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C ollisionaldecay of 87R b Feshbach m olecules at 1005.8 G
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W e present m easurem ents ofthe loss-rate coe�cients K am and K m m caused by inelastic atom -

m oleculeand m olecule-m oleculecollisions.A therm alcloud ofatom ic
87
Rb isprepared in an optical

dipoletrap.A m agnetic �eld isram ped acrosstheFeshbach resonance at1007.4 G .Thisassociates

atom pairs to m olecules. A m easurem ent of the m olecule loss at 1005.8 G yields K am = 2 �
10�10 cm 3

=s. Additionally,the atom scan be rem oved with blastlight. In thiscase,the m easured

m olecule lossyieldsK m m = 3� 10
�10

cm
3
=s.

Diatom ic m olecules associated from ultracold atom ic

gasesusing Feshbach resonancesare in a highly-excited

ro-vibrationalstate. An inelastic collision with another

atom orm oleculecan lead to a vibrationalde-excitation

ofthe m olecule. The di�erence in binding energy isre-

leased as kinetic energy in the relative m otion of the

m olecule and the collision partner. This energy is typi-

cally m uch largerthan thetrap depth,so thatboth par-

ticles escape from the trap. The �rst experim ents on

association ofm oleculeswith Feshbach resonances[1{8]

showed thatthelifetim esofm oleculesm adefrom bosonic

atom sdi�erlargely from thelifetim esofm oleculesm ade

from ferm ionicatom s.M easurem entsin bosonicsystem s,
23Naand 133Cs,revealed loss-ratecoe�cientsoftypically

5� 10�11 cm 3=s [9,10]. In ferm ionic system s,6Liand
40K ,theloss-ratecoe�cientsfaraway from theFeshbach

resonancearesim ilar,butthey can besuppressed by or-

dersofm agnitudewhen holding the m agnetic�eld close

to theFeshbach resonance[5,11].An explanation based

on thePauliexclusion principleforferm ionswasputfor-

ward [12,13].Recentexperim entsshowed thattheshort

lifetim es in the bosonic species can be circum vented in

an opticallattice [14,15].

Here we presenta m easurem entofthe loss-rate coef-

�cients K am and K m m for inelastic atom -m olecule and

m olecule-m oleculecollisions,respectively.Them olecules

areassociated from atom ic 87Rb using theFeshbach res-

onance at 1007.4 G [16]with a width of�B = 0:2 G

[17, 18]. The loss m easurem ents are perform ed at

1005.8 G .In onem easurem ent,atom sand m oleculesare

in thetrap sim ultaneously.Thelossin thism easurem ent

is dom inated by inelastic atom -m olecule collisions and

revealsK am .In anotherm easurem ent,rem aining atom s

are rem oved from the trap using blast light [7,14]af-

terassociating the m olecules. The lossin thism easure-

m ent is dom inated by inelastic m olecule-m olecule colli-

sions and reveals K m m . Both m easurem ents are per-

form ed in therm alclouds.ThevalueofK m m fora quan-

tum degeneratecloud would be halfaslarge[19].

In our m easurem ents, the m olecules are associated

from atom sin theirabsoluteground state.Spontaneous

dissociation ofFeshbach m olecules into unbound atom

pairs with lower-lying spin states as observed in 85Rb

istherefore im possible [20]. A previousm easurem entin

87Rb usingphoto-associated m oleculessetan upperlim it

ofK am < 8 � 10�11 cm 3=s [21]. This lim it is not ap-

plicable in the present experim ent,because a di�erent

ro-vibrationalstateisinvestigated and theexperim entis

perform ed ata very di�erentm agnetic�eld.

A recenttheoreticalm odelforthestateused herepre-

dictsK am = 3� 10�10 cm 3=sat1005.8 G [22].Previous

m odels[23,24]areonly applicableifthem agnetic�eld is

lessthan �B away from the Feshbach resonance,which

isnotthe casein the presentexperim ent.

Theexperim entalsetup [16]isdesigned fortheprepa-

ration of a BEC of 87Rb atom s in a m agnetic trap.

