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C oherent m olecular bound states of bosons and ferm ions near a Feshbach resonance
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W e analyzem olecularbound states ofatom ic quantum gasesnear a Feshbach resonance. A sinple,
renom alizable eld theoreticm odel is shown to have exact solutions in the two-body sector, whose
binding energy agrees wellw ith observed experin ental resuls in both B osonic and Fem ionic cases.
These solutions, which interpolate between BEC and BC S theories, also provide a m ore general
variational ansatz for resonant super uidity and related problem s.

PACS numbers: 03.75Nt, 0530-d, 3925+ k, 6740w

T he ocoherent transform ation of a cold atom ic gas to
m olecules In the vicinity of a photoassociation E:] orFes—
hbach 'E:] resonance has enabled a fascinating probe of
quantum dynam icalbehavior In coupled atom -m olecular
system s, together w ith rem arkably precise m easurem ents
of quantum binding energies. Recent Bosonic experi-
m ents have extended the available species to 133C s, 2R b,
and 2*Na []. E xperin ents on ultracold degenerate Ferm 1
gases of K and °Li atom s have resulted in spectacu-
lar dem onstrations of m olecular B oseE instein conden-—
sate BEC) m ation 4, 5] and of possble ferm jon su-
per uid behavior in the BEC-BC S crossover region :_['5]

Since these are m any-body systeam s, it isusefiil to try
to develop the sin plest possble eld-theoreticm odelthat
can explain their behavior. An essential feature of any
correct m any-body treatm ent is that the basic theory
must be able to reproduce the physics of the two-body
Interactions. In this paper, we com bine previous analytic
solutions of a coherently coupled eld theory :_[:7,:_53,:_9]
w ith an exact renom alization of the coupling constants
{01, in order to dbtain analytic predictions for the two-
body bound states. This gives a uni ed picture of any
Feshbach resonance experim ent and related studies Erj.,-rg,
9,10, 113, 14, L3, 114, 19, e, 17, 18, i[9, 2], provided
a gn all num ber of observable param eters are available.
T he predictionsw illbe com pared w ith experin entaldata
and w ith coupled-channel calculations.

To quantitatively m odel these experin ents, consider
an e ective Ham iltonian for the m olecular eld ?o) n
the closed channel and the atom ic  elds (Al(z)) in the

freeatom dissociation lim it of the open channel:
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w ith the commutation (+ ) or anticomm utation () re—
Btion [Mi60); "GO = 4 &
or Fem ionic eld operatorsAi, respectively. The free
H am iltonian HAO Includes the usual kinetic energy tem s
and the potential energies (including intemal energies)
due to the trap potential ~V; (x), while Uiy is the atom -
atom , atom -m olecule, and m olecule-m olecule coupling
due to swave scattering. The atom ic and m olecu—
lbrmassesarem;;,; and mg = m; + my, and E, =

®) for Bosonic

~No(©0) WO W (0)]gives the bare energy detuning
of the m olecular state w ith respect to free atom s.

N ext, we consider a coherent process of Ram an pho—
toassociation or am agnetic Feshbach resonance coupling,
giving rise to an overalle ective H am iltonian termm in the
hom onuclear case (only w ith bosons) ij, :g]

_Z h i
H=H;+—
P2
or, for the case of heteronuclear din er form ation invol/—
ing either ferm ions or bosons E_é]:
Z h i
H =H 1 + ~ d3X 01 2 + 2 1 0 : (3)

Here, is the bare atom -m olecule coupling responsble
for the conversion of free atom pairs into m olecules and
vice versa. The heteronuclkar case can be applied to
Fem ionic atom pairs In di erent spin states (1, A2)

combining into a Bosonic m olecule (Ao), or pairs of
Bosonic and Fermm lonic atom scom bining into a Ferm ionic
m olecule, or else to a fully Bosonic case where the atom

pairs are not identical.

Bosonic hom onuclkar case. F irst we consider the fully
Bosonic uniform case of Eq. ('g), ie., a single-species
atom icBEC withm ; m ) coupled toam olecularBEC,
w here the atom ic background energy is chosen to be zero.
W e ignore inelastic collisions { which is a reasonable ap—
proxin ation at low density, and ket = Uj;, where is
the bare atom -atom coupling due to s-wave scattering.

Here a momentum cuto is in plicitly assum ed, shce
In renom alizable theories one expects to ocbtain nie
results only after the in nities are absorbed through a
rede nition of bare couplings. To m anijpulate integrals
that a priori are divergent, we regularize them by a sin -
pl cuto : integralsoverk are restricted to kj< K .

