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Form ation ofm olecules from a C s B ose-Einstein condensate

V. A. Yurovsky and A. Ben-Reuven
Schoolof Chem istry, TelAviv University, 69978 TelAviv, Israel

(D ated:January 3,2022)

Conversion ofan expanding Bose-Einstein condensate ofCs atom s to a m olecular one with an

e�ciency ofm ore than 30% was observed recently in experim ents by M .M ark et al.,Europhys.

Lett. 69,706 (2005). The theory presented here describes the experim entalresults. Values of

resonancestrength of8 m G and ratecoe�cientsforatom -m olecule deactivation of1� 10
� 11

cm
3
=s

and m olecule-m oleculeoneof1:5� 10� 9 cm 3
=sareestim ated by a �tofthetheoreticalresultsto the

experim entaldata. Near the resonance,where the highest conversion e�ciency was observed,the

resultsdem onstratestrong sensitivity to them agnetic�eld rippleand inhom ogeneity.A conversion

e�ciency ofabout60% ispredicted by non-m ean-�eld calculationsforthedensitiesand sweep rates

lowerthan the onesused in the experim ents.

PACS num bers:03.75.M n,03.75.N t,82.20.X r

Introduction

A m olecularBose-Einstein condensate(BEC)hasbeen

recently form ed in experim ents on atom ic BEC [1, 2,

3,4,5,6]and on quantum -degenerate Ferm igases [7].

The m olecules have been form ed by sweeping the Zee-

m an shiftthrough a Feshbach resonance(seeRef.[8])in

a backward direction,sothatthem olecularstatecrossed

the atom ic onesdownwards. Thisled to the transferof

population from the lowest atom ic state in the case of

a BEC,or from an energy band in the case ofa Ferm i

gas,to them olecularstate,ashad been proposed in Ref.

[9]. Assum ing allthe atom ic population is initially in

the BEC state, the backward sweep would have been

ideally suitable for form ing m olecules, were it not for

two loss m echanism s. The resonant m olecule is gener-

ally populated in an excited rovibrationaland electronic

state,and therefore can be deactivated by exoergic in-

elastic collisions with atom s and other m olecules (see

Refs.[8,10,11,12]). (A stabilization ofm olecules by

m eans of coherent control[13]has been considered in

Ref.[14].) In addition,during thebackward sweep,som e

higher-lying non-condensate atom ic statescan be popu-

lated tem porarily due to m olecular dissociation. These

two e�ects restrictthe e�ciency ofconversion from the

atom icBEC to the m olecularone.

Form ation ofm olecular BEC from degenerate Ferm i

gases,realized in experim ents [7],is m ore e�cient due

to Pauliblocking ofinelastic collisions[15]. Som e pecu-

liaritiesofthisprocesshave been discussed in Ref.[16].

In the caseofBoseatom sthe deactivation lossescan be

m inim ized by a reduction ofthe condensatedensity (see

Ref.[17]). Such a reduction can be realized in experi-

m entsby using an expanding BEC,released from a trap

by turning it o� (see Refs.[1,2,3,4]). A conversion

e�ciency ofm ore than 30% ,com parable to the one ob-

tained forFerm igases,hasbeen achieved by thisway in

Csexperim ents[2].

Thepresentwork providesa theoreticaldescription of

m olecularform ation in an expanding BEC with applica-

tionsto theCsexperim ents[2],including an explanation

of the high conversion e�ciency. Som e of the results

obtained below can be satisfactory derived by a m ean-

�eld theory. However,in general,a description ofcer-

tain processes,such as the spontaneous dissociation of

the m olecularBEC into non-condensateentangled atom

pairsdiscussed in Sec.Ibelow requirestheuseofa non-

m ean-�eld theory.Severaltheoreticalm ethodsareavail-

able for this purpose. O ne such m ethod is based on a

num ericalsolution ofstochastic di�erentialequationsin

thepositive-P representation,asused in thepresentcon-

text in Ref.[18]. Another m ethod is the Hartree-Fock-

Bogoliubov form alism (see Refs.[19, 20]), which deals

with coupled equations for the atom ic and the m olecu-

larm ean �elds,aswellasthenorm aland theanom alous

densities describing the second-ordercorrelationsofthe

non-condensateatom ic�elds.Thesecorrelationsarealso

taken into accountin the m icroscopic quantum dynam -

ics approach used in Ref.[21]. Som e ofthese m ethods,

however,havenoroom forincorporatingthedeactivating

collisions. The param etric approxim ation used in Refs.

[17,22,23,24]incorporatesboth the non-m ean-�eld ef-

fectsand the dam ping due to deactivating collisions.

