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A zero-range approach to atom -m olecule coupling is developed in analogy to the Fem iH uang

pseudo-potential treatm ent of atom -atom interactions.

It is shown by explicit com parison to an

exactly-solvable niterange m odel that replacing the m olecular bound-state wavefunction wih a
regularized delta-function can reproduce the exact scattering am plitude in the long-w avelength lim it.
U sing this approach we nd an analytical solution to the two-channel Feshbach resonance problem

for two atom s in a spherical ham onic trap.

PACS numbers: 03.75-Nt,03.75S5s,34.10 4+ x

Coupling between atom s and m olecules in quantum —
degenerate gases is an everpresent aspect of ultracold
atom ic physics. Feshbach resonances FR) E.'] are now
routinely used for control over atom ic Interactions i_ﬁ]
and the form ation of m olecular B oseE Instein conden-—
sates B -4 :5 :é Laser-induced photoassociation PA)
also w idely em ployed {1,181, I having the advantage of con—
trol over the coupling strength 59] W hile a zerorange
approach to atom -atom ocollisions has long been a cor-
nerstone of BEC theory, an analog to the Ferm iHuang
pseudo-potential approach [_i(j] has yet to be form ulated
to treat m ultichannel free-bound coupling in ulra-cold
atom ic gases.

In the long-wavelength lm i, the energy-dependence
of the scattering phase<hift for atom ic collisions takes
a universal form , w ith all lnfom ation about the details
of the interaction potential contained in a single param —
eter, the scattering length. As a result, the full inter-
action potential can be replaced by a regularized delta-
function pseudo-potential, which yields the correct scat-
tering am plitude up to a third-order correction in the
ratio ofthe e ective range to the iIncident wavelength. In
this Letter we form ulate an analogous approach to atom —
m olecule coupling, by replacing the bound-state wave-
function w ith the zero—range ob fct which correctly re—
produces the long-w avelength scattering am plitude. T he
resulting m odel contains no divergences and does not re—
quiream om entum cuto . It islkely that thism odelw ill
play an im portant role in understanding the role played
by atom -atom correlations n FR and PA physics, partic—
ularly in the strong-coupling regin €, where such e ects
ply a dom inant role.

The 1rst zerorange model for BEC atom -m olcule
coupling, proposed by Heinzen and cow orkers, replaced
the bound-state wavefuinction w ith a delta-fiinction {_l-]_;]
This approach was shown by Holland and cow orkers to
contain a UV divergence when pair correlations were
taken into account [14], thus lin iting its applicability.
Holland and coworkers dem onstrated that this diver—
gence could be ramoved via a momentum cuto and
renom alized detuning. As we will see, this approach
fails in the presence of a background scattering length.

W e begin our analysis by considering a pair of atom s
described by a relative wavefunction 5 (r;t), where j=

1;2 correspondsto an Intermalspin state. T he eigenstates
ofthis system obey the Schrodinger equation,
2
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where E is the energy eigenvalue, is the reduced
mass and Vi (r) is the inter-atom potential. For our
m odel system we assum e that the st channel sees a

at potential, Vi1 (r) = 0. The second channel sees
a sphericalwell potential of depth Vo and radius w,
Voo () = Uy WU W r), where Uy is the continuum
threshold energy and U (x) is the unitstep function. In
the absence of coupling tem s, ie. for Vi, (xr) = 0, the
soectrum of the second channel consists of a continuum
of states above the threshold energy, Uy, and a discrete
set ofbound statesw ith energiesbetween Uy and Uy V.
T he bound-states are all of the form
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where a, and k, satisfy the equations }2‘—2 kZ+ 1=af =
Vo and cot kpw ) = 1=(0pap), and N, is determ ined by
nom alization. The bound state energies are E, = Uy

=@ a).

W e proceed by 1rst expanding the second channel
wavefiinction,  (r), onto is bare eigenstates under the
sin plifying assum ptions that only a single bound state
is nearresonantly coupled to the rst channelso that all
other states m ay be neglected. W e assum e the interac-
tion potentialhas the om Vi, (rjt) h%6 o ilt . Taking
E = h’k?=(2 ) then Jads to an eigenvalue problem for
a continuum coupled to a single bound state,
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where c is the probability am plitude for the atom pair

to be in the bound state, and = Uo ) ﬁ
b

is the detuning away from the atom -m olecule resonance
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at k = 0. The coupling constant G w ill depend on the
details of the atom -m olecule coupling schem e.

Ourgoalisnow to solve thiseigenvalie problem , under
the boundary conditions
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In order to determ ine the scattering am plitude £ = £ (k).
T he solution can be obtained via the ansatz
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T his ansatz explicitly satis es @:), aswell as the bound-
ary conditions @1'_6:) E quation @), together w ith the
continuity equations 1 w')= 1w )andr ;Ww")=

r 1MW ) can then be used to detem ine the three un-
knowns £, ¢, and . These equations are linear in the
three unknow ns, and can be thus solved in a straightfor-
ward m anner.

