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C ollisional decay of ®Rb Feshbach m olecules at 1005.8 G
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W e present m easurem ents of the lossrate coe cients K .n and Knn caused by inelastic atom -
m okcule and m olecule-m olecule collisions. A therm alcloud ofatom ic ®’Rb isprepared in an optical
dipole trap. A magnetic eld is ram ped across the Feshbach resonance at 10074 G . T his associates
atom pairs to molecules. A m easurem ent of the m olecule loss at 10058 G yields Kam = 2
10 % cm3=s. A dditionally, the atom s can be rem oved w ith blast light. In this case, the m easured

molcul lossyieldsKnn = 3 10 10 o 3=s.

D iatom ic m olecules associated from ultracold atom ic
gases using Feshbach resonances are n a highly-excited
ro-vibrational state. An inelastic collision w ith another
atom orm olecule can lead to a vbrational de-excitation
of the m olecule. The di erence in binding energy is re—
lrased as kinetic energy In the relative m otion of the
m olecule and the collision partner. This energy is typi-
cally much larger than the trap depth, so that both par-
ticles escape from the trap. The rst experim ents on
association ofm olecules w ith Feshbach resonances [1{8]
show ed that the lifetin es ofm oleculesm ade from bosonic
atom sdi er largely from the lifetim es ofm oleculesm ade
from ferm ionic atom s. M easurem ents in bosonic system s,
23N a and 33C s, revealed Iossrate coe cients oftypically
5 10 ' an3=s O, 10]. In form jonic system s, °Liand
40K , the lossrate coe cients faraway from the Feshbach
resonance are sin ilar, but they can be suppressed by or—
ders of m agniude when holding the m agnetic eld close
to the Feshbach resonance [B, 11]. An explanation based
on the P auliexclision principle for ferm ionswas put for-
ward [12, 13]. Recent experin ents show ed that the short
lifstim es In the bosonic species can be circum vented In
an optical lattice [14, 15].

Here we present a m easurem ent of the loss—rate coef-
cients K o and K n for nelastic atom -m olecule and
m olecule-m olecule collisions, respectively. T he m olecules
are associated from atom ic 8’Rb using the Feshbach res-
onance at 10074 G [l6]with a width of B = 02 G
7, 18]. The loss measuram ents are performed at
10058 G . In onem easuram ent, atom s and m olecules are
In the trap sin ultaneously. T he loss in thism easurem ent
is dom fnated by inelastic atom -m olecule collisions and
revealsK 5, . In anotherm easurem ent, ram aining atom s
are rem oved from the trap usihg blast light [7, 14] af-
ter associating the m olecules. T he loss in this m easure—
ment is dom inated by inelastic m olecule-m olecule colli-
sions and reveals K, . Both measuram ents are per—
form ed in them alclouds. T he value ofK , , fora quan-—
tum degenerate cloud would be halfas large [19].

In our m easuram ents, the m olecules are associated
from atom s in their absolute ground state. Spontaneous
dissociation of Feshbach m olecules into unbound atom
pairs with lowerdying spin states as cdbserved in 8°Rb
is therefore in possble R0]. A previous m easurem ent In

87R b using photo-associated m olecules set an upper lin it
of Kam < 8 101 am3=s R1]. This lin i is not ap-
plicable In the present experin ent, because a di erent
ro-vbrational state is nvestigated and the experin ent is
perform ed at a very di erent m agnetic eld.

A recent theoreticalm odel for the state used here pre—
dictsKan = 3 10 '% an3=sat 10058 G PR2]. P revious
m odels 3, 24] are only applicabl ifthem agnetic eld is
lssthan B away from the Feshbach resonance, which
is not the case in the present experin ent.

T he experin ental setup [16] is designed for the prepa—
ration of a BEC of ®’Rb atoms In a magnetic trap.
For the present experin ent, the radio-frequency induced
evaporation is stopped near the critical tem perature Tc
of the phase transition to BEC . The atom s are then
transferred into a crossed-beam opticaldipole trap asde-
scribed In Ref. [18]. The dipolk trap is operated at som e~
w hat higher laser power than in Ref. [18]. Them easured
trap frequenciesare (!,;!y;!,) = 2 (95;154;200) H z.