The present work is organized in the following way.

Section I describes the various processes in a hy-

brid atom -m olecule condensate and theoreticalm ethods

needed for their analysis. The necessary param eters of

the CsBEC are estim ated in Sec.IIby a �tofcalcula-

tion resultsto the experim entaldata. The form ation of

m oleculesin theswitching schem e,oneofthetwo sweep-

ing m ethodsused in the experim ent[2]and discussed in

Sec.IIbelow,isanalyzed in Sec.III.O ptim alconditions

forthe m olecularform ation aredeterm ined in Sec.IV.

I. T H EO R ET IC A L M ET H O D S

Thee�ectofFeshbach resonanceappearsin a BEC of

Csatom swhen thecollision energy ofa pairofatom sin

an open channelisclose to the energy ofa bound state

Cs2 (m )in aclosed channel(seeRef.[8]).Thetem porary

form ation and dissociation of the resonant (Feshbach)

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0505180v1
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m olecularstate Cs2 (m )can be described asa reversible

reaction

Cs+ Cs � Cs2 (m ): (1)

TheCs2 (m )isan excited rovibrationalstatewith orbital

angularm om entum l= 4,belonging to an excited state

ofthe �ne and hyper�ne structures. This state can be

deactivated by an exoergiccollision with a third atom of

the condensate[8,10,11,12],

Cs2(m )+ Cs! Cs2(d)+ Cs, (2)

bringing them oleculedown to a lowerstateCs2 (d),and

releasing kinetic energy to the relativem otion ofthe re-

action products. Although the collision occurs with a

vanishingly sm allkinetic energy,rates ofsuch inelastic

processes rem ain �nite at near-zero energies [6,25]. A

variantofthisprocess,involving deactivation by a colli-

sion with anotherm olecule(ratherthan an atom ),ofthe

type

Cs2(m )+ Cs2(m )! Cs2 (d)+ Cs2 (u); (3)

would requirea signi�cantm oleculardensity to bee�ec-

tive. The two m olecular states Cs2 (d) and Cs2 (u) can

be distinct.

A com pleteanalysisoftheprocessesin a hybrid atom -

m oleculeBEC m usttakeintoaccountboth therelaxation

processesdue to deactivating collisions(2)and (3),and

the quantum uctuationsdue to dissociation ofthe res-

onantm olecules to non-condensate atom s (1). A start-

ing pointofsuch an analysiscan be the quantum equa-

tion ofm otion forthe atom ic �eld annihilation operator

	̂ a (p;t)in them om entum representation.An adiabatic

elim ination ofthe\dum p"statesCs2 (d)and Cs2 (u)(see

Refs.[17,24]) reduces this equation to the Heisenberg-

Langevin stochasticequation

i~
_̂
	 a (p;t)=

�
p2

2m
+ �a (t)� i

ka

2
j’m (t)j2

�

	̂ a (p;t)

+ 2g�’m (t)	̂ y
a (� p;t)+ îF (p;t):(4)

Here m is the atom ic m ass,�a (t) = � 1

2
� (B (t)� B0)

is the tim e-dependent Zeem an shift ofthe atom in an

externalm agnetic �eld B (t) relative to halfthe energy

ofthe m olecularstate (which is�xed asthe zero-energy

point),� isthedi�erencebetween them agneticm om enta

ofan atom ic pair and a m olecule,and B 0 is the reso-

nancevalueofB .Theatom -m oleculehyper�necoupling

g isrelated to the phenom enologicalresonance strength

� through jgj2 = 2�~2jaaj��=m (see Ref.[12]),where

aa isthe background elastic scattering length foratom -

atom collisions. The deactivation (2)by atom -m olecule

collisionsisrepresented in Eq.(4)by theim aginaryterm ,

proportionaltothedeactivation rateka,aswellasby the

quantum noise source F̂ (p;t),related by a uctuation-

dissipation theorem . The quantum noise is required in

order to m aintain the correct com m utation relations of

the atom ic�eld operators.