T he long-wavelength lim it requires that 1=k be large
com pared to the size of the bound-state. A s the size
of the bound-state is w + ap, this is equivalent to the
lim its kw 1 and kap 1. For our m odel potential
the condition K, > 1=w isalwayssatis ed, so that k=K y,
is a an all param eter as well. Expanding the scattering
am plitude f (k) in term s of these an all param eters then
yields
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where " 2 fkw ;kap;k=K ,g, and we have introduced the
light-shifted detuning
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and the e ective coupling constant
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The in portant point here is that all of the details of
the potentialcan be absorbed into e ective detuning and
coupling constants.

W e now oconsider a zero-range m odel in which the
bound-state wavefunction (r) In @) is replaced by a
reqularized delta-finction, G (r) ! ()& r. In ad-
dition, the detuning is replaced by the light-shifted
detuning and the coupling constant G is replaced by

the e ective coupling constant
tion for thism odel is given by

. The Schrodinger equa—
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Thisproblem can be solved by m aking use of the ansazt

1(@0) = e;kr+feir and the dentity r?2 = 4 7 (r).
T he scattering am plitude is readily found to be
£ k) K2 an 13)
k2 2 + 3’

which agrees wih the result (:_8) up to a correction
of third-order In the am all param eters kw, kap, and
k=K 1,. T hus the zerorange m odel {_I]_:—:_l-%') w ill reproduce
correctly the long-wavelength atom -m olecule quantum —
dynam ics of ourm odel potential.

Second quantization of thism odel yields the H am ilto-
nian
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where " (r) is the annhhilation operator for an atom of

massm = 2 ,and A(r) is the annihilation operator f_DJ‘C
a molecul ofmass 2m . The system of equations C_l]_.-—
:}é) can be derived from this H am iltonian via the 2-atom
quantum state
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where R ) is an arbirary centerofm asswavefunction
and Piisthevacuum state. TheH am ittonian C_l-Z_L') should
form thebasisofany eld-theoreticaldescription of zero—
range atom -m olecule coupling.

As an example, we now solve the problem of two
bosonic atom s in a spherical ham onic oscillator W ith
frequency !irap) with both swave collisions and cou-
pling to a bound state In a second channel. W ih
E=h!gsp(n+ 3=2), ! hligasp ,and using ham onic
oscillator units, the tin e-independent Schrodinger equa—
tion can be written as
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where n is an integer label for each quantum Ilevel (the
Iowest energy level corresponding to n = 0), a is the



background scattering length, istheham onicoscillator
kngth of the trap, and = * _3* . The nom alized
elgenfinctions are ound to be [13]

19
where (;x) = 1 2x [3F [ 2], U @jbjz) is
the con uent hypergeom etric function and (z) is the
polygam m a function @4] T he eigenvalues £ g are de—

term ned by the characteristic equation
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where there is an apparently non-trivial relation §, ¥ =

d ,=d . Lt is straightforward to show that the spectrum
of eigenvalues w ill agree exactly w ith those of a single-
channel system w ith the energy-dependent e ective scat—
tering length

@1)

which is the fam iliar Feshbach Resonance result. The
only di erence between the true atom -m olecule eigen—
states and the equivalent single-channel statesw ith scat—
tering length aere, is the presence of the barem olecule
population, 7, . From a series expansion of C_1§') the
l=r part of , (r) isbound tobe ——F—+<.0nk

2 =0 (a2
ra = 0 is this term Independent of ,, so that i can
be rem oved via a renom alized detuning [4].

On resonance we have , = and ®rej! 1 . A
carefill analysis show s that this requires , = 2n 1
and ¢, § 0. Thus the eigenvalues are driven to odd-
Integer or 'ferm jonized’ values, for which the reqularpart
of , (r) vanishes at r= 0. Inserting this result into Eq.
¢_1-€_i') gives an analytic expression for the on-resonance
m olecular fraction,

Wmf= —; @2)

(anl);!” =2. Forthe low lying levelswe have

0= =2, 1= and 2=4:3.