A fter transfer into the dipolk trap, a magnetic eld
of B = 10076 G is tumed on rapidly and the soin
of the atom s is transferred [L7] to the hyper ne state
F = 1;mr = 1li. Next, B isram ped acrossthe Feshbach
resonance at a rate of 04 G /m s. This associates atom
pairstom oleculesasdescribed in Refs. [3, 25]. A ssoon as
m olecules are orm ing during the ram p, they can undergo
nelastic collisions. For molecules made from bosonic
atom s, the inelastic collision rates are enhanced near the
Feshbach resonance [7]. H ence, the m olecule num ber can
be m axin ized by Jum ping the m agnetic eld away from
the resonance as fast as possible, once the m okecules are
created R6]. To this end, B is jimped from 100735 G
t0 10058 G .W e nd experin entally that this com bina—
tion of ram p speed and start point for the m agnetic- eld
Jum p produces the m axin um m olecule num ber.

Imm ediately affer jum ping the eld to 10058 G, re
m alning atom s can be ram oved from the trap by applying
blast light for 0.3 m s as descrbbed iIn the appendix. This
is ©llow ed by a variable hold tin e in the trap. Thistin e
is scanned In the lossm easurem ents describbed below . At
the end ofthis hold tin e, the trap is sw itched o . Right
after release from the trap, the m olecules are separated
from rem aining atom s using the Stem-G erlach e ect by
applying a m agnetic- eld gradient of 120 G /an for1m s.
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Im m ediately after this, the m agnetic eld is jum ped to
1006.9 G and subsequently the m olecules are dissociated
Into unbound atom pairs by ram ping the m agnetic eld
back across the Feshbach resonance to 1007.7 G at a rate
0f0.8 G /m s. At the end of this ram p, them agnetic eld
is switched o rapidly. Finally, 7 m s after release from
the trap, an absorption in age is taken.

Them olecule num ber decaysasa finction ofhold tim e
between association of the m olcules and release from
the trap. The loss of molecules from the trap can be
described by the rate equation

—Np = Kmmni\ 7 1)

Knn
dt m +im

K am Nalp
where n, and n, are the particlk densities of atom s and
molcules and K5, and K, , are the lossrate coe —

cients caused by inelastic atom -m olecule and m olecule-
m olecule collisions, respectively. K , representsm olecule
Joss m echanisn s which do not rely on collisions w ith
other cold atom s orm olecules. Such loss could be caused
by background gas collisions, photo-dissociation by the
dipoletrap light, or spontaneous decay into lower ro—
vbrational levels. O ur experim ental results show that
K, isnegligble.

T he loss ofatom s during the hold tin e isalso found to
be negligble. T his is because the atom num ber is either
zero or m uch higher than the m olecule num ber, so that
Inelastic atom -m olecule collisions can only lead to loss of
a an all fraction of the atom s.

Volum e Integration ofEq. (1) yields
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where N, and N, are the total number of atom s and
m olecules, respectively, and where we abbreviated
Z
1 1

—_— = nin, d°x 3)
Vin NiNg o

foriequaltoa orm foratom sorm olecules, respectively.
Vin Is an e ective volum e and depends on the shape of
the cloud, but not on the particle num ber. Note that
y i= Ny =V, Is often referred to as the average den—
sity.

A ssum ing that N5, Vo , and Vp , are tinm e indepen—
dent, the rate equation (2) can be Integrated analytically
using standard m ethods, yielding

N

No O T e @

where = Kpnpn=Vpn and = K, + Ko Na=V,, and
Ny isthem olecule number at t= 0.

Fig.1l show s experim ental resuls for the m olecule loss
obtained afterblasting aw ay the atom s. In thism easure-
ment, = K, because N, = 0. An unconstrained t

ofEqg. (4) to the data yields a slightly negative value for
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FIG .1l: Lossofm olecules after blasting away the atom s. The
solid line showsa tofEq. (4) to thedata, yieldingKnn -
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FIG .2: Loss ofm olecules in the presence of the atom s. The
solid line shows a t ofEqg. (4) to the data, yielding K an -
C Jlearly, the loss here ism uch faster than in Fig. 1.

which is unphysical. W e therefore x = 0 and cb-
taihn = 8 1) 10 3=sfrom the t. The errorbar is
statistical.

Fig. 2 shows experim ental results without blasting
away the atom s. Obviously, the presence of the atom s
reduces the m olecule lifetim e substantially. An uncon-—
strained t ofEqg. (4) to the data yields a slightly nega—
tive value for which is unphysical. W e therefore x
to the value from Fig.1l and obtain = (09 O0O:d)=ms
from the t.Again, the errorbar is statistical.