T he hom ogeneous H am iltonian, Eqg. @), has an exact
eigenstate In the sin plest two-particle sector U, :_8]. n
mom entum space, we expand the eld operatorsAo x)
and Al (x) In term s ofFourier com ponents & (k) andB(k),
regpectively, w ith com m utation relations @ k);aY &Y=
bk k9= & ®).Ihcudingacuto K ,the (un-
nom alized) tw o-particle eigenstate corresoonding to the
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zero center-ofm assm om entum is given by [_‘2, @]
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whereN = 2 in the exactly soluble two-particle case, and
G () is the atom ic pair correlation function in Fourier
space. This coherent superposition of a m olecule w ith
correlated pairs of atom s can be viewed as a dressed
m olcule. M ore generally, this isalso a usefiil low -density
variationalansatz forN > 2 particles, where it descrbes
a BEC ofdressed m olecules Ej., :_ﬂ].

Ferm jonic or heteronuclkar case. N ext, we w ish to con—
sider the iIn portant case of Fem ionic atom pairs (with
mi; = m, m) In di erent soin states combining into
a Bosonic molcule. This is especially relevant to the
studies of ultracold Fem igases EI, 5, :§] in the region of
resonant super uidity and BEC-BCS crossover. These
experin ents are notable for the greatly reduced inelas—
tic Joss rate from atom -m olecular collisions, due to Pauli
blocking P4]. In this Ferm fonic case, we only have an
s-wave coupling between the di erent ferm ions, so that

= Uq,. In addition, the nalresuls ofthis section can
be applied to heteronuclkarm olecules (w ith either statis-
tics of the constituent atom s), except that the massm
hastobereplaced by 2m ,;wherem , = m 1m ;=M 1+ m )
is the reduced m ass.

T he H am iltonian (:_3:) relevant to this case, also has an
exact eigenstate in the twoparticke N = 2) sector i_9'].
Expanding the eld opeJ:atOJ:sA 1;2 ) In tem s ofFourder
com ponents 31;2 k), the elgenstate is now given by
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A s before, this is also a usefil variational ansatz for the
N -particle N > 2) ground state, where i extends BC S
theory to include a coherent m olecular eld.

Exact eigenvalies. In either the hom onuclear or het-
eronuclkar case, the exact energy eigenvalue corresoond—
ing to the tw opartick eigenstate N = 2) isknown B, :_Q].
Introducing a m ultiplicity param eter s, where s= 1 for
the hom onuclear case, and s = 2 for the Fem ionic or
heteronuclear case, we nd that

~s 2 2 %~rp=m

E =E + = :
" 2 K tan ! (K) m r2

For realand positive 1y, this correspondsto a bound state
w ith negative energy, and the resulting binding energy is
Ep = E . The quantity 1 is the correlation radius or
the e ective size ofthe dressed m olecule. T he right-hand

side of Eq. (a) needs to be solved for ry, or equivalently
or the binding energy Ey, “=m r3) as a function of
En ,but in general i has no explicit solution.

Next, it is usefiil to re-express the bare H am iltonian
param eters in term s of renom alized observable param —
eters that are nvariant at argemomentum cuto . We
therefore include a nonperturbative renom alization us—
ing integral equation m ethods from scattering theory
f_l-C_i], which has som e subtle features. In particular, a
repulsive contact potentialwih > 0 hasno e ect {
it does not lead to scattering in threedim ensional eld
theory. However, either positive or negative scattering
lengths can be generated from the sam e type of attrac—
tive contact potentialw ith < 0, depending on the Iim -
iting procedure: if i is carried out with su ciently deep
potentials to allow a bound state to form in the atom ic

eld channel, then a positive scattering length is possible
even w ith an attractive shortrange potential.

T he renom alization f_l(_)'] expresses the bare values as

= o, = orand E, = Eo+ s~ 2=2, in
termm s of the observed or renomm alized values o, o,
and Ey. In the Feshbach resonance case, for de nite—
ness, Eg = B By). Here, the cuto K is in—
cluded through a scaling param eter = @1 0) 1,
where = mK=Q ?~), o= 4 ~ay=m, and ap, is the
background s-wave scattering length for the atom s. In
the hom onuclear case, =2 4 n IS the m agnetic
moment di erence between the atom ic and the bound
m olecular channels, and B is the m agnetic eld corre-
soonding to the resonance, whil in the heteronuclear
case, = 1+ 2 m .