In the param etric approxim ation [17,24],the quan-

tum uctuationsofthem olecular�eld areneglected,and

the m oleculesaredescribed by a m ean �eld ’m (t).The

atom ic�eld operatorisexpressed in thism ethod as

	̂ a (p;t)= C (t)

h

Â (p;t) c(p;t)+ Â
y(� p;t) s (p;t)

i

;

(5)

where the dam ping factor C (t) takes into account the

im aginary term in Eq.(4),

C (t)= exp

0

@ �

tZ

t0

dt1
ka

2
j’m (t1)j

2

1

A ; (6)

and thec-num berfunctions c;s(p;t)satisfytheordinary

di�erentialequations(with p asa param eter)

i~ _ c;s(p;t)=

�
p2

2m
+ �a (t)

�

 c;s(p;t)+ 2g
�
’m (t) �

s;c(p;t):

(7)

Theinitialconditions c(p;t0)= 1, s (p;t0)= 0 arein-

troduced att= t0,assum ingtheatom ic�eld isthen aco-

herentstateofzerokineticenergy.TheoperatorsÂ (p;t)

can be expressed in term softhefunctions c;s(p;t)and

thequantum noise F̂ (p;t).Asa resultofensuing analy-

sis(see Refs.[17,24]),the atom ic density com prisesthe

sum

na (t)= n0 (t)+ ns(t) (8)

ofthe densitiesofcondensateatom s

n0 (t)= j’0 (t)j
2
; (9)

and ofnon-condensate(entangled)atom s

ns (t)= (2�~)
�3

Z

d
3
pns(p;t): (10)

Here

’0 (t)= C (t)[ c(0;t)’0 (t0)+  s(0;t)’
�
0 (t0)] (11)

is the atom ic condensate m ean �eld. The m om entum

spectrum ofthe non-condensateatom s

ns(p;t)= j s(p;t)j
2 [1+ �s(p;t)]+ j c(p;t)j

2
�s (p;t)

� 2Re[ �s (p;t) c(p;t)�c(p;t)];(12)

as wellas their anom alous density [encountered in Eq.

(15)below]

m s (p;t)=  s (p;t) c(p;t)[1+ 2�s(p;t)]

�  
2
c (p;t)�c(p;t)�  

2
s (p;t)�

�
c (p;t); (13)

areexpressed in term softhe auxiliary functions

�s(p;t)= kaC
2 (t)

tZ

t0

dt0

C 2 (t0)
j’m (t0) s (p;t

0)j2

(14)

�c(p;t)= kaC
2 (t)

tZ

t0

dt0

C 2 (t0)
j’m (t0)j2 s(p;t

0) �
c (p;t

0);
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which describethe contribution ofquantum noise.

The equation ofm otion for the m olecular m ean �eld

hasthe form (see Refs.[17,24])

i~ _’m (t)= g’
2
0 (t)� i

�
ka

2
na (t)+ km j’m (t)j2

�

’m (t)

+
1

2�2~3

1Z

0

dp
�
p
2
gm s(p;t)+ 2~m jgj2’m (t)

�
;(15)

wherekm istheratecoe�cientofthem olecule-m olecule

deactivating collisions (3). The second term under the

integralover p appears as a result ofa renorm alization

procedure(seeRefs.[19,24]),necessary in orderto regu-

larizetheintegral.A num ericalsolution ofEqs.(7)on a

grid ofvaluesofp,com bined with Eq.(15),isconsistently

su�cientforelucidating the dynam icsofthe system .

The param etric approxim ation considered above is

particularly suitablefortheanalysisofhom ogeneoussys-

tem s. Itcan be applied also to inhom ogeneoussystem s

using a localdensity approxim ation,butitsapplication

to a strongly inhom ogeneousexpanding BEC m eetsseri-

ousdi�culties.Fortunately,underproperconditionsthis

case can be treated su�ciently wellby a m ean �eld ap-

proach (see Ref.[23]),neglecting the atom ic �eld quan-

tum uctuations. The applicability ofthis sim pler ap-

proach can be veri�ed by a com parison of results of

the param etric and m ean-�eld calculations for the cor-

responding hom ogeneoussystem .

The expansion ofa pure atom ic BEC has been con-

sidered in Ref.[26]by the introduction ofscaled norm al

coordinates

�j = rj=bj(t);1 � j� 3; (16)

wherethe scalesbj obey the equations

�bj(t)= !
2
j=[b1 (t)b2 (t)b3 (t)bj(t)]; (17)

in which the !j are the angular frequencies ofthe har-

m onic trap containing the condensate before expansion.

The initial conditions bj(texp) = 1, _bj(texp) = 0 are

stated at the start ofthe expansion texp. Solutions of

Eq.(17)(see Ref.[26])dem onstrate thatthe expansion

is ballistic after an acceleration period of� m in
�
!
�1

j

�
.

