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W ehavecarried outquantum dynam icalcalculationsofvibrationalquenchingin Li+ Li2 collisions

forboth bosonic
7
Liand ferm ionic

6
Li.Thesearethe�rsteversuch calculationsinvolving ferm ionic

atom s. W e �nd that for the low initialvibrationalstates considered here (v � 3),the quenching

ratesarenotsuppressed forferm ionicatom s.Thiscontrastswith thesituation found experim entally

form oleculesform ed via Feshbach resonancesin very high vibrationalstates.

PACS num bers:

There is at present great interest in the properties

of cold and ultracold m olecules. At the end of 2003,

three groups[1,2,3]created long-lived m olecularBose-

Einstein condensates(BECs)from ultracold atom icgases

by m aking use ofm agnetically tunable Feshbach reso-

nances.Them oleculesareform edin highlyexcited vibra-

tionalstates,and any vibrationalrelaxation willresultin

traploss.A crucialbreakthroughwastheuseofferm ionic

isotopesoftheatom icgases(6Li,40K )tuned tolargepos-

itivescattering lengths;itwasfound thatin thiscasethe

atom -m oleculeand m olecule-m oleculeinelasticcollisions

are strongly suppressed [4,5,6,7],and the m olecular

cloud consisting ofweakly bound dim ersofferm ionsex-

hibitsarem arkablestability againstcollisionaldecay.By

contrast,forweakly bound dim ersofbosonic atom sthe

vibrationalrelaxation is fast,so that the corresponding

m olecularcloud decaysquickly and quantum degeneracy

can beachieved only transiently [8,9,10,11,12].Petrov

et al. [13]have explained the im portant di�erence be-

tween m olecular gases ofweakly bound dim ers form ed

from bosonic and ferm ionic atom s in term s ofdi�erent

quantum statisticsforthe atom s.

In this Letter, we carry out the �rst full quantum

dynam icscalculationsforspin-polarized collisionsoful-

tracold hom onuclearm oleculesforLi+ Li2 in both the

bosonic(7Li)and ferm ionic(6Li)cases.W e�nd thatfor

low-lying vibrationalstates there is no system atic sup-

pression ofthe vibrationalrelaxation (quenching) rates

forferm ions,even when thescatteringlength islargeand

positive. The analysisofPetrov etal. [13]appliesonly

when the scattering length islarge and positive and the

m oleculesarein theirhighest-lying vibrationalstate.

Q uantum scattering calculationsrequire accurate po-

tentialenergy surfaces. W e have previously shown that

theinteraction potentialforspin-polarized (quartet)Li+

Li2 ishighly non-additive[15],with a welldepth 4 tim es

thatofthe sum ofLi-Lipair potentials. In the present

work,we use a globalLi3 potentialobtained from all-

electron coupled-clusterelectronicstructurecalculations,

FIG .1: Cutthrough Li3 quartetsurface at collinear geom e-

tries,showing seam between
4
� and

4
� states.Contoursare

labelled in cm
� 1
. The two m inim a are atdepthsof760 and

950 cm
� 1
.

which willbe described in detailelsewhere [16]. In par-

allelwork,Colavecchia etal.[17]haveobtained another

potentialsurface based on pseudopotentialcalculations.

However,wechoseto useourown surfacein the present

work because it takes better account of som e features

ofthepotential.In particular,aspointed outin Ref.15,

thereisaseam ofconicalintersectionsatcollineargeom e-

tries,between the 4� surfacethatisthe ground stateat

long range and a 4� surface that becom es the ground

stateinsider1 = r2 = 3:1 �A.Theresulting cusp dropsto

energiesjustbelow theatom -diatom threshold,asshown

in Fig.1,so m ay play a signi�cantrolein thedynam ics.

O urpotentialtakesbetteraccountofthisseam than that

ofref.17.

The m ethods we use to carry outquantum dynam ics

calculationson system softhistypehavebeen described
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2

in ourpreviouswork on Na + Na2 [18,19]and elsewhere

in the context oftherm alreactive scattering [20],so a

briefsum m arywillsu�cehere.Thepotentialenergysur-

face isbarrierless,so thatitisessentialto take reactive

(atom exchange) collisions into account. The positions

ofthe nucleiare described in hypersphericaldem ocratic

coordinates. The con�guration space isdivided into in-

nerand outerregions,and theboundary between them is

placed ata distancesuch thatcouplingsdueto theresid-

ualatom -diatom interaction can beneglected outsidethe

boundary.In the innerregion (hyperradius� � 45 a0 in

thepresentcase),weobtain thewavefunction fornuclear

m otion by propagating a set ofcoupled equations in a

diabatic-by-sectorbasisthatisobtained by diagonalizing

a �xed-� reference Ham iltonian in a basissetofpseudo-

hypersphericalharm onics. In the outer region,we use

the Arthurs-Dalgarno form alism [21],which isbased on

Jacobicoordinates,and com pute by inwardsintegration

regular and irregular solutions of a radialSchr�odinger

equation which includes the isotropic (R � 6)partofthe

interaction. M atching between wavefunctionsin the in-

nerand outerregionsyieldsthe scattering S-m atrix.