W enow wish to rewrite Eq. {_6) In tem s of the renor-
m alized constants o, ¢,and Eg. A fter taking the lin i
of arge momentum cuto K , we obtain the follow ing
sin ple analytic result:

r—
sC ~ (2) Ep
Eg= Ep S — (7)
1 2C 0 Eb
where C m32?=@ ~?). Usihg E; = ® Bo),

Eqg. @'j) can also be rew ritten in termm s of the m agnetic

elds, so that the resulting binding energy can be di-
rectly com pared w ith the experin entaldata.

T the JILA ®°Rb experinents H, 21], the creation
of a hom onuclear dressed m olecular state at a given B
value is llowed by a rapid change in the m agnetic eld
w hich allow s an interference fringe to be observed in the
rem aining total num ber of atom s. The reason for the
fringe is due to the fact that in a dynam icalexperin ent,
paired atom s in the dressed m olecular wave finction can
Interfere constructively or destructively w ith condensate
atom s that are not in the ground-state wave function.
T he resulting interference pattem oscillates w ith a fre—
quency corregoonding to the dressed m olecular binding
energy.

A graphical solution of Eq. (1), ie., the binding en-
ergy Ep, vs B for the JILA ®°Rb experin ent [_2, :_2-14'], is
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F IG .1: Binding energy Ep versusthem agnetic eld B forthe
8RrRb experin ent [2] T heparam eter values are taken from the
subsequent high-precision m easurem ents on the sam e system
RI]: Bp = 155G and apg = 443ay, where ap is the Bohr
radius. In addition, we take o = 284 10 * m”7?/s and
= 223 @3], where p is the Bohr magneton. The
solid line is our theoremcal result, Eqg. (:1 while the dashed
line is the result ofEq. (8) T he circles are the experin ental
data ofRef. Q}]
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FIG . 2: Binding energy E, vs B for the 0 experin ent Eéf],
where Bo = 224 G and apy = 174a0. In addition, we take

0= 142 10 *m®?/sand = 127 ; P3]. The sold
line is our theoretical resul, whilke the circles and the error
bars are the experin entaldata from Fig. 5 ofRef. !ﬁ]:].

plotted in Fig. il,, together w ith experin entally cbserved
Ram sey fringe frequencies, which are interpreted in the
experin ent as a dressed m olecular binding energy. The
agreem ent between this sinpl analytic result and the
experin entally observed andJng energy (@s well as the
coupled-channel calculation flO]) is excellent.

B inding energy m easurem entsw ere also carried out for
the case of Femm ionic 1°K atom s in two di erent spin
states combining into a Bosonic m olecule H]. In Fig. :ga’
we plot the solution to Eq. 6'_71), ie., the binding energy
Eyp vs the magnetic eld B, for this experin ent, where
we also see a good agreem ent between the theory and
experim ent.

N ear-threshold physics. There are comm on features
w ith either Fermm jonic and B osonic atom s. A llresuls are

expressed In temm s ofthe four observable param eters o,

0r , Bo,and are clearly independent ofthe cuto , as
one would expect from a renomm alizable theory. T here
are two cases corresponding to di erent signsof :

() Attractive case. If apg < 0, then Ey is a sihgle—
valued function ofB , so there isonly one solution branch.

(i) Repulsive case. Ifapy > 0, then Ey is a double—
valued function ofB , so there are tw o solution branches.
T his case has a bound state In the atom ic channel.

In all cases, the physics near threshold is crucialto un—
derstanding either type ofexperim ent. For am allbinding
energies in the vicinity of the resonance, Eg. (’j) gives a
quadratic dependence of E, on Ey (or on the m agnetic

edB):E ' E¢’=(C~ 2)?,whereE, = B By).
This is In agreem ent w ith the sinp]e J:esonant scatter—
ng theory resuk that E, = ~?=m a B )° near the reso-
nance Il8 24] Here, the e ective scatterihg length is
aB) = ap [ B=@B B)], B isthe width of the
resonance, and the atom -m o]ecu]%ooupljng o can be ex—
pressed via B asfollows: o/ 8 ang B=(sm).

In the opposie lin it of large Ey, ie. for m agnetic

elds faraway from the resonance, the sam e equation :_(:7)
gives linear dependence ofE, on Ey (@and henceon B ) as
expected, E, /' Eg+ s~ 3=(@2 o), ncluding a constant
energy shift. This linear behavior is not accessble w ith
the resonant, scattering theory result ofEp, = ~?>=m a ® )?.