Asshownin Ref.[23],them oleculesinheritthevelocityof

theatom sthey areform ed from .Theatom icand m olec-

ularm ean �eldscan be represented in term sofrescaled

�elds� 0 (�;t)and �m (�;t),respectively,as

’0 (r;t)= A (t)�0 (�;t)e
iS

(18)

’m (r;t)= A (t)�m (�;t)e2iS;

where the scaling factor A (t) = (b1 (t)b2 (t)b3 (t))
�1=2

describesthedensityreduction,andthephasefactorwith

S (t)=
m

~

3X

j= 1

r
2
j

_bj(t)

2bj(t)
�
�0

~

tZ

texp

dt
0
A
2 (t0) (19)

contains m ostofthe contribution ofthe kinetic energy.

Here �0 = 4�~2aan0=m is a chem icalpotentialof the

atom ic BEC and n0 isitspeak density while the trap is

on. Asa result(see Ref.[23]),the rescaled m ean �elds

obey the setofordinary di�erentialequations

i~_�0 (�;t)=

�

�a (t)�
i

2
A
2 (t)kaj�m (�;t)j2

�

�0 (�;t)

+ 2A (t)g���
0 (�;t)�m (�;t)

(20)

i~_�m (�;t)= � iA
2 (t)

�
1

2
kaj�0 (�;t)j

2

+ km j�m (�;t)j2
�

�m (�;t)+ A (t)g�2
0 (�;t):

The coordinate dependence arises from the use of

inhom ogeneous Thom as-Ferm i initial conditions for

�0 (�;texp),while �m (�;texp)= 0.

II. PA R A M ET ER EST IM A T ES

M oleculeshavebeen form ed in the experim ents[2]by

usingaveryweakFeshbach resonancein Cssituated near

20 G .The resonance strength and the rate coe�cients

ofatom -m oleculeand m olecule-m oleculedeactivation are

unknownandareestim ated herebya�tofthecalculation

resultsto the experim entaldata.

The m agnetic �eld has been varied in these experi-

m entsin two m anners.In the ram ping schem e the m ag-

netic�eld hasbeen sweptthrough resonancewith a�xed

ram p speed. In the switching schem e the m agnetic �eld

hasbeen tuned to a valueB test in thevicinity oftheres-

onanceand then held fora �xed tim ethold,starting from

thevalueB start = B 0� 0:5G forBtest ? B 0,respectively,

sothattheresonanceshould notbecrossed.Dueto�nite

responsetim e them agnetic�eld variation isrepresented

by an exponentialfunction,

B (t)= B test+ (B start� Btest)exp[(t� texp)=1:54 m s]:

(21)

The switching schem e has been applied both to the

trapped and the expanding BEC.In the last case,the

m agnetic �eld variation hasbeen started from B start si-

m ultaneously with the expansion att= texp.

Consider�rsttheswitchingschem efora trapped BEC,

resulting in a condensatelosswith a negligiblem olecular

form ation.Thisexperim entissim ilarto the slow-sweep

Na experim ents [27]and the 87Rb experim ents [28],in

which the �eld wasstopped shortofresonance,too. In

those casesthe condensate lossisdeterm ined by sim ple

analyticalexpressions involving the product ofthe res-

onance strength � and the atom -m olecule deactivation

ratecoe�cientk a (see Refs.[10,12,29]).In the present

case,these analyticalexpressionsare inapplicable owing

to the non-linearm agnetic �eld variation.However,nu-

m ericalcalculations stilldem onstrate a dependence on
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FIG .1: Switching-schem e atom loss fraction calculated for

the trapped BEC with � = 8 m G ,k m = 1:5 � 10� 9 cm 3
=s,

ka = 1� 10� 11 cm 3
=s(solid line)and ka = 2� 10� 11 cm 3

=s

(dot-dashed line). The resultsforkm = 1� 10
� 10

cm
3
=sare

calculated with � = 8 m G ,k a = 1 � 10
� 11

cm
3
=s (dashed

line) and � = 2 m G ,k a = 4 � 10
� 11

cm
3
=s (pluses). The

open and solid circlesrepresenttheexperim entaldata ofRef.

[2]m easured below and above the resonance,respectively.

the product ka� provided m oderate m olecule-m olecule

deactivation rates are assum ed. (This is dem onstrated

by thedashed lineand plusesin Fig.1).Thecom parison

with the experim entaldata leadsto an estim ated value

ofka� � 8� 10�11 m G cm 3=s. M uch higher values of

km do notlead to such a good �t.Although theconden-

satelossbecom esdependenton a variation ofka and �,

keeping the product ka� �xed,this variation does not

im provethe �t.

Considernow theram pingschem e.Ithasbeen applied

in experim ents[2]totheexpandingBEC,m easuringboth

the num bers ofrem ained atom s and form ed m olecules.