Forthepresentexperim ent,theradio-frequency induced

evaporation isstopped nearthe criticaltem perature TC
of the phase transition to BEC. The atom s are then

transferred intoacrossed-beam opticaldipoletrap asde-

scribed in Ref.[18].Thedipoletrap isoperated atsom e-

whathigherlaserpowerthan in Ref.[18].Them easured

trap frequenciesare(!x;!y;!z)= 2�� (95;154;200)Hz.

After transfer into the dipole trap, a m agnetic �eld

of B = 1007:6 G is turned on rapidly and the spin

of the atom s is transferred [17]to the hyper�ne state

jF = 1;m F = 1i.Next,B isram ped acrosstheFeshbach

resonance at a rate of0.4 G /m s. This associates atom

pairstom oleculesasdescribed in Refs.[3,25].Assoon as

m oleculesareform ingduringtheram p,they can undergo

inelastic collisions. For m olecules m ade from bosonic

atom s,theinelasticcollision ratesareenhanced nearthe

Feshbach resonance[7].Hence,them oleculenum bercan

be m axim ized by jum ping the m agnetic �eld away from

the resonanceasfastaspossible,oncethe m oleculesare

created [26]. To this end,B is jum ped from 1007.35 G

to 1005.8 G .W e �nd experim entally thatthiscom bina-

tion ofram p speed and startpointforthem agnetic-�eld

jum p producesthe m axim um m oleculenum ber.

Im m ediately after jum ping the �eld to 1005.8 G ,re-

m ainingatom scan berem oved from thetrap by applying

blastlightfor0.3 m sasdescribed in theappendix.This

isfollowed by a variablehold tim ein thetrap.Thistim e

isscanned in thelossm easurem entsdescribed below.At

theend ofthishold tim e,thetrap isswitched o�.Right

afterrelease from the trap,the m oleculesare separated

from rem aining atom susing the Stern-G erlach e�ectby

applying a m agnetic-�eld gradientof120G /cm for1 m s.
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Im m ediately after this,the m agnetic �eld is jum ped to

1006.9 G and subsequently them oleculesaredissociated

into unbound atom pairsby ram ping the m agnetic �eld

back acrosstheFeshbach resonanceto 1007.7G ata rate

of0.8 G /m s.Attheend ofthisram p,them agnetic�eld

is switched o� rapidly. Finally,7 m s after release from

the trap,an absorption im ageistaken.

Them oleculenum berdecaysasafunction ofhold tim e

between association of the m olecules and release from

the trap. The loss ofm olecules from the trap can be

described by the rateequation

d

dt
nm = � K m nm � K am nanm � K m m n

2

m ; (1)

wherena and nm aretheparticledensitiesofatom sand

m olecules and K am and K m m are the loss-rate coe�-

cients caused by inelastic atom -m olecule and m olecule-

m oleculecollisions,respectively.K m representsm olecule

loss m echanism s which do not rely on collisions with

othercold atom sorm olecules.Such losscould becaused

by background gas collisions,photo-dissociation by the

dipole-trap light, or spontaneous decay into lower ro-

vibrationallevels. O ur experim entalresults show that

K m isnegligible.

Thelossofatom sduring thehold tim eisalso found to

be negligible.Thisisbecausethe atom num beriseither

zero orm uch higherthan the m olecule num ber,so that

inelasticatom -m oleculecollisionscan only lead to lossof

a sm allfraction ofthe atom s.

Volum e integration ofEq.(1)yields

d

dt
N m = � K m N m �

K am

Vam
N aN m �

K m m

Vm m

N
2

m ; (2)

where N a and N m are the totalnum ber ofatom s and

m olecules,respectively,and wherewe abbreviated

1

Vim
=

1

N iN m

Z

ninm d
3
x (3)

foriequalto a orm foratom sorm olecules,respectively.

Vim isan e�ective volum e and depends on the shape of

the cloud,but not on the particle num ber. Note that

hnm i= N m =Vm m isoften referred to astheaverageden-

sity.

