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A pseudo-potentialanalog for zero-range photoassociation and Feshbach resonance
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Departm ent ofPhysics and Astronom y, O hio University, Athens, O H 45701
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A zero-range approach to atom -m olecule coupling is developed in analogy to the Ferm i-Huang

pseudo-potentialtreatm ent ofatom -atom interactions. It is shown by explicit com parison to an

exactly-solvable �nite-range m odelthat replacing the m olecular bound-state wavefunction with a

regularized delta-function can reproducetheexactscatteringam plitudein thelong-wavelength lim it.

Using thisapproach we �nd an analyticalsolution to the two-channelFeshbach resonance problem

fortwo atom sin a sphericalharm onic trap.

PACS num bers:03.75-N t,03.75.Ss,34.10.+ x

Coupling between atom s and m olecules in quantum -

degenerate gases is an ever-present aspect ofultracold

atom ic physics. Feshbach resonances (FR) [1]are now

routinely used for controlover atom ic interactions [2]

and the form ation of m olecular Bose-Einstein conden-

sates[3,4,5,6].Laser-induced photoassociation (PA)is

also widely em ployed [7,8],havingtheadvantageofcon-

trolover the coupling strength [9]. W hile a zero-range

approach to atom -atom collisions has long been a cor-

nerstone ofBEC theory,an analog to the Ferm i-Huang

pseudo-potentialapproach [10]hasyetto be form ulated

to treat m ultichannelfree-bound coupling in ultra-cold

atom icgases.

In the long-wavelength lim it, the energy-dependence

ofthe scattering phase-shift for atom ic collisions takes

a universalform ,with allinform ation aboutthe details

ofthe interaction potentialcontained in a single param -

eter,the scattering length. As a result,the fullinter-

action potentialcan be replaced by a regularized delta-

function pseudo-potential,which yieldsthe correctscat-

tering am plitude up to a third-order correction in the

ratioofthee�ectiverangeto theincidentwavelength.In

thisLetterweform ulatean analogousapproach to atom -

m olecule coupling, by replacing the bound-state wave-

function with the zero-range object which correctly re-

producesthelong-wavelength scattering am plitude.The

resulting m odelcontainsno divergencesand doesnotre-

quiream om entum cut-o�.Itislikelythatthism odelwill

play an im portantrole in understanding the role played

by atom -atom correlationsin FR and PA physics,partic-

ularly in the strong-coupling regim e,where such e�ects

play a dom inantrole.

The �rst zero-range m odel for BEC atom -m olecule

coupling,proposed by Heinzen and coworkers,replaced

thebound-statewavefunction with a delta-function [11].

This approach was shown by Holland and coworkersto

contain a UV divergence when pair correlations were

taken into account [12], thus lim iting its applicability.

Holland and coworkers dem onstrated that this diver-

gence could be rem oved via a m om entum cut-o� and

re-norm alized detuning. As we willsee,this approach

failsin the presenceofa background scattering length.

W e begin ouranalysisby considering a pairofatom s

described by a relative wavefunction �j(r;t),where j =

1;2correspondstoan internalspin state.Theeigenstates

ofthissystem obey the Schr�odingerequation,

E �j(r)= �
�h
2

2�
r
2
�j(r)+

X

k

Vjk(r;t)�k(r); (1)

where E is the energy eigenvalue, � is the reduced

m ass and Vjk(r) is the inter-atom potential. For our

m odelsystem we assum e that the �rst channelsees a

at potential, V11(r) = 0. The second channel sees

a spherical-well potential of depth V0 and radius w,

V22(r) = U0 � V0U (w � r),where U0 is the continuum

threshold energy and U (x)isthe unit-step function. In

the absence ofcoupling term s,i.e. for V12(r) = 0,the

spectrum ofthe second channelconsistsofa continuum

ofstatesabove the threshold energy,U0,and a discrete

setofbound stateswith energiesbetween U0 and U0� V0.

Thebound-statesareallofthe form

 b(r)=

(

N b
e
� r=a

b

r
:r> w

N b
e
� w =a

b

sin(kbw )

sin(kbr)

r
:r< w

(2)

where ab and kb satisfy the equations �h
2

2�

�
k2
b
+ 1=a2

b

�
=

V0 and cot(kbw)= � 1=(kbab),and N b isdeterm ined by

norm alization.The bound state energiesare E b = U0 �

�h
2
=(2�a2b).