In the fast-decay approxim ation (see Refs.[10,12]),the

atom ic condensate loss due to the resonance crossing is

determ ined by the resonance strength � only and isin-

dependent ofthe deactivation rates. Although the an-

alyticalexpressions ofRefs.[10,12]are inapplicable to

the case ofan expanding BEC,the resultsofnum erical

calculations dem onstrate a low sensitivity of the BEC

loss to the deactivation rates. A com parison with the

experim entaldata leadsto the estim ated valueof� � 8

m G (see the uppergraphsin Fig.2).Togetherwith the

above estim ate for ka� this leads to k a � 1 � 10�11

cm 3=s.Theexperim entaldata pointspresented in Fig.2

wereobtained with a m agnetic �eld ram p thathasbeen

started at texp,using a m agnetic �eld value such that

the resonance is crossed in 10 m s and the populations

arem easured 20 m saftertexp [30].

The rem aining unknown param eter, the m olecule-

m olecule deactivation rate coe�cient k m , can be esti-

m ated by a com parison ofthe calculation results with

0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30
inverse ramp speed (s/G)

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

fr
ac

tio
n

}

}

l

c

FIG .2:Ram ping-schem eatom lossfraction (l)and conversion

e�ciency (c) calculated for the expanding BEC with k m =

1:5 � 10� 9 cm 3
=s,ka� = 8 � 10 � 11 m G cm 3

=s,and � = 8

m G (solid lines),� = 7 m G (dashed lines),or � = 9 m G

(dot-dashed lines). The results for � = 8 m G and k a =

1 � 10
� 11

cm
3
=s are represented by pluses (km = 2 � 10

� 9

cm
3
=s) and crosses (km = 1 � 10

� 9
cm

3
=s). The open and

solid circlesrepresenttheexperim entaldataofRef.[2]forloss

and conversion,respectively.

theexperim entaldataforthenum berofatom sconverted

to m olecules(see lowergraphsin Fig.2). This leadsto

the estim ated value of km � 1:5 � 10�9 cm 3=s. The

graphsin Fig.2 arepractically insensitiveto ka because

ofits m uch lower value. A look back at Fig.1 for the

switching schem eshowsthat,atm ost,ka isbounded by

ka < 2� 10�11 cm 3=s,when thefar-o�-resonanceresults

areregarded.In thisrange,theresultsarenotm uch sen-

sitiveto thevalueofkm .However,nearerresonance,the

highervalue ofkm would lead to an overestim ateofthe

loss,independently ofka and �.

Let us com pare these values with what is known re-

garding other atom s. The estim ated value ofthe rate

coe�cient of atom -m olecule deactivation k a � 10�11

cm 3=sisseveraltim eslowerthan the corresponding val-

ues of 5:5 � 10�11 cm 3=s for Na m easured in Ref.[6]

and 7 � 10�11 cm 3=s for 87Rb estim ated in Ref. [29].

A m olecule-m olecule deactivation rate coe�cient k m �

1:5� 10�9 cm 3=sexceedsthecorresponding valueforNa

2:5� 10�11 cm 3=sm easured in Ref.[6]by two ordersof

m agnitude.Thesedi�erencesm ay berelated tothelarge

orbitalangularm om entum (l= 4)oftheresonantm olec-

ularstate in the presentCscase,while forNa and 87Rb

l= 0.Butthere m ay be anotherreason.

Allthe estim ates m ade here concerning the data for

m olecularconversionarebased on thesuggestionthatthe

resonantbeam ,blastingouttheatom sin theexperim ents

[2],does not a�ect the m olecules. (This procedure was

used toseparatetheatom sfrom m olecules.) Ifsom epart

ofthe m olecular population is rem oved by the blasting

pulse,the experim entalresults can be explained using
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FIG .3: Tim e dependence ofthe atom ic (a) and m olecular

(m )condensatepopulations(scaled to theinitialatom icone)

calculated in a ram ping schem efora hom ogeneousBEC with

theinitialatom ic density 6:4� 10
11

cm
� 3
,ram p speed 3 G /s

(in the backward sweep),� = 8 m G ,k a = 1� 10
� 11

cm
3
=s,

and km = 1� 10� 9
cm

3
=swith theparam etric(solid lines)and

m ean-�eld (crosses)approxim ations.The dashed linesrepre-

sent the m ean �eld results for the expanding BEC with the

initialatom ic density 7:6 � 10
13

cm
� 3
. The non-condensate

atom population calculated with the param etric approxim a-

tion isplotted by the dot-dashed line.

lowervaluesofkm .

