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W e considerthe binding energy and the wave function ofFeshbach m olecules con�ned in a one-

dim ensionalm atter waveguide. W e com pare the binding energy with the experim ent ofM oritz et

al.[1]and �nd excellentagreem entforthe fullm agnetic �eld range explored experim entally.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

In a beautifulexperim ent M oritz et al. recently re-

ported the observation oftwo-particle bound states of
40K con�ned in a one-dim ensionalm atterwaveguide[1].

In theexperim entan arrayofequivalentone-dim ensional

quantum system isrealized by trapping a m ixtureoftwo

hyper�nestatesof 40K atom sin a two-dim ensionalopti-

callattice.Theatom saretrapped attheintensity m ax-

im a and the radialcon�nem entisonly a fraction ofthe

lattice period. At a given value of the m agnetic �eld

the binding energy E B ofthe bound statesisprobed by

radio-frequency spectroscopy.

Although M oritzetal.realized itslim itations,thede-

scription oftheexperim entm akesuseofa single-channel

m odelofradially con�ned atom sinteractingwith a pseu-

dopotential[2,3]. W ithin this m odelthe bound-state

energy E B isrelated to thes-wavescattering length a of

the atom sby

a

a?
= �

p
2

�(1=2;1=2� EB =2~!? )
; (1)

where a? =
p
~=m !? ,m is the atom ic m ass,and !?

isthe radialtrapping frequency. To vary the scattering

length, however,the experim ent m akes use ofa Fesh-

bach resonanceata m agnetic�eld ofB 0 = 202:1 G auss.

For such a Feshbach resonance a two-channelapproach

isphysically m orerealistic.

For the Feshbach problem the m olecular binding en-

ergy E B alwayssatis�esthe equation [4],

E B � �(B )= ~�(EB ): (2)

Here the detuning �(B )= ��(B � B0)variesasa func-

tion ofthe m agnetic �eld and dependson the di�erence

in m agnetic m om ents �� between the open and closed

channelsin the Feshbach problem . The resonance islo-

cated atthe m agnetic �eld strength B 0. Forthe hom o-

geneous Ferm igas the m olecular selfenergy is given by

[4]

~�(E )= �

�
g2m 3=2

4�~3

�
i
p
E

1� ijabgj
p
m E =~2

; (3)
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which leads to corrections to the single-channelresult

� ~
2=m a2. Here g = ~

p
4�abg�B ��=m is the atom -

m oleculecoupling,�B isthewidth oftheFeshbach reso-

nance,�� isthedi�erencein m agneticm om ents,and a bg

isthe background scattering length. In Fig. 1 we show

forthisthree-dim ensionalcasethem olecularbinding en-

ergy for both the single and two-channel approaches,

respectively. W hereas the single-channelresults devi-

ate signi�cantly from the experim entaldata,there isan

excellent agreem ent with the two-channeltheory. It is

therefore a priori notclearthatin the one-dim ensional

casethesingle-channeltheory asgiven by Eq.(1)issuf-

�ciently accurateforthefullrangeofm agnetic�eldsex-

plored by theexperim ent.In thefollowing wederivethe

selfenergy forthecon�ned caseand m akea com parisson

with the experim entaldata.

II. T H EO R Y

Two atom sin a waveguideneara Feshbach resonance

aredescribed by the following ham iltonian,

H = H a + H m + Vam : (4)

Here H a represents the atom ic contribution, H m de-

scribesthebarem olecules,and Vam istheatom -m olecule

FIG . 1: Binding energies for 1D and 3D m olecules as a

function of the m agnetic �eld. The solid lines correspond

to the single-channelresult. The dashed linesare calculated

within the two-channeltheory.
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coupling.Explicitely wehaveforthe atom s,

H a =
X

i= 1;2

�

K i+
m !2

?

2
(x

2
i + y

2
i)

�

+ Vaa�(r); (5)

with K i = � ~
2r 2

i=2m the kinetic energy ofatom i,Vaa

is the strength ofthe nonresonant atom -atom interac-

tion,and rtherelativecoordinateofthetwo atom s.The

atom s are coupled to a m olecular channelwith a cou-

pling Vam .Nearthe resonancewe havethatVaa � Vam ,

which allows us to neglect the nonresonant atom -atom

interaction in thatcase.Fortwo atom sin thewaveguide

thetwo-channelFeshbach problem in therelativecoordi-

nate,aftersplittingo� thecenter-of-m assm otion,isthen

given by,

�
H 0 Vam
Vam �B

� �
j ai

j m i

�

= E

�
j ai

j m i

�

: (6)

Heretheatom icHam iltonian isH 0 = � ~
2r 2

r
=m + r

2
?
=4,

where r 2
r
= @2

?
+ @2z and r? is the radialcom ponent

ofr. O nly the relative part is relevanthere,since only

this part contains the interaction between the atom s.

The bare detuning is denoted by �B . The eigenstates

j n;kzi ofH 0 that are relevant for an s-wave Feshbach

resonance are a productstate ofa two-dim ensionalhar-

m onicoscillatorwavefunction in theradialdirection and

a plane wave along the axialdirection. The associated

energies are given by E n;kz = (2n + 1)~!? + ~
2k2z=m .