The energy-dependence In the e ective scattering
length is criticalto understanding the cross-overbetw een
the weak-coupling and strong coupling regin es. T he re—
quirem ent for a signi cant deviation from the bare-trap
spectrum  is aerr= 1. Obtaining tBJS condition via
Feshbach resonance requires = = T 2=, Ifthis
w idth is an aller than the level spacing, only a singk level
can be near-resonant for a given detuning. In this weak—
coupling regin e, 2 1, the spectrum consistsofa series

where , =
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FIG .1l: Theelgenvalue spectrum asa function of the detun—

ing orthecasea= 3 and = 2, illustrating a sequence of
avoided crossings in the weak-coupling regin e. T he dashed
lines correspond to the uncoupled eigenvalies
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FIG .2: Theeigenvalue spectrum as a function of the detun—
ing orthe casea = 0 and = 10, illustrating the 'ferm ion—
ization’ of the low lying levels in strong-coupling regin e (in
the vicinity of = 0). The dashed lines correspond to the
odd-integer values , = 2n 1.

ofavoided crossingsbetw een thebarem olecular leveland
the uncoupled eigenstates of the ‘open’ channel. At each
avoided crossing there w ill be strong m ixing between a
single trap level and the m olecular state. Sweeping the
detuning can select which trap level is resonantly cou—
pled to the m olecular state. T his is ilustrated in Figure
-:I:, where we have plotted the eigenvalue spectrum as a
function ofthe detuning forthecasea= 3 and = 2.
T he dotted lines show the uncoupled ( = 0) elgenval-
ues. The shifts in the asym ptotic values of the energy
J¥evels from the bare trap spectrum ( , = 2n) are due to
the presence of swave collisions. The asym ptotic state
at 77 is the bound state of the 'open’ channel, which
is an eigenstate ofthe trap plus pseudo-potential system .
In the strong coupling regine, de ned as 2 1,
the w idth of the resonance is much larger than the trap
levelspacing, hence m any levels can be resonant sin ul-
taneously. Thus the low-lying levels all lie very close
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FIG.3: E ective scattering length, acrs, (solid line) and

m olecular fraction, T jz, (dashed line) as the detuning, , is
swept across resonance. Figures 3a and 3b show the cases
n= 1andn = 2, respectively, forthecase = 2anda= 3.
Figures3cand 3d show n= 0Oandn= 1for = landa= 0,
while gures 3e and 3fshow n = 0 and n = 1 for the case

= 10 and a = 0. Theverticaldotted linesm ark the location
ofthe resonance, w hile the horizontaldotted lines correspond
to the analytical result for j2 given by Eq. 22).

to their on—resonance values of , = 2n 1. This is
illistrated in Figure ¥, which show s the eigenvalue spec—
trum as a function ofdetumng for the case = 10 and

a= 0. In thisregine Eq. C22 is a good estim ate for
the m olecular fraction, show ing that the m olecular am —
plitude decreases dram atically w ith increasing coupling
strength. To understand this e ect, we sinply m ake
the reasonable assum ption that In the strong-coupling
Iim i all quasiresonant levels are m ixed w ith equalam —

plitudes. For 1, the num ber of near resonant levels
is N 1evels If we equate the probabilty for any
given bare-state to the total probability divided by the
approxin ate num ber of levels we arrive at ©F 1= 2
which agreeswellw ith Eq. ('_2-21) .

In Figure 3 we pbot aces and 1, F versus detuning for
several cases of Interest. In Figs 3a and 3b we show the
weak-coupling case = 2 anda= 3 Prlevelsn =1
and n = 2 regpectively. Then = 1 case shows a sweep
(right to left) from the lowest unbound’ state into the
bound state in the bpen’ channel. Then = 2 case show s
a transfer from one Unbound’ state to another. A s the
Jevel is swept through resonance we see a broad feature
in the molecular fraction i, F, whose m axinum value
is slightly larger than the on-resonance valie CZZ) and
occurs to the right of the resonance. Figures 3c and 3d
show the mtem ediate case = 1 and a = 0 for kvels
n=0andn= 1. We see n then = 1 case that the
m olecular fraction is signi cantly reduced com pared to
the weak-coupling regim e. Lastly, in F igures 3eand 3fwe
see the strong-coupling case = 10 and a = 0, for levels
n= 0andn = 1. We see that In the strong coupling
regin e, the scattering length can be tuned from 1 to
+1 ,wih a negligbl barem olecular com ponent.

In conclusion, we see that the e ects of pair-
correlationsplay am a prrole in atom -m olecule coupling,
resulting in the appearance of a 1=r sihgularity in the
relative w avefiinction together w ith a corresponding de—
crease In the barem olecule population. This suggests
that form olecule form ation it isbest to have a weak cou—
pling, while form anipulation of atom ic interactions, eg.
for BCS pairing of frm jons [15, 116], a strong coupling
w i1l rem ove the corresponding bare-m olecule population.
In FR the free-space coupling strength is predeterm ined
by atom ic properties, hence can only be increased by
decreasing the trap size. In PA, however, the coupling
strength is readily increased by Increasing the laser inten—
sity. This suggests that laser-induced photoassociation
m ay have a signi cant advantage over Feshbach Reso—
nance for tuning atom -atom interactions.
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