All the calculations above were perform ed with the

m ean �eld approxim ation. Figure 3 com paresresultsof

theparam etricand m ean-�eld calculationsfortheinitial

atom ic density of6:4� 1011 cm �3 ,corresponding to the

m ean density at the resonance crossing for the slowest

ram p speed of3 G /s used in the experim ents [2]. This

�gure dem onstratesthatthe tem porary non-condensate

atom population persistsonly about1 m sand afterthis

shorttim etheresultsofparam etricand m ean-�eld calcu-

lationsforthe hom ogeneouscasecoincide within a good

accuracy.The expansion reducesthe deactivation losses

com pared to the onesforthe hom ogeneouscase.

III. M O LEC U LA R FO R M A T IO N IN T H E

SW IT C H IN G SC H EM E

The highest conversion e�ciency, reaching beyond

30% ,has been observed in the experim ents [2]for the

switching schem e in an expanding BEC.The character-

istictim eofatom -m oleculerelaxation tam isdeterm ined

by the coupling term sin Eq.(20)as

t
�1
am � jAg�0j=

�
2�jaaj��

m
n0

� 1=2

; (22)

where n0 (t) = j’0 (t)j
2 is non-rescaled atom ic conden-

sate density. Even for n0 = 1012 cm �3 ,corresponding

to the resonance approach tim e in the experim ents [2],

tam � 1 m s is less than the characteristic tim e ofthe

m agnetic �eld variation (1.54 m s). Therefore the evolu-

tion ofthe atom -m olecule condensate is adiabatic. Ne-

glecting thedeactivation,itcan bedescribed by a quasi-

stationary solution ofthecoupled G ross-Pitaevskiiequa-

tions(see Ref.[8])

n0 =
n

36

�

�
p
�2 + 24� �

2 + 24

�

(23)

nm =
n

144

�

2�2 � 2�
p
�2 + 24+ 24

�

;

corresponding to the pure atom ic BEC (nm = 0)above

the resonance at� ! 1 . Here nm = j’m j
2 is the non-

rescaled m olecular density,n = n0 + 2nm is the total

density ofatom s,and

� =
2�a

jgj
p
n
=
B 0 � Btest

�B
; �B =

�
2�~2jaaj�

m �
n0

� 1=2

(24)

is a dim ensionless detuning (generally tim e-dependent).

The later fast sweep ofthe m agnetic �eld going under

the resonance,used in the switching schem e,conserves

theatom icand m oleculardensities(23)acquired atB =

B test.

Theconversion e�ciency reachesitsm axim um

2
nm

n
=
1

3
(25)

when them agnetic�eld levelso� at� = 0.In thecaseof

largedetuningsjB test� B0j� �B the m oleculardensity

decreases as nm � n�B2=(B test� B0)
2
. Therefore the

substantialm olecular population and condensate losses

induced by thedeactivatingcollisionscan takeplaceonly

while jB test� B0j< �B � 0:2 m G forn = 1012 cm �3 .

Thisconclusion iscon�rm ed by the resultsofthe nu-

m ericalcalculations (see Fig. 4). These results, how-

ever,predicta m axim alconversion e�ciency of36% for

B test = B 0 � 0:15 m G ,when the resonance is crossed.

Thesm ooth tim edependenceoftheatom icand m olecu-

larpopulations(seeFig.5)isin agreem entwith theadi-

abaticevolution m entioned above.O n decreasingfurther

B test the conversion e�ciency decreases,dem onstrating

Rabbioscillationsdue to non-adiabatic e�ects. The re-

sultsin Fig.4 correspond to a resonanceapproach from

above (B start = B 0 + 0:5 G ).In the m ean �eld approxi-

m ation used here,neglecting m oleculardissociation with

form ation ofnon-condensateatom s,thesam eresultsare

reached by approaching the resonancefrom below.

Although thetheorydescribesthepeak conversion e�-

ciency and condensatelossesobserved in theexperim ents

[2], the actualexperim entalwidth ofthe resonance in

conversionand in loss,of2m G ,isaboutan orderofm ag-

nitudem orethan thetheoreticalone.Thisdisagreem ent

can be related to m agnetic �eld variation m entioned in

Ref.[2].
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FIG .4: (a) Atom loss fraction (dashed line) and conversion

e�ciency (solid line)calculated asfunctionsoftheresonance

detuningfortheswitching schem ein theexpandingBEC with

km = 1:5 � 10
� 9

cm
3
=s,ka = 1� 10

� 11
cm

3
=s,and � = 8

m G .The open and solid circles represent the experim ental

data ofRef.[2]forloss and conversion,respectively.The re-

sultsofcalculationsforarippled m agnetic�eld with thephase

� = 1:25� areplotted by dot-dashed (conversion)and dashed

(loss) lines. (b)The loss (dashed line) and conversion (solid

line)for� = 1:85�.The resultsforinhom ogeneousm agnetic

�eld with gradient 1 G /cm are plotted by dot-dashed (con-

version) and dashed (loss) lines. In both parts the triangles

and circlesrepresenttheexperim entaldata ofRef.[2]forloss

and conversion,respectively.