W e proceed by �rst expanding the second channel

wavefunction,�2(r),onto itsbare eigenstatesunderthe

sim plifying assum ptions that only a single bound state

isnear-resonantly coupled to the�rstchannelso thatall

other states m ay be neglected. W e assum e the interac-

tion potentialhasthe form V12(r;t)�
�h
2
G

�
e�i!t.Taking

E = �h
2
k2=(2�)then leadsto an eigenvalue problem for

a continuum coupled to a singlebound state,

1

2

�
k
2
+ r

2
�
�1(r) = G  b(r)c (3)

1

2

�
k
2
� 2�

�
c = G

�

Z

d
3
r 

�
b(r)�1(r); (4)

where c is the probability am plitude for the atom pair

to be in the bound state,and � =
�

�h2
(U0 � !)� 1

2a2
b

isthe detuning away from the atom -m olecule resonance
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at k = 0. The coupling constantG willdepend on the

detailsofthe atom -m oleculecoupling schem e.

O urgoalisnow tosolvethiseigenvalueproblem ,under

the boundary conditions

lim
r! 1

�1(r) =
e�ikr

r
+ f

eikr

r
(5)

lim
r! 0

r�1(r) = 0; (6)

in orderto determ inethescattering am plitudef = f(k).

The solution can be obtained via the ansatz

�1(r)=

(
e
� ikr

r
+ fe

ikr

r
+

2G a
2

b

1+ (abk)
2 c b(r) :r> w

�
sin(kr)

r
+ 2G

k2�K 2

b

c b(r) :r< w
:

(7)

Thisansatzexplicitly satis�es(3),aswellasthe bound-

ary conditions (5-6). Equation (4), together with the

continuity equations�1(w
+ )= �1(w

� )and r �1(w
+ )=

r �1(w
� ) can then be used to determ ine the three un-

knowns f,c,and �. These equations are linear in the

threeunknowns,and can bethussolved in a straightfor-

ward m anner.

The long-wavelength lim it requires that 1=k be large

com pared to the size of the bound-state. As the size

ofthe bound-state is w + ab, this is equivalent to the

lim its kw � 1 and kab � 1. For our m odelpotential

thecondition K b > 1=w isalwayssatis�ed,so thatk=K b

is a sm allparam eteras well. Expanding the scattering

am plitude f(k)in term softhese sm allparam etersthen

yields

f(k)= �
k2 � 2� � ik

j�j
2

�

k2 � 2� + ik
j�j2

�

+ O ["
3
]; (8)

where " 2 fkw;kab;k=K bg,and we have introduced the

light-shifted detuning

� = �� 8�jG j
2
N

2

b e
�2w =a

�
e2w =a

N 2
b
K 2

b

�

�

1+
1

K 2
b
a2
b

�
a3
b

2

+

�

1+
1

K 2
b
a2
b

�2

a
2
b(ab + w)

#

; (9)

and the e�ective coupling constant

� = 4�G N be
�w =a

ab(ab + w)

�

1+
1

K 2
b
a2
b

�

: (10)

The im portant point here is that allof the details of

thepotentialcan beabsorbed into e�ectivedetuning and

coupling constants.

W e now consider a zero-range m odel in which the

bound-state wavefunction  b(r) in (3) is replaced by a

regularized delta-function,G  b(r)! ��3(r)@

@r
r. In ad-

dition, the detuning � is replaced by the light-shifted

detuning � and the coupling constant G is replaced by

thee�ectivecoupling constant�.TheSchr�odingerequa-

tion forthism odelisgiven by

1

2

�
k
2
+ r

2
�
�1(r) = ��

3
(r)c (11)

1

2

�
k
2
� 2�

�
c = �

�

Z

d
3
r�

2
(r)

@

@r
r�1(r):(12)

Thisproblem can be solved by m aking useoftheansazt

�1(r)=
e
� ikr

r
+ fe

ikr

r
and the identity r 2 1

r
= � 4��3(r).

Thescattering am plitude isreadily found to be

f(k)= �
k2 � 2� � ik

j�j
2

�

k2 � 2� + ik
j�j2

�

; (13)

which agrees with the result (8) up to a correction

of third-order in the sm all param eters kw, kab, and

k=K b.Thusthezero-rangem odel(11-12)willreproduce

correctly the long-wavelength atom -m olecule quantum -

dynam icsofourm odelpotential.

Second quantization ofthism odelyieldsthe Ham ilto-

nian

Ĥ = �
�h
2

4m

Z

d
3
r

�

 ̂
y
(r)r

2
 ̂(r)+

1

2
	̂
y
(r)r

2
	̂(r)

�

+
�h
2
�

p
2m

Z

d
3
R d

3
r	̂

y
(R )�

3
(r)

@

@r
r ̂(R +

r

2
) ̂(R �

r

2
)

+ H :c: (14)

where  ̂(r) is the annihilation operator for an atom of

m assm = 2�,and 	̂(r)isthe annihilation operatorfor

a m olecule ofm ass 2m . The system ofequations (11-

12)can bederived from thisHam iltonian via the2-atom

quantum state

j	i =
1
p
2

Z

d
3
Rd

3
r�(R )�(r) ̂

y
(R +

r

2
) ̂

y
(R �

r

2
)j0i

+ c

Z

d
3
R�(R )	̂

y
(R )j0i; (15)

where �(R )isan arbitrary center-of-m asswavefunction

and j0iisthevacuum state.TheHam iltonian (14)should

form thebasisofany �eld-theoreticaldescription ofzero-

rangeatom -m oleculecoupling.