Thedi�erencebetween the 6Liand 7Licasesisim ple-

m ented by selecting the pseudohypersphericalharm onic

basisfunctionsincluded in thebasisset.Forboth bosons

and ferm ions, we consider spin-stretched states of all

three atom s involved (states with jM F j= F = Fm ax).

For such states the nuclear spin wavefunction is sym -

m etric with respectto any exchangeofnuclei.However,

the electronicwavefunction forthe quartetstate isanti-

sym m etric with respectto exchange ofnuclei. Thus,to

satisfy the PauliPrinciple,the wavefunction fornuclear

m otion m ustbeantisym m etricwith respectto exchange

ofbosonic nuclei(forferm ionic alkalim etalatom s)and

sym m etric with respect to exchange offerm ionic nuclei

(forbosonicalkalim etalatom s).

Asym ptotically,thehypersphericalfunctionscorrelate

with atom -diatom functions; the diatom functions for

Hund’scase(b),which isappropriateforLi2 (
3�+

u
),are

labelled with a vibrationalquantum num berv and a m e-

chanicalrotationalquantum num ber n;n couples with

thediatom icelectron spin s= 1togivearesultantj,but

for Li2 the splittings between states ofthe sam e n but

di�erentj arevery sm alland are neglected here.In the
3�+

u
state,only even n isallowed for 7Li2 and only odd

n for 6Li2. In the outerregion,we include rovibrational

states with v = 0;1;:::;7 with alleven rotationallevels

up to nm ax = 32;30;28;24;22;18;14;10 forbosonic 7Li2
and rovibrationalstateswith v = 0;1;:::;7 with allodd

rotationallevels up to nm ax = 31;27;25;23;19;17;13;7

for ferm ionic 6Li2. In the inner region,the num ber of

coupled equations for bosonic atom s varies from 97 for

totalangular m om entum J = 0 to 827 for J = 10 and

forferm ionic atom sitvariesfrom 85 forJ = 0+ to 782

forJ = 11� .

W e have calculated the low-energy elastic and total

quenching crosssections�(E )for7Li2 colliding with
7Li

and for 6Li2 colliding with
6Li,forbosonsand ferm ions

in allallowed initialstates(v;n)with v � 3 and n � 11.

The cross sections for v = 1 (with n = 0 for 7Li2 and

n = 1for6Li2)areshown asafunction ofcollision energy

E in Figs.2 and 3,togetherwith the contributionsfrom

individualpartialwaves J. The partialwave sum s are

converged up to 500 m K forJm ax = 10.Forv = 1,both

theelasticand inelasticcrosssectionsareslightly sm aller

for6Lithan for7Liatenergiesbelow 1m K .However,the

di�erence is only about a factor of2,and it is notdue

to thedi�erencebetween boson and ferm ion sym m etries:

forothervaluesofv and n the ratio isoften reversed.

At very low energies (up to about 1 m K ),the cross

sections are dom inated by collisions with orbitalangu-

larm om entum l= 0,forwhich there are no centrifugal

barriers. A consequence ofthe sym m etry constraintsis

thattotalangularm om entum J = 0 hasan l= 0 chan-

nelfor 7Li+ 7Li2 but not for 6Li+ 6Li2;in the latter

case the lowestpartialwavecontaining l= 0 isJ = 1� ,

wherethe superscriptindicatesodd parity.Forthisrea-

son,low-energy calculationson 6Liaresigni�cantly m ore

expensivethan thoseon 7Li.

Fornearly allinitialv and n,and forboth bosonsand

ferm ions,the ratio ofinelasticto elasticcrosssectionsis

greaterthan 30 atE = 1 �K and rem ainsgreaterthan 1

throughoutthe W ignerregim e(i.e.,up to about1 m K ).

The only exceptionsto thisareforrotationalquenching

ofthe (v;n)= (0;2)stateforbosons(ratio 4.3 at1 �K )

and the (0,3) state for ferm ions (ratio 7.5), for which

thereisonly oneinelasticchannelwith l= 0.

Scattering calculationsforLi+ Li2 are converged up

to about10� 4 K using justa single partialwave (J = 0

for 7Liand J = 1� for 6Li). At higher energies,other

partialwaves start to contribute signi�cantly. For 7Li

the contributionsdecrease m onotonically with J atlow

energiesbecauseofcentrifugalbarrierscorresponding to

l= J forn = 0.For6Li,thesituation isslightlydi�erent:

each partialwaveism adeup ofa \parity favored" block

(with parity (� 1)J)and a \parity unfavored" block;the

form erincludesan n = 1 channelwith l= J � 1,while

forthe latterthe lowestlisl= J.

Atcollision energiesbelow the centrifugalbarrier,the

partialcrosssectionsfollow W ignerlaws,�l
inel

� E l� 1=2.