ForCjoJ Ep 1, ie., either or an all background
scattering gy jor an allbinding energiesEy, near the res-
onance, we can neglect 2C E_b in the denom inator of
the second term in Eq. aj) and obtain a quadratic w ith
respect to = Ey. This has the ©llow ing explicit solution:

" #
(sC~ 2)? 4E
Ep/ B ——2— 1 ——— 1; @
b 0 > <~ 2)2 8)
which (brs= 1) coincides with Eq. (1) ofRef. (L4

This result form ally ncorporates the abovem entioned
quadratic dependence of E, on E( near the resonance
where 4E (=(sC ~ 2)?> 1, and the lineardependence far
away from the resonance. T he quadratic dependence is
In qualitative agreem ent w ith the behavior found from
our exact resul. However, the linear part Ey ’ Ep)
{ whilke giving the correct slope of the binding energy {
does not account for the energy shift term s~ %=(2 0)
due to the renom alization of E,, . This leads to a dis—
crepancy seen in Fig. '-1: (dashed line) away from the
resonance, a and is due to the fact that the assum ption
ofCjoJ Ep 1 used to obtain Eq. ﬂ is inconsistent
w ith the case of lJarge binding energies under considera—
tion. W e note here that i is also possble to ocbtain the
exact result from them olecular G reen’s function m ethod
of Ref. [L7], if the relevant selfenergy tem is inclided
w ithout approxin ation 1_2-51

T he relative fraction ofthe atom ic and m olecular com —
ponents in the two-particle eigenstate can be calculated
using the oconserved total number of atom ic particles,



N = 1+ 28Fy o = iy + N, + 20 i the Fem fonic
case). At low density, the closed-channelm olecular frac—
tion is (ncluding a factorof2 to re ect the fact that each
m olecule consists oftwo atom s):

1 .

2N =N = (1+ 2F=s) )

R
Here, F kG2 k)= )?, and the correlation fiinc—
tion G (k) is given by a Lorentzian

G k)= Go= 1+ rik* ; (10)

wherek= %3 Go= sm (=R~ )], and we have
already taken into account renom alization. Taking the
Integralin F we obtain that

G % SZm 3=2
F = = B

8 B 32 -~

r —
1 ——— Ep ;o (11)
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where we have expressed ry = P mEyp, so thatthe nal
result can be analyzed as a function ofthem agnetic eld
B using the solution to Eq. (:j) .

Combining this resul with Egs. ('j) and @'), we nd
that the average fraction of bare m olecules in the closed
channel is typically very sm all near the resonance. For
exam pl, for *°Rb param eters P1] i is no higher than
2N =N " 007, ormagnetic eldsfrom By toB ' 160G .
T his in plies that the structure of the dressed m olecules
and the underlying physics near the resonance is dom —
nated by the correlated atom pairs rather than by the
closed channelm olecules.

W e can also calculate the atom ic pair correlation In
coordinate space. This is the inverse Fourier transform
ofG (k) given by gk} = Goexp( XFB)=Q ¥, br
Kj> 0.Sihcery = ~= mEy, i isclarthat, nearthresh—
old, thebound statesare superposiionsofm oleculesw ith
pairs of atom s at very long range. Here, one can expect
modi cations :_[1_'8] of the binding energy due to m ean-—

eld many-body interactions of the correlated atom s,
w hich have a character sin ilar to C ooper pairs. Such de-
partures from the predicted binding energies are indeed
observed l_Z-l:] In high-precision R am sey spectroscopy for
85Rb. Sim ilarly, recent collective-m ode spectroscopy in
®1i has revealed BC S-like behavior near threshold w ith
reduced m ode frequencies f_2-§'], quite di erent to that ex-
pected for a conventionalm olecular BEC .

In summ ary, a relatively smple eld-theoretic m odel
for Feshbach coupling has exact solutions for the eigen—
states in the low density tw o-particle sector. It is abl to
accurately predict Feshbach dressed-m oleculebinding en—
ergies, and also gives a physicalunderstanding ofthe type
of correlated atom -m olecular structure produced in these
experim ents. The m odel has a sin ple, universal charac—
ter, and can be used to describe a variety of cases w ith
both positive and negative background scattering length.
Having analytic solutions of the actual eigenstates pro—
vides an altemative picture that aids in understanding

these Interesting experin ents, and is readily usabl as a
starting point to a m ore com plete m any-body theory.
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