The eigenstates ofthe two-dim ensionalharm onic oscil-

latorthatarerelevantfors-wavescattering can be writ-

ten as  n(r? ;�) =
�
2�a2

?

��1=2
e�r

2

?
=4a

2

? L
(0)
n (r2

?
=2a2

?
),

where L
(0)
n (x) is the generalized Laguerre polynom ial

and ~!? = ~
2=m a2

?
. From Eq. (6) we obtain the fol-

lowing equation determ ining the binding energy ofthe

m olecules:

h m jVam
1

E � H0
Vam j m i= E � �B : (7)

Using the above m entioned eigenstates ofH 0,Eq. (7)

can be written as

1X

n= 0

Z
dkz

2�

jh m jVam j n;kzij
2

E � En;kz
= E � �B : (8)

Using also the usualpseudopotentialapproxim ation for

the atom -m oleculecoupling,we have thathrjVam j m i=

g�(r). Substituting this and perform ing the kz integra-

tion weobtain

E � �B = lim
r? #0

� g2m
p
2(4�a? ~

2)

�

1X

n= 0

e�r
2

?
=4a

2

? L
(0)
n (r2

?
=2a2

?
)

p
n + 1=2� E =2~!?

: (9)

The inverse square root 1=
p
n + 1=2� E =2~!? in

the sum m and can be represented by the integral

(2=
p
�)
R
1

0
dte�(n+ 1=2�E =2~! ? ) t

2

.To evaluatethe sum

over n we substitute the above integralrepresentation.

The dependence on n ofthe sum m and appears now in

the exponentand in the degree ofthe Laguerre polyno-

m ial. As a resultthe sum can be directly evaluated by

m aking use ofthe generating functions ofthe Laguerre

polynom ials,

1X

n= 0

L
(0)
n (x)z

n
= (1� z)

�1
exp

�
xz

z� 1

�

: (10)

In our case we have z = e�t
2

. Using this result and

m aking the transform ation y = t2 wearriveat

E � �B = lim
r? #0

� g2m
p
2�(4�a? ~

2)

Z
1

0

exp

�
r2
?

2a2
?

e�y

e�y � 1

�

�
expf� (1=2� E =2~!? )yg

p
y (1� e�y )

dy (11)

Forsm allvaluesofy theintegrand in theaboveequation

behavesasy�3=2 e�r
2
=2y.Notethatwehave

1
p
�

Z
1

0

dy y
�3=2

e
r
2
=2y

=
p
2=r: (12)

W e add and subtractthisintegralfrom Eq. (11)and in

doing so we explicitely splito� the 1=r divergence from

the sum . The divergence in the selfenergy is energy in-

dependent and is related to the ultraviolet divergence

that com es about because we have used pseudopoten-

tials. To dealwith this divergence we have to use the

renorm alized detuning instead ofthebaredetuning.The

form er is de�ned as � = �B � limr#0 m g
2=4�~2r,where

� = ��(B � B0)isdeterm ined by theexperim entalvalue

ofthe m agnetic �eld B 0 atresonance and the m agnetic

m om ent di�erence �� = 16=9 Bohr m agneton for the
40K atom s ofinterest. Note that,as expected,the re-

quired subtraction isexactly equalto the one needed in

the absence ofthe opticallattice. In the latter case we

havetosubtractg2
R
dk m =~2k2(2�)3 [4,6],which can be

interpreted as� = �B � limr#0 g
2
R
dk eik�rm =~2k2(2�)3.

Using the renorm alized detuning we �nd thatthe bind-

ing energy ofthe dressed m oleculessatis�esthe desired

equation

E B � �(B )= ~�(EB ); (13)

wherethem olecularselfenergy fortheharm onically con-

�ned one-dim ensionalsystem isgiven by

~�(E )= �
m g2

p
2(4�a? ~

2)
�(1=2;1=2� E =2~!? ): (14)

III. R ESU LT S A N D D ISC U SSIO N

Using the selfenergy forthe con�ned gaswe can now

solve for the binding energy in Eq. (13). The result is
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also shown in Fig.1.W e�nd an im proved description of

theexperim ent,although thedi�erenceswith thesingle-

channelprediction aresm allnearresonanceand only be-

com elargeforlargerdetunings.Thispresentsonewayin

which to experim entally probe these di�erences. Alter-

natively,itis also possible to directly m easure the bare

m oleculefraction Z ofthedressed m olecules[7],which is

alwaysequalto zero in the single-channelm odel. To be

concretewehaveforthedressed m olecularwavefunction

j dressedi=
p
Zj closedi+

p
1� Zj openi; (15)

wherej closediisthewavefunction ofthebarem olecules

and j openidenotesthewavefunction oftheatom pairin

the open channelofthe Feshbach resonance. W ith this

application in m ind we have plotted in Fig. 2 also the

probability Z,which is determ ined from the selfenergy

by Z = 1=(1� @~�(EB )=@E B ).
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FIG .2: The bare m olecule fraction Z as a function ofthe

m agnetic �eld.
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