10 15
thold (ms)
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FIG .5: Tim e dependence ofthe atom loss fraction (dashed

line) and conversion e�ciency (solid line) calculated for the

switching schem e in the expanding BEC with � = 8 m G ,

km = 1:5� 10� 9 cm 3
=s,ka = 1� 10� 11 cm 3

=s,and B test =

� 0:15 m G .The open and solid circles represent the experi-

m entaldata ofRef.[2]for loss and conversion,respectively.

The results ofcalculations for a rippled m agnetic �eld with

the phase � = 1:25� and B test = � 0:4 m G are plotted by

dot-dashed (conversion)and dashed (loss)lines.

5 10 15 20
t-texp (ms)

-2

-1

0

1

2

3

B
-B

te
st

 (
m

G
)

1.25 π

1.85 π

FIG .6: Tim e dependence ofthe rippled m agnetic �eld with

the phases � = 1:25�, � = 1:85� and without ripples for

B start = 0:5 G (solid lines) and B start = � 0:5 G (dashed

lines). An arbitrary value ofB 0 is shown here for reference

by the dotted line.

An am bientm agnetic�eld ripplewith afrequencyof50

Hzand an am plitudeof4m G leadstoaquiteperceptible

e�ect. Although the experim ent has been synchronized

with theripple,theresultsofcalculationsdem onstratea

strong dependenceon theripplephase.In thesecalcula-

tionsthe m agnetic�eld tim e dependence hasthe form

B (t)= B test+ (B start� Btest)exp[(t� texp)=1:54 m s]

+ 2 m G sin[2� � 50 Hz(t� texp)+ �]:(26)

The variation ofthe phase� leadsto a shiftofthe peak

and changesthe shape ofthe m agnetic �eld dependence

ofthe lossand m olecule form ation (seeFig.4).

Theripplem ay lead to theform ation ofm oleculesdue

to the resonance crossing in a backward direction (see

Fig.6).Thecrossingcan benon-adiabatic,leading to an

oscillating tim e dependenceofthe atom icand m olecular

populations(seeFigs.5and7).Theoscillationsaresensi-

tivetotheripplephase� aswell.Forsom evaluesof�,e.

g.� = 1:85,theresonancecan becrossed a second tim e,

butin theforward direction,even though the�rstcross-

ing occurred by approaching from above (B start > B 0),

given the arbitrary value ofB 0 shown in Fig.6. In this

case,aratherlonghold-on-tim ebetween thecrossingand

m easurem entleadstosharp Rabbioscillations.Theseos-

cillations,however,can be averaged by a m agnetic �eld

inhom ogeneity with a rathersm allgradientof1 m G /cm

(see Figs.4 and 7). E�ects ofboth oscillations and in-

hom ogeneity can broaden the resonanceto about1 m G ,

which isstilllessthan theexperim entally observed value

of2 m G .The additionalbroadening can be related to

theuncontrolled m agnetic�eld variationsofabout1 m G

m entioned in Ref.[2],the behaviorofwhich isunclear.

The m agnetic-�eld tim e dependence (26) can lead to

di�erentresultsin approachingtheresonancefrom below,
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FIG .7: Tim e dependence ofthe atom loss fraction (dashed

line) and conversion e�ciency (solid line) calculated for a

rippled m agnetic �eld with the phase � = 1:85�,and with

B test = 1:7m G ,km = 1:5� 10� 9
cm

3
=s,ka = 1� 10� 11

cm
3
=s,

and � = 8 m G .The results for an inhom ogeneous m agnetic

�eld with gradient 1 G /cm are plotted by dot-dashed (con-

version)and dashed (loss)lines.

with B start < B 0,duetoan additionalresonancecrossing

occurring earlier. Thisforward crossing can lead to ad-

ditionalcondensate lossesdue to m oleculardissociation

into pairs of non-condensate atom s. This dissociation

can,however,bereversible,asthenon-condensateatom s

can associateto m oleculesduringthefollowingbackward

crossing. A correctanalysisofthese e�ectsrequiresthe

application ofnon-m ean-�eld calculationsto theexpand-

ingBEC,in ordertoobtain reliableconversion estim ates.