In order to extract the lossrate coe cientsK ,, and
K am , the e ective volum esV,, , and V., mustbe deter-
m ined. This requires know ledge of the density distribou-
tionsofthe atom icand m olecularcloud. T his isa delicate
issue, because the an all cloud size m akes direct m easure—
m ents of the spatial distributions in the trap very hard.
T heoreticalm odeling is also hard. Even the distrdbutions
at the beginning of the lossm easurem ents are di cul to
m odel, because the tim e evolution during m olecule asso—



ciation is nontrivial. This is because, rst, atom ic pair
correlations are crucial for a realistic treatm ent ofthe as—
sociation process R7]. Second, the loss rate coe cients

Kunm and K., become relevant as soon as m olecules
start to form during the ram p. T hird, these coe cients

exhibit an unknown but probably strong m agnetic- eld
dependence near the Feshbach resonance.

D uring the loss m easurem ent, anham onicities in the
trap potential and elastic collisions between particles
tend to random ize the m otion leading tow ards a them al
distrbbution. Inelastic collisions, how ever, rem ove parti-
cles preferentially at the trap center, where the density
is highest. The elastic scattering cross sections for the
m olcules are unknown. Hence, i isnot clearwhich pro-
cess dom inates at what stage of the loss m easurem ent.
T he evolution ofthe density distributions during the loss
m easuram ents is therefore a com plex process w ith un-
know n param eters and unknown initial conditions.

In order to obtain an estim ate for the e ective vol-
um esVay, and Vy n ,weassum e that particlesofthe sam e
species (@tom s orm olecules) are n them alequilbbrium .
Our m odel does allow for a tem perature di erence be—
tween atom s and m olecules. W ith this approxim ation,
the spatialdensity distributionsn, and n, areG aussian
and Eqg. (3) yields the e ective volum e for species i

vYqg
Vin = @ )77 2ot 2. ()
k=1

w here the Index k refers to the three directions In space
and the onedin ensional (1D ) ro(i)t—m ean-square (mm s)
kg Ti=(m;!%,). The
m ass and tem perature of species i are labeled m ; and
T;, respectively. The polarizability and the m ass of a
m olcul are tw ice as large as for one atom , so that the
trap frequencies for atom s and m olecules are dentical,
ie. !a;k = !m;k-

T he tem perature of the atom s and m olecules is deter—
m ined from tim eof- ight m easurem ents. For the atom s,
the cloud size evolves as

q_—
ak © = L0+ 2. ©)

aj

radii of the G aussians are  j; =

xﬁherethettap is switched o at t = 0 and ;; =
kg Ti=m ; is the 1D m svelocity of species i, which is
Independent of the spatial direction if the species is In
them alequilbrium . For the m olecules, extra kinetic en—
ergy is added in the dissociation process [, 18], so that
q
nx®= 2,0+ Z 2+ 2 2. )

Agaln, t = 0 is chosen at the tin e of release from the
trap. y;qis e ects the extra kinetic energy released In
the dissociation. tyen is the rem aining tin e of ight be-
tween dissociation and detection. In order to detem ine

Tn / 2, ,wWe scan the tine t between release and de-
tection In such a way that tn, remains xed. A t of
Eqg. (7) isthen equivalent toa tofEq. (6) wih am od-
ied value or (0). Hence, the extracted tem perature is
Insensitive to the dissociation heating.

T he atom ic cloud before m olecule association typically
contains 3% 10° atom sat a tem perature of0:55 K very
closeto T¢ . Thecloud isalm ost purely them alw ith only
6 10° BEC atom s. The m olcule association is accom —
panied by noticeable heating and substantial loss. The
rem aining atom ic cloud contains N, = 1:9 10° atom s
atatemperatureof T, = 10 K .ThereisnoBEC in the
rem aining atom ic cloud. Them olecular cloud hasa tem -
perature of T, = 15 K resulting in a peak phase-space
density of 10 3 for the m olecules. T he center-ofm ass
m otion of an atom pair is unchanged in the association
and In a dilute them alcloud the atom icpair correlations
are uncorrelated from the center-ofm ass m otion of the
pairs. Hence, our experin ent should produce m olecules
w ith the sam e tem perature as the initial atom s. This
agrees reasonably wih our measurem ents. The mea-
sured values ofN,, T,, and T, vary by lss than 10%
during the lossm easurem ent. T his justi es the assum p—
tion that they are tin e-independent, which was used to
derive Eq.(4).

The abovevalies or T, and T, yield e ective volum es

ofVpm = 38 108 am® and Vo = 46 108 am?3.
The resulting losstate coe cients are K o, = 3
101 ani=sand K.y = 2 10 '° an3=s. Statistical

errors on the rate coe cients are negligible com pared to
system atic errors.