As an exam ple, we now solve the problem of two

bosonic atom s in a sphericalharm onic oscillator (with

frequency !trap) with both s-wave collisions and cou-

pling to a bound state in a second channel. W ith

E = �h!trap(�n + 3=2),� ! �h!trap�,and using harm onic

oscillatorunits,the tim e-independentSchr�odingerequa-

tion can be written as

�
�n +

1

2
r 2 � 1

2
r2 + 3

2

�
�n(r)= 2�

�
a

�

�
�3(r)@

@r
r�n(r)

+ �3=4
�3(r)cn (16)

[�n � �]cn = �3=4

R
d3r�3(r)@

@r
r�n(r); (17)

where n is an integer labelfor each quantum level(the

lowest energy levelcorresponding to n = 0), a is the
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backgroundscatteringlength,� istheharm onicoscillator

length ofthe trap,and 
 = � 2��3=4 �. The norm alized

eigenfunctionsarefound to be [13]

�n(r)= �



2�3=4

�[�
�n
2
]

�(�n;
a

�
)
cne

�r
2
=2
U (�

�n

2
;
3

2
;r

2
); (18)

cn =

"

1+

2
p
�

2

�[�
�n
2
]

�[�
�n + 1

2
]

[ (�
�n
2
)�  (�

�n + 1

2
)]

�2(�n;
a

�
)

#�1=2

;

(19)

where �(�;x) = 1 � 2x�[��
2
]=�[� �+ 1

2
], U (a;b;z) is

the conuent hypergeom etric function and  (z) is the

polygam m a function [14]. The eigenvaluesf�ng are de-

term ined by the characteristicequation

� = �n �

2
p
��[�

�n
2
]

�[�
�n + 1

2
]�(�n;

a

�
)
; (20)

where there isan apparently non-trivialrelation jcnj
2 =

d�n=d�.Itisstraightforward to show thatthe spectrum

ofeigenvalues willagree exactly with those ofa single-

channelsystem with theenergy-dependente�ectivescat-

tering length

aeff(�)= a+
�

2

p
�
2

(� � �)
; (21)

which is the fam iliar Feshbach Resonance result. The

only di�erence between the true atom -m olecule eigen-

statesand theequivalentsingle-channelstateswith scat-

tering length aeff,is the presence ofthe bare-m olecule

population,jcnj
2. From a series expansion of(18) the

1=r partof�n(r)is found to be � 


2�1=4�(�n ;
a

�
)

cn
r
. O nly

fora = 0 is thisterm independentof�n,so thatitcan

be rem oved via a renorm alized detuning [12].

O n resonance we have �n = � and jaeffj! 1 . A

carefulanalysis shows that this requires �n = 2n � 1

and cn 6= 0. Thus the eigenvalues are driven to odd-

integeror’ferm ionized’values,forwhich theregularpart

of�n(r)vanishesatr= 0.Inserting thisresultinto Eq.

(19) gives an analytic expression for the on-resonance

m olecularfraction,

jcnj
2
=

1

1+ �n

2
; (22)

where�n =
(2n)!!

(2n�1)!!
�=2.Forthelow lying levelswehave

�0 = �=2,�1 = � and �2 = 4�=3.

The energy-dependence in the e�ective scattering

length iscriticaltounderstandingthecross-overbetween

the weak-coupling and strong coupling regim es.The re-

quirem entfora signi�cantdeviation from the bare-trap

spectrum is aeff=� � 1. O btaining this condition via

Feshbach resonance requires � = ~�n �
p
�
2=2. Ifthis

width issm allerthan thelevelspacing,only asinglelevel

can benear-resonantfora given detuning.In thisweak-

couplingregim e,
2 � 1,thespectrum consistsofaseries

-15 -10 -5 0 5 10
∆

-10

-5

0

5

10

Νn

FIG .1: Theeigenvaluespectrum asa function ofthedetun-

ing forthecasea = :3� and 
 = :2,illustrating a sequenceof

avoided crossings in the weak-coupling regim e. The dashed

linescorrespond to the uncoupled eigenvalues
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FIG .2: Theeigenvaluespectrum asa function ofthedetun-

ing for the case a = 0 and 
 = 10,illustrating the ’ferm ion-

ization’ofthe low lying levels in strong-coupling regim e (in

the vicinity of� = 0). The dashed lines correspond to the

odd-integervalues�n = 2n � 1.

ofavoided crossingsbetween thebarem olecularleveland

theuncoupled eigenstatesofthe’open’channel.Ateach

avoided crossing there willbe strong m ixing between a

single trap leveland the m olecularstate. Sweeping the

detuning can select which trap levelis resonantly cou-

pled to the m olecularstate.Thisisillustrated in Figure

1,where we have plotted the eigenvalue spectrum as a

function ofthedetuning forthecasea = :3� and 
 = :2.