Assum ing that N a,Vam ,and Vm m are tim e indepen-

dent,therateequation (2)can beintegrated analytically

using standard m ethods,yielding

N m (t)=
N 0�

� N 0� + (N 0� + �)e�t
; (4)

where � = K m m =Vm m and � = K m + K am N a=Vam and

N 0 isthe m oleculenum beratt= 0.

Fig.1 showsexperim entalresultsforthem oleculeloss

obtained afterblasting away theatom s.In thism easure-

m ent,� = K m because N a = 0. An unconstrained �t

ofEq.(4)to thedata yieldsa slightly negativevaluefor

0 5 10 15 20 25 30
0

2

4

6

8

10

12

 

 

m
ol

ec
ul

e 
nu

m
be

r

hold time (ms)

12x103

FIG .1:Lossofm oleculesafterblasting away theatom s.The

solid line showsa �tofEq.(4)to the data,yielding K m m .
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FIG .2: Lossofm oleculesin the presence ofthe atom s. The

solid line shows a �t ofEq.(4) to the data,yielding K am .

Clearly,the losshere ism uch fasterthan in Fig.1.

� which is unphysical. W e therefore �x � = 0 and ob-

tain � = (8� 1)� 10�3 =sfrom the �t. The errorbaris

statistical.

Fig. 2 shows experim ental results without blasting

away the atom s. O bviously,the presence ofthe atom s

reduces the m olecule lifetim e substantially. An uncon-

strained �tofEq.(4)to the data yieldsa slightly nega-

tive value for� which isunphysical. W e therefore �x �

to the value from Fig.1 and obtain � = (0:9� 0:1)=m s

from the �t.Again,the errorbarisstatistical.

In orderto extractthe loss-ratecoe�cientsK m m and

K am ,thee�ectivevolum esVm m and Vam m ustbedeter-

m ined. Thisrequiresknowledge ofthe density distribu-

tionsoftheatom icand m olecularcloud.Thisisadelicate

issue,becausethesm allcloud sizem akesdirectm easure-

m entsofthe spatialdistributionsin the trap very hard.

Theoreticalm odelingisalsohard.Even thedistributions

atthebeginning ofthelossm easurem entsaredi�cultto

m odel,becausethetim eevolution during m oleculeasso-
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ciation is nontrivial. This is because,�rst,atom ic pair

correlationsarecrucialforarealistictreatm entoftheas-

sociation process[27]. Second,the loss rate coe�cients

K m m and K am becom e relevant as soon as m olecules

startto form during the ram p. Third,these coe�cients

exhibit an unknown but probably strong m agnetic-�eld

dependence nearthe Feshbach resonance.

During the loss m easurem ent,anharm onicities in the

trap potential and elastic collisions between particles

tend to random izethem otion leading towardsa therm al

distribution. Inelastic collisions,however,rem ove parti-

cles preferentially at the trap center,where the density

is highest. The elastic scattering cross sections for the

m oleculesareunknown.Hence,itisnotclearwhich pro-

cess dom inates at what stage ofthe loss m easurem ent.

Theevolution ofthedensity distributionsduring theloss

m easurem ents is therefore a com plex process with un-

known param etersand unknown initialconditions.

In order to obtain an estim ate for the e�ective vol-

um esVam and Vm m ,weassum ethatparticlesofthesam e

species(atom sorm olecules)arein therm alequilibrium .

O ur m odeldoes allow for a tem perature di�erence be-

tween atom s and m olecules. W ith this approxim ation,

thespatialdensity distributionsna and nm areG aussian

and Eq.(3)yieldsthe e�ectivevolum eforspeciesi

Vim = (2�)3=2
3Y

k= 1

q

�2
i;k

+ �2
m ;k

; (5)

where the index k refersto the three directionsin space

and the one-dim ensional(1D) root-m ean-square (rm s)

radiiofthe G aussiansare �i;k =

q

kB Ti=(m i!
2

i;k
). The

m ass and tem perature ofspecies i are labeled m i and

Ti, respectively. The polarizability and the m ass ofa

m olecule are twice aslarge asforone atom ,so thatthe

trap frequencies for atom s and m olecules are identical,

i.e.!a;k = !m ;k.