T he dom inant system atic error arises from the prob—
Jem atic assum ption that the clouds are In them alequi-
lbrium . For reasons discussed above, it is hard to m ea—
sure orm odelthe tem poralevolution ofthe density distri-
butions. O n one hand, the association process preferen—
tially populates the trap center, because the association
is lesse cient at low atom ic density. O n the otherhand,
nelastic collisions preferentially deplete the trap center.
Both e ects can lead to a m isestin ation ofV,, but the
trends go into opposite directions. It is not clear which
of the e ects dom nates. The resulting system atic error
ishard to quantify. W e speculate that a factorof3 seem s
possble orK ;, aswellasKpp -

In conclusion, we m easured the lossrate coe cients
Kan and Kpn Dr Feshbach molkcuks n ®’Rb at
10058 G . These resuls yield valuable input for theo—
reticalm odels of the threeatom and fouratom system .
The m easured value forK 5, agrees reasonably with the
prediction K on = 3 10 1% an3=sofRef. R2].

A ppendix: B last light

A fter associating m olecules, rem aining atom s can be
pushed out of the trap using the radiation pressure of



applied laser light [/, 14]. The dipole trap used here is
m uch deeper than the photon recoil energy, so that the
blast light m ust drive a closed cycling transition, which is
not possble when starting from the state ¥ = 1L;mg =
li. Hence,a st light eld (the \pum p light") optically
pumpstheatomsfrom ¥ = I;my = lito ¥ = 2;myp =
2i. A second light eld (the \cycling light") then drives
a cycling transition. W e only drive transitions on the
525,., $ 5%5_, resonance line at 780 nm .

A s the blast light is applied whilk the atom s are In
a magnetic eld of 10058 G, some e ort is needed to
obtain light stabilized at the required frequencies. Two
frequency-stabilized lasersare already in use in the exper—
In ent foroperating them agneto-opticaltrap M O T ) :one
islocked closeto theM O T transition F = 2i$ F°%= 3i
and another laser is locked to the repump transition
F =1i$ F°%°= 2i. Quantum numbers with a prine
refer to excited states.

The cycling laser resonantly drives the * transition
F=2my =2i% nd=3=2;m2 = 3iat 10058 G,
which is 1405 M Hz blie detuned from the B = 0
M OT transition. Note that at 10058 G, the relevant
ground states are characterized by good quantum num —
bersF;m ¢ , whik the excited states are characterized by
good quantum numbersm ?;m 2 . A beat lock stabilizes
the frequency of the cycling laser relative to the MO T
laser.

In order to deplte the state ¥ = 1;my = 1i, we
use pump light that is 62 M Hz red detuned from the
B = 0 repum p transition. T he light is obtained from the
repum p laser using an acousto-opticalm odulator AOM )
and resonantly drives the  transition F Limp =
1i$ = 3=2;m? = 1iat 10058 G .

From the excited state populated by this pum p light,
atom s can decay back to the iniial state, Into the de—
sired state ¥ = 2;my = 21 or into the undesired state
F = 2;my = 1li. The experiment shows, that the
branching ratio for decay into the undesired state isonly
a few percent. Still, we use a third light eld to de-
plte this state. W e use another AOM to obtain light
that is 87 M H z red detuned from theB = OMOT tran—
sition. This light resonantly drives the * transition
F=2mp=1i$ n?%=3=2;m? = 21at 10058G .

N ote that the excited state n? = 3=2;m 2 = 1i can—
not decay into ground stateswih my = 0, because at
10058 G the quantum numberm : = 3=2 is conserved
during the decay and the J = 1=2 ground state does not
have sub-stateswihm sy = 3=2.

A1l three blast elds are operated a factor of ten or
m ore above saturation intensity. They are on sim ultane-
ously. The trap depth is a few m icrokelvin, so that ap—
proxim ately ve directed photon recoilm om enta should
add su cient kineticenergy foran atom to leave the trap.
Thism om entum should be accum ulated affter02 s. The
estin ated acceleration is 10° m /&, so that the cloud ra-
dius0f1l0 m isestim ated to be traversed in 15 s. But

the experin ent show s that the blast light needs to be on
for 300 s, In order to rem ove all atom s from the trap.
T he origin of this discrepancy is unclear.

Application of the three blast beam s reduces the
m olecule num berby approxin ately 30% . A recent exper—
In ent, perfomm ed after the m easurem ents reported here,
dem onstrated that atom s can be rem oved by applying a
m icrowave eld and only the cycling laser [14]. This has
the advantage that the loss ofm olecules during applica—
tion of the blast light becom es negligble [L5].
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