The dotted lines show the uncoupled (
 = 0)eigenval-

ues. The shifts in the asym ptotic values ofthe energy

levelsfrom the baretrap spectrum (�n = 2n)aredue to

the presence ofs-wave collisions. The asym ptotic state

at� � :7 isthebound stateofthe’open’channel,which

isan eigenstateofthetrap pluspseudo-potentialsystem .

In the strong coupling regim e, de�ned as 
 2 � 1,

the width ofthe resonanceism uch largerthan the trap

level-spacing,hence m any levels can be resonantsim ul-

taneously. Thus the low-lying levels alllie very close
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FIG .3: E�ective scattering length, aeff,(solid line) and

m olecular fraction,jcnj
2
,(dashed line)asthe detuning,�,is

swept across resonance. Figures 3a and 3b show the cases

n = 1 and n = 2,respectively,forthecase 
 = :2 and a = :3.

Figures3cand 3d show n = 0 and n = 1 for
 = 1 and a = 0,

while �gures 3e and 3fshow n = 0 and n = 1 for the case


 = 10and a = 0.Theverticaldotted linesm ark thelocation

oftheresonance,whilethehorizontaldotted linescorrespond

to the analyticalresultforjcnj
2
given by Eq.(22).

to their on-resonance values of �n = 2n � 1. This is

illustrated in Figure2,which showsthe eigenvaluespec-

trum asa function ofdetuning forthe case 
 = 10 and

a = 0. In this regim e Eq. (22) is a good estim ate for

the m olecularfraction,showing that the m olecularam -

plitude decreases dram atically with increasing coupling

strength. To understand this e�ect, we sim ply m ake

the reasonable assum ption that in the strong-coupling

lim itallquasi-resonantlevelsare m ixed with equalam -

plitudes.For
2 � 1,thenum berofnearresonantlevels

is N levels � 
2. Ifwe equate the probability for any

given bare-state to the totalprobability divided by the

approxim ate num ber oflevels we arrive atjcj2 � 1=
2,

which agreeswellwith Eq.(22).

In Figure3 weplotaeff and jcnj
2 versusdetuning for

severalcasesofinterest.In Figs3a and 3b we show the

weak-coupling case 
 = :2 and a = :3 for levels n = 1

and n = 2 respectively. The n = 1 case showsa sweep

(right to left) from the lowest ‘unbound’state into the

bound statein the‘open’channel.Then = 2 caseshows

a transferfrom one ‘unbound’state to another. As the

levelissweptthrough resonance we see a broad feature

in the m olecular fraction jcnj
2, whose m axim um value

is slightly larger than the on-resonance value (22) and

occursto the rightofthe resonance. Figures3c and 3d

show the interm ediate case 
 = 1 and a = 0 for levels

n = 0 and n = 1. W e see in the n = 1 case that the

m olecular fraction is signi�cantly reduced com pared to

theweak-couplingregim e.Lastly,in Figures3eand 3fwe

seethestrong-coupling case
 = 10 and a = 0,forlevels

n = 0 and n = 1. W e see that in the strong coupling

regim e,the scattering length can be tuned from � 1 to

+ 1 ,with a negligiblebare-m olecularcom ponent.

In conclusion, we see that the e�ects of pair-

correlationsplay am ajorrolein atom -m oleculecoupling,

resulting in the appearance ofa 1=r singularity in the

relative wavefunction togetherwith a corresponding de-

crease in the bare-m olecule population. This suggests

thatform oleculeform ation itisbesttohaveaweak cou-

pling,whileform anipulation ofatom icinteractions,e.g.

for BCS pairing offerm ions [15,16],a strong coupling

willrem ovethecorresponding bare-m oleculepopulation.

In FR the free-spacecoupling strength ispredeterm ined

by atom ic properties,hence 
 can only be increased by

decreasing the trap size. In PA,however,the coupling

strength isreadilyincreased byincreasingthelaserinten-

sity. This suggests that laser-induced photoassociation

m ay have a signi�cant advantage over Feshbach Reso-

nancefortuning atom -atom interactions.
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