The tem peratureofthe atom sand m oleculesisdeter-

m ined from tim e-of-
ightm easurem ents.Fortheatom s,

the cloud size evolvesas

�a;k(t)=

q

�2
a;k
(0)+ �2v;at

2 ; (6)

where the trap is switched o� at t = 0 and �v;i =
p
kB Ti=m i is the 1D rm s-velocity ofspecies i,which is

independent ofthe spatialdirection ifthe species is in

therm alequilibrium .Forthem olecules,extra kineticen-

ergy isadded in the dissociation process[9,18],so that

�m ;k(t)=

q

�2
m ;k

(0)+ �2v;m t
2 + �2

v;dis
t2
rem

: (7)

Again,t = 0 is chosen at the tim e ofrelease from the

trap. �v;dis re
ects the extra kinetic energy released in

the dissociation.trem isthe rem aining tim e of
ightbe-

tween dissociation and detection. In orderto determ ine

Tm / �2v;m ,we scan the tim e tbetween release and de-

tection in such a way that trem rem ains �xed. A �t of

Eq.(7)isthen equivalentto a �tofEq.(6)with a m od-

i�ed valuefor�(0).Hence,theextracted tem peratureis

insensitiveto the dissociation heating.

Theatom iccloud beforem oleculeassociation typically

contains3:6� 105 atom sata tem peratureof0:5 �K very

closetoTC .Thecloud isalm ostpurelytherm alwith only

6� 103 BEC atom s.The m oleculeassociation isaccom -

panied by noticeable heating and substantialloss. The

rem aining atom ic cloud containsN a = 1:9� 105 atom s

ata tem peratureofTa = 1:0�K .Thereisno BEC in the

rem aining atom iccloud.Them olecularcloud hasa tem -

peratureofTm = 1:5 �K resulting in a peak phase-space

density of� 10�3 forthe m olecules.The center-of-m ass

m otion ofan atom pairis unchanged in the association

and in adilutetherm alcloud theatom icpaircorrelations

are uncorrelated from the center-of-m ass m otion ofthe

pairs. Hence,ourexperim entshould produce m olecules

with the sam e tem perature as the initialatom s. This

agrees reasonably with our m easurem ents. The m ea-

sured values ofN a,Ta,and Tm vary by less than 10%

during the lossm easurem ent.Thisjusti�esthe assum p-

tion thatthey are tim e-independent,which wasused to

deriveEq.(4).

TheabovevaluesforTm and Ta yield e�ectivevolum es

ofVm m = 3:8� 10�8 cm 3 and Vam = 4:6� 10�8 cm 3.

The resulting loss-rate coe�cients are K m m = 3 �

10�10 cm 3=s and K am = 2 � 10�10 cm 3=s. Statistical

errorson theratecoe�cientsarenegligiblecom pared to

system aticerrors.

The dom inant system atic error arises from the prob-

lem atic assum ption thatthe cloudsare in therm alequi-

librium . Forreasonsdiscussed above,itishard to m ea-

sureorm odelthetem poralevolutionofthedensitydistri-

butions. O n one hand,the association processpreferen-

tially populatesthe trap center,because the association

islesse�cientatlow atom icdensity.O n theotherhand,

inelastic collisionspreferentially deplete the trap center.

Both e�ectscan lead to a m isestim ation ofVam butthe

trendsgo into opposite directions. Itisnotclearwhich

ofthe e�ectsdom inates. The resulting system atic error

ishard toquantify.W especulatethatafactorof3seem s

possibleforK am aswellasK m m .

In conclusion,we m easured the loss-rate coe�cients

K am and K m m for Feshbach m olecules in 87Rb at

1005.8 G .These results yield valuable input for theo-

reticalm odels ofthe three-atom and four-atom system .

Them easured valueforK am agreesreasonably with the

prediction K am = 3� 10�10 cm 3=sofRef.[22].

