dt

�
d�

dt

�
� 1

= � (�)m (�)

�
d�

dt

�
� 1

(5)

=
2�jVm a(�)j

2D (�)

~� �j_B j
m (�): (6)

Using Eqs.(1)and (4),we solve the di� erentialequa-

tion form (�)

m (�) = e
�

2

3
C �

3=2

; (7)

C =
2� B

~
_B

s

m a2
bg

~
2
:

In thelab fram e,theatom shavekineticenergy�=2and

thereforetheaverageenergyofan atom afterdissociation

is

�E =

Z
1

0

�

2
(� dm (�))= 0:591

 s

~
2

m a2
bg

~
_B

2� B

! 2=3

:

(8)
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FIG .2:D issociation energy ofm oleculesasafunction ofm ag-

netic �eld ram p rate. The dashed line represents the linear

relation described in ref.[16],thesolid lineshowstheresultof

ourtheory with no free param eters(using a theoreticalvalue

for �B = 0:98 G ),and the dotted line shows a curve with

�B asa �tting param eter.
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FIG .3:Tem peratureofthem olecularcloud.After15 m s,the

tem perature saturatesat� 250 nK .Errorbarsrepresentthe

statisticalerror (standard deviation). The inset shows �ner

resolution data for holding tim es up to 6 m s. The solid line

isa guide to the eye.

Using theoreticalvaluesabg = 3:4 nm ,� �=h = 3:65�

1:4 M Hz/G ,and � B = 0:98 G [20,21],ourparam eter-

free prediction (solid line in Fig.2) shows good agree-

m entwith theexperim entaldata.Alternatively,wem ay

regard thewidth oftheFeshbach resonanceasa freepa-

ram eterto obtain a � tted value of� B = 1:07� 0:02 G

(dotted linein Fig.2).Com pared to previousm ean-� eld

m easurem ents [15, 22], our determ ination of the reso-

nance width is m ore accurate and free from system atic

errorsassociated with the determ ination ofatom ic den-

sities.

Furtherexperim entswith ultracold sodium m olecules

willcriticallydepend on theircollision properties.There-

fore we also studied heating and inelastic collision pro-

cesses.Asshown in Fig.3,weobserved m onotonicheat-

ing ofthe pure m olecularsam ple over� 30 m s. In ad-

dition, we observed short tim escale oscillations (6 m s)

in the � tted tem perature (insetofFig.3).Such breath-

ing oscillationswere excited because the m oleculeswere

form ed overthevolum eoftheatom iccondensate,which

waslargerthan theequilibrium volum eforthem olecules.

The absence ofdam ping im plies a collision tim e of at

least6 m s,ora m olecularscattering length sm allerthan

17 nm (obtained using the expression for the collision

rate 8�a2vthnm where vth isthe therm alvelocity). Itis

unclearwhetherthe oscillation disappeared due to colli-

sionsorlim ited signal-to-noiseratio.

The tem perature ofthe m olecular cloud saturated at

� 250 nK after 15 m s. A possible explanation is the

balance between heating due to inelastic m olecular de-

cay and theevaporativecooling caused by the� nitetrap

depth (1.7 �K ). This would im ply a collision tim e of

15 m s. However,we have no clear evidence that ther-

m alization hasoccurred.Clearly,furtherstudiesofelas-

tic collisionsbetween ultracold m oleculesarenecessary.

M oleculesform ed via Feshbach resonancesarecreated

in high vibrationalstates.Therefore,one expectsvibra-

tionalrelaxation to be a strong,inelastic decay m echa-

nism . Vibrationalenergy spacingsare m uch largerthan

thetrap depth,leadingtolossofm oleculesfrom thetrap.