IV . O P T IM A L C O N D IT IO N S

Havingam odelconsistentwith theexperim entaldata,

we can proceed to determ ine optim alconditionsforthe

m olecular form ation. In the switching schem e, when

them agnetic�eld adiabaticallyapproachestheresonance

and furthersuddenly crossesit,theconversion e�ciency

isrestricted by thevalueof1

3
(seeEq.(25).An adiabatic

crossing,asin the ram ping schem e,allowsforhigherre-

sultssincetheadiabaticstate(23)correspondsto a total

conversion (nm = n=2)in the lim itof� ! 1 below the

resonance.Asin the casesofNa [17]and 87Rb [23,24],

the optim alram p speed is determ ined by a balance of

the atom ic association,decreasing atfastersweeps,and

deactivation losses,increasing at slower sweeps. Thus,

a sudden sweep would lead to no association,while an

in�nitely slow adiabatic sweep would lead to totalasso-

ciation,accom panied by a totaldeactivation lossduring

the in�nite tim e. The optim aldensity isdeterm ined by

a concurrence ofdeactivation losses,increasing at high

densities,anddissociationintonon-condensateatom s,in-

0.50
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on
 e
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cy
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/s
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100

101

102

t (
m
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FIG .8: (a) Conversion e�ciency (solid line) at the optim al

ram p speed (dashed line). (b)The lifetim e ofthe m olecular

condensate(solid line)and thetim eaftertheresonancecross-

ing when thepeak m oleculardensity isreached (dashed line),

using the appropriate optim alram p speed.
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FIG .9: Conversion e�ciency (solid line) and the lifetim e of

the m olecular condensate (dashed line) as a function ofthe

ram p speed forthe initialatom ic density 5� 1010 cm � 3.

creasing atlow densities. An analysistaking accountof

the latter loss processrequiresa non-m ean-�eld theory,

such astheparam etricapproxim ation.Itwasm entioned

in Sec.Iabovethatthisapproxim ation hasitslim itations

in dealing with expanding gases. However,the e�ectof

increasing density due to expansion islessim portantat

the ratherlow optim aldensity,stated below,com pared
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FIG .10: Tim e dependence ofthe atom ic (dashed line) and

m olecular (solid line) condensate populations (scaled to the

initialatom ic one) calculated for a hom ogeneous BEC with

the initialatom ic density 5� 10
10

cm
� 3

and ram p speed 35

m G /s (in the backward sweep). The non-condensate atom

population isplotted by the dot-dashed line. The resonance

iscrossed att= 0.

to the conditionspertaining to Fig.3.Forthese reasons

theoptim alconditionsaredeterm ined by usingthepara-

m etricapproxim ation fora hom ogeneousnon-expanding

BEC.

Theresultspresented in Fig.8 show an optim alinitial

atom icdensity of5� 1010 cm �3 .Thisvaluecorresponds

tothem ean density ofaThom as-Ferm idistribution with

apeak density of1:25� 1011 cm �3 .Undertheconditions

ofthe experim ents[2],thisdensity can be reached after

35m sofexpansion.Theoptim alram p speed of35m G /s

ism uch slowerthan theoneused in theexperim ents.The

high conversion e�ciency does not change m uch when

the ram p speed isvaried by abouta orderofm agnitude

(seeFig.9).Figure10 showsthatthe m oleculardensity

reachesitsm axim um in about8 m safterthe resonance

crossing, or about 0.25 m G below the resonance, and

the ram p should be started about2 m G above it. This

�guredem onstratesalsoa substantialpopulation ofnon-

condensate atom s, justifying the necessity to use non-

m ean-�eld calculations.

C onclusions

ThelossofCsatom icBEC and form ation ofa m olecu-

larBEC observed in theexperim ents[2]can bedescribed

by a m ean-�eld theory ofan expanding atom -m olecule

BEC.A �tofthecalculation resultsto theexperim ental

data leadsto estim ated valuesofthe resonancestrength

and rate coe�cients for atom -m olecule and m olecule-

m olecule deactivating collisions. Atsm alldetuningsthe

resultsaresensitiveto m agnetic�eld rippleand inhom o-

geneity. A determ ination ofoptim alconditions for the

m olecularform ation requiresa non-m ean-�eld param et-

ric approxim ation,taking into account the dissociation

ofm olecules into non-condensate atom ic pairs. A con-

version e�ciency of60% ispredicted forlowerdensities

and slowersweepsthan theonesused in theexperim ents.
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