A ppendix: B last light

After associating m olecules,rem aining atom s can be

pushed out ofthe trap using the radiation pressure of
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applied laserlight[7,14]. The dipole trap used here is

m uch deeper than the photon recoilenergy,so thatthe

blastlightm ustdriveaclosed cyclingtransition,which is

notpossible when starting from the state jF = 1;m F =

1i.Hence,a �rstlight�eld (the \pum p light")optically

pum pstheatom sfrom jF = 1;m F = 1ito jF = 2;m F =

2i.A second light�eld (the \cycling light")then drives

a cycling transition. W e only drive transitions on the

52S1=2 $ 52P3=2 resonanceline at780 nm .

As the blast light is applied while the atom s are in

a m agnetic �eld of1005.8 G ,som e e�ort is needed to

obtain lightstabilized atthe required frequencies. Two

frequency-stabilizedlasersarealreadyin usein theexper-

im entforoperatingthem agneto-opticaltrap (M O T):one

islocked closetotheM O T transition jF = 2i$ jF 0= 3i

and another laser is locked to the repum p transition

jF = 1i $ jF 0 = 2i. Q uantum num bers with a prim e

referto excited states.

The cycling laser resonantly drives the �+ transition

jF = 2;m F = 2i $ jm 0

I = 3=2;m 0

F = 3i at 1005.8 G ,

which is 1405 M Hz blue detuned from the B = 0

M O T transition. Note that at 1005.8 G ,the relevant

ground statesare characterized by good quantum num -

bersF;m F ,whiletheexcited statesarecharacterized by

good quantum num bers m 0

I;m
0

F . A beat lock stabilizes

the frequency ofthe cycling laser relative to the M O T

laser.

In order to deplete the state jF = 1;m F = 1i, we

use pum p light that is 62 M Hz red detuned from the

B = 0 repum p transition.Thelightisobtained from the

repum p laserusingan acousto-opticalm odulator(AO M )

and resonantly drives the � transition jF = 1;m F =

1i$ jm 0

I = 3=2;m 0

F = 1iat1005.8 G .

From the excited state populated by thispum p light,

atom s can decay back to the initialstate,into the de-

sired state jF = 2;m F = 2iorinto the undesired state

jF = 2;m F = 1i. The experim ent shows, that the

branching ratio fordecay into theundesired stateisonly

a few percent. Still, we use a third light �eld to de-

plete this state. W e use another AO M to obtain light

thatis87 M Hz red detuned from the B = 0 M O T tran-

sition. This light resonantly drives the �+ transition

jF = 2;m F = 1i$ jm 0

I = 3=2;m 0

F = 2iat1005.8 G .

Note thatthe excited state jm 0

I = 3=2;m 0

F = 1ican-

not decay into ground states with m F = 0,because at

1005.8 G the quantum num ber m I = 3=2 is conserved

during thedecay and theJ = 1=2 ground statedoesnot

havesub-stateswith m J = � 3=2.

Allthree blast �elds are operated a factor often or

m oreabovesaturation intensity.They areon sim ultane-

ously. The trap depth isa few m icrokelvin,so thatap-

proxim ately �ve directed photon recoilm om enta should

add su�cientkineticenergyforan atom toleavethetrap.

Thism om entum should beaccum ulated after0:2�s.The

estim ated acceleration is105 m /s2,so thatthe cloud ra-

diusof10 �m isestim ated to betraversed in 15 �s.But

theexperim entshowsthattheblastlightneedsto beon

for 300 �s,in orderto rem ove allatom s from the trap.

Theorigin ofthisdiscrepancy isunclear.

Application of the three blast beam s reduces the

m oleculenum berby approxim ately30% .A recentexper-

im ent,perform ed afterthe m easurem entsreported here,

dem onstrated thatatom scan be rem oved by applying a

m icrowave�eld and only the cycling laser[14].Thishas

the advantagethatthe lossofm oleculesduring applica-

tion ofthe blastlightbecom esnegligible[15].
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