Figure 4(a)showsthe decay ofa pure m olecularsam -

ple.Thedecay wasanalyzed with the rateequation

_N m

N m

= � K m m nm : (9)

Here nm is the density of the m olecules, and K m m is

the m olecule-m olecule collision rate coe� cient. Because

ofthe changing size and tem perature ofthe m olecular

cloud during the � rst� 15 m s(Fig.3),we only � tdata

points at later tim es, assum ing a therm alequilibrium

volum e forthe m olecules. The decay atearliertim es is

slower,consistentwith a largerm olecularcloud.The � t

yieldsa m olecule-m oleculecollision coe� cientofK m m �

5:1� 10� 11 cm 3/s,about 2 orders ofm agnitude larger

than the typicalvaluesreported forferm ions[4,5].
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FIG .4: D ecay of ultracold m olecules trapped alone (a) or

together with atom s (b). The solid lines in (a) and (b) are

�ts ofeq.(9) and (10) to data,which assum e vibrationalre-

laxation in thecollision ofm olecules(a)orcollisionsbetween

m oleculesand atom s(b).Theinsetsillustratetheexperim en-

talsequences.
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FIG .5: Conversion ofatom s to m olecules for various ram p

tim es. D uring a given tim e,the m agnetic �eld wassweptby

10 G .Figures(a)and (b)show absorption im agestaken after

14 m sTO F.The m olecules(bottom )were radially separated

from the atom s (top) by a �eld gradient of2.8 G /cm . The

m olecules were converted back to atom s only 0.5 m s before

im aging by ram ping the m agnetic �eld back acrossthe Fesh-

bach resonance. Thistim e waschosen to be long enough for

any transient�eld 
uctuationstodam p out,butshortenough

such that the size ofthe im aged cloud re
ected the m olecu-

lar tem perature,not the dissociation energy. (a) The atom s

rem ained in the trap.(b)The atom swere rem oved by a res-

onantlaserpulse im m ediately afterthe m agnetic �eld ram p.

(c) Num ber ofm olecules as a function ofram p tim e for (a)

(open circles)and (b)(closed circles).

Inelastic collisionsbetween m oleculesand atom swere

also observed by keeping atom s in the trap (Fig.4(b)).

The decay was analyzed assum ing that the loss of

m oleculesoccurred m ainly due to collisionswith atom s,

resulting in an exponentialdecay:

_N m

N m

= � K am na: (10)

HereN m isthenum berofthem olecules,na isthedensity

ofatom s,and K am is the atom -m olecule collision rate

coe� cient. From the � t,we extracta lifetim e of106 �s

and a rate coe� cient K am � 5:5� 10� 11 cm 3/s,which

agreeswellwith theoreticalpredictions[20,21].

The inelastic losses determ ine the m axim um conver-

sion e� ciency from atom sto m olecules.Foran adiabatic

ram p,oneexpectscloseto100% conversione� ciency.In-

deed,in experim entswith ferm ionicatom s,e� cienciesup

to85% havebeen observed [5].Figure5showstheresults

form agnetic � eld ram psofdi� erentdurations.The two

setsofim agesshow thatapplyingtheblastpulsedram at-

ically im proved the m olecularnum berand tem perature.

W ithout it,a slower ram p tim e (4 m s) appeared to be

m ore favorable for m olecule form ation (open circles in

Fig.5(c)).No m oleculeswereobserved fora 50 �sram p

tim e. However,with the blast pulse, nearly the sam e

num berofm oleculeswasobtained forallram p tim esbe-

tween 50 �sto 4 m s(closed circlesin Fig.5(c)).

W e interpretourdata asthe interplay oftwo com pet-

ing processes. The adiabatic condition requires a rela-

tively slow � eld ram p fore� cientconversion. However,

this m eans that the atom s and m olecules spend m ore

tim e nearoratthe Feshbach resonance,where inelastic

collision ratesareenhanced.In contrastto Fig.5(b),the

absence ofm olecular signalin Fig.5(a) for 50 �s ram p

tim e re
 ects that the atom ic density reduction due to

them ean-� eld expansion istoo slow forthem oleculesto

survivethe inelasticcollisionswith the atom s.

In conclusion,weobserved a W ignerthreshold behav-

ior in the dissociation ofultracold m olecules. W e were

able to characterize a Feshbach resonance using a one-

body decay (dissociation) process. The rapid decay of

the m olecules due to collisions with atom s and other

m olecules im poses a severe lim it to further evaporative

cooling forbosons.Thisalso explainsthelow conversion

e� ciency (� 4% ),in contrastto recentexperim entswith

ferm ions.
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