Since kinel(E )= vcoll�inel(E ),wherevcoll= (2E =�)1=2 is

the collision velocity and � is the atom -diatom reduced

m ass,the inelastic rate coe�cient is independent ofE

atlim itingly low energies. Forinitialv = 1,the results

in Figs.2 and 3 give calculated lim iting values kinel =

5:6� 10� 10 cm 3 s� 1 forbosonsand 2:8� 10� 10 cm 3 s� 1

forferm ions.

Atenergiesabovethebarrierheight,theinelasticprob-

abilitiessaturate atvaluesclose to 1 and the energy de-

pendence in each partialwave is then governed by the

prefactor E � 1 that m ultiplies the S-m atrix term in the

expression forthecrosssection.Atenergieshigh enough
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FIG .2:Elasticcrosssections(upperpanel)and inelasticcross

sections (lower panel) for
7
Li+

7
Li2(vi = 1,ni = 0),with

contributionsfrom individualpartialwaves.Theverticallines

indicate centrifugalbarrierheightsforl� 1.

thatseveralpartialwaves(typically > 3)contributesig-

ni�cantly to theoverallcrosssections,theenergy depen-

dence is described approxim ately by classicalLangevin

capturetheory [22],

kinel(E )= 3�(2E =�)1=2
�
C6

4E

� 1=3

; (1)

whereC6 = 3086 E ha
6

0
isthe isotropicatom -diatom dis-

persion coe�cient.TheLangevinresultiscom pared with

thefullquantum resultsforthequenchingratesforv = 1

and 2 in Fig.4;it m ay be seen that the Langevin and

fullquantum results agree sem i-quantitatively at colli-

sion energies above about 10 m K for both bosons and

ferm ions.

The atom {atom partofthe potentialused in ourcal-
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FIG .3:Elasticcrosssections(upperpanel)and inelasticcross

sections (lower panel) for
6
Li+

6
Li2(vi = 1,ni = 1),with

contributionsfrom individualpartialwaves.Theverticallines

indicate centrifugalbarrierheightsforl� 1.

culationsgivestripletscatteringlengthsthatareapprox-

im ately correctforboth 7Li(� 26:35 a0)and
6Li(� 1531

a0).However,atthem agnetic�eld used in them olecule

production experim ents[1],the spin statesinvolved had

a � + 3500 a0,and itisim portantto establish whether

ferm ionicsuppression ofquenching ratesoccursforsuch

large positive atom -atom scattering lengths. W e have

thereforerepeated thecalculationsforenergiesE = 1�K

and 1 nK with theshort-rangepartofthe2-body poten-

tialadjusted toreproducea � 3500a0.(Slightlydi�erent

adjustm entswere needed forbosonsand ferm ions).Un-

der these circum stances the calculated quenching rates

forinitialv = 1 atlim itingly low energy are7:7� 10� 11

cm 3 s� 1 for 7Liand 2:9� 10� 10 cm 3 s� 1 for 6Li. This

con�rm s that there is no ferm ionic suppression for the
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FIG . 4: Total inelastic rate coe�cients for collisions of Li

with Li2 (v = 1 and 2,with n = 0 for bosons and n = 1 for

ferm ions).

low-lying statesthatweconsider.

The Langevin result,Eq.1,m ay be used to predict

inelastic rates for other atom -diatom alkalisystem s in

spin-polarized states. O utside the W igner regim e,the

inelasticratecoe�cientsfordi�erentsystem swillbepro-

portionalto C
1=3

6
=�1=2. The resulting inelastic rate co-

e�cients for 23Na,40K ,87Rb and 133Cs are lowerthan

thatforlithium byfactorsof1.81,1.75,2.43,and 2.65,re-

spectively,usingC6 coe�cientsequaltotwicetheatom ic

dispersion coe�cientsfrom Ref.23.The lowerbound of

applicability of the m odelm ay be estim ated from the

centrifugalbarrierheightsforl= 3,which are6.86 m K ,

1.89 m K ,0.537 m K ,and 0.235 m K ,forNa,K ,Rb,Cs,

respectively.

In conclusion,we have carried out fullquantum dy-

nam icscalculationsofvibrationalrelaxation (quenching)

of7Li2 by
7Liand of6Li2 by

6Li,taking fullaccountof

theboson and ferm ion sym m etries.W e�nd thatforlow

initialvibrationalstatesofthe m olecules(v � 3),there

is no system atic suppression ofthe quenching rates for

m olecules form ed from ferm ionic atom s,even when the

atom -atom scattering length islarge and positive. This

contrastswith the situation form oleculesform ed in the

highestvibrationally excited state [1,2,3].

Collisions of m olecules involving m ixed isotopes of-

ferfascinating new possibilitiesand in som e casesallow

identi�ablechem icalreactionseven between ground-state

m olecules. Forexam ple,the reaction 7Li+ 6Li2(v = 0)

! 6Li+ 6Li7Li(v = 0)isexotherm icby 2.643K because

ofthedi�erencein zero-pointenergy ofthetwo diatom ic

m olecules.Calculationson collisionssuch asthiswillbe

described in future work.
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