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P roperties of quasi-one-dim ensionalm olecules w ith Feshbach resonance interaction
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D ated: M arch 31, 2022)

Bound states and collisions of atom s w ith two-channel two-body interactions in harm onic waveg—
uides are analyzed. T he closed-channel contributions to two-atom bound states becom e dom inant
in the case ofa weak resonance. At low energies and values of the non-resonant scattering length the
problem can be approxin ated by a one-din ensional resonant m odel. T hree-body problem becom es
nonintegrable and the properties of triatom ic m olecules becom e di erent from those predicted by

the Integrable Lieb-I.inigerM oG uire m odel.

PACS numbers: 03.65Ge, 03.65Nk, 03.75B¢e, 32.80P j

Introduction

Q uasionedin ensional (1D ) m olecules, the existence
of which was predicted In Ref. l], have been recently
observed in an experim ent I] w ith two-din ensional op—
tical lattices. Except of lattices (see also Ress. I, 1, 0D,
tight cylindrical con nem ents, or atom ic waveguides,
have been realized In elongated atom ic traps (see Refs.
.,I,I,I] and references therein), and atom ic Integrated
optics devices (see Refs. I, ] and references therein).
Unlkeweakly bound m olecules In free, three-dim ensional
(3D ), space (seeRefs. .,.] and references therein), ex—
isting at positive elastic scattering length only, the quasi-
1D ones survive at negative scattering length.

T he Interaction oftwo atom s in an atom ic waveguide
can be considered asa 1D zero-range Interaction (seeRef.
.]) w henever the ocollision or binding energies rem ain
an all com pared to the transverse waveguide frequency
!> . Due to coupling to excited transverse states, the
Interaction strength dem onstrates a resonant dependence
on the ratio of the elastic scattering length asp to the
transverse oscillator length

a, = ; @)

where m is the atom ic m ass. T his con nem ent-induced

resonance can been interpreted as a Feshbach resonance
(see Refs. l, .]), where the excited transverse states
play the role ofa closed channel. T he Interaction strength
dem onstrates also a dependence on the collision energy,
which is a comm on property of a resonant scattering.
Such an energy dependence appears in the scattering am —
plitudes in Ref. 1], aswellas in the bound state energy
in Ref. [|]. However, the use of Feshbach resonance for
tuning the elastic scattering length, as in Ref. Jl], leadsto
additional energy dependence (see Ref. .]), which can
be in portant for a weak resonance. A sin ilar e ect has
been considered in Refs. .,.,.,.] for a problem of
two atom s under 3D ham onic con nem ent.

A Feshbach resonance appears when the collision en—
ergy ofan atom ic pair In the open channel lies In a vicin—
ity ofa bound (m olecular) state in a closed channel (see

Ref. .]) . As a resul, the quasilD molecules are su—
perpositions of the closed channel state and the ground
and excited waveguide m odes of the open channel. The
closed-channel contribution becom es substantial forweak
resonances.

T he theory of two-body two-channel problem under
tight cylindricalham onic con nem ent is sum m arized In
Sec.B. This problem can be approxin ated by a 1D two—
channelmodel. An improved relation between the 1D
and 3D scattering param eters, presented in Sec. |l be-
low , increases the range of applicability ofthe 1D m odel
com pared to the relations in Ref. .]. T he com position
of quasilD bound states is analyzed in Sec.lll. T hree-
body 1D m olecules are considered in Sec.ll n a way
which is sin ilar to the analysis of scattering in Ref. .].
A system ofunitswith h = 1 isused below .

I. FESHBACH RESONANCE IN HARM ONIC
WAVEGUIDES

T he properties of two-atom system s can be described
by closecoupled equations for the wavefuinction of the
open channel , (r) and the am plitude for the system to
be In the closed channel [ , ofthe form (see Ref. .]),

E , @ = ir2+va @) + Veont @ 4 ()
m
+Van (@0 n @)
E m = D3 ntVy, a 0):

HereE and r are, respectively, the energy and coordinate
vector ofthe relative m otion and allthe energiesarem ea—
sured from the open channel threshold. For a hamm onic
waveguide the con nem ent potential has the form

m
Veont = z'g 2; 3)

where and z are the cylindrical com ponents of the vec—
tor r. T he strength ofthe open channelpotentialV,, the
coupling strength V4, , and the bound state energy in the
closed channelD 3p can be expressed as (see Ref. .])

4 2 !

Va= —azxp 1 —asppc
m
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In temm s of the phenom enological resonance strength
, the di erence between the m agnetic m om enta of an
atom ic pair In the open and closed channels , the de-
tuning of the extermalm agnetic eld B from its resonant
valie By, and the momentum cuto p.. The nal re-
sults reached below are derived in the Imit p. ! 1 .
The -function potentials are applicable to two indistin—
guishable bosons, as well as to bosons or ferm ions w ith

di erent spins.

E lin ination of , from Egs. ) leadsto a single equa—
tion for , (r). It can be expanded in tem s ofthe trans—
verse Ham iltonian eigenfunctions h0i wih the zeroth
angular m om entum proction on the waveguide axis z
as

i 2

= @) da™, @eTHhoi:  (5)

Thecoe cients ™, (q) satisfy the set of coupled equations
(see Ref. 1))

o} 1 # 2
_— n(CI)=Ta%Ve &)

d0~ O;
m > 9" "ho @)

n%= 0 1
(6)
where
Van F
\Y =Vyg+ — 7
e E) at 3 D (7)
is a non-renom alized energy-dependent interaction
strength and

P
Pn= m[E @n+ 1) ! ] 8)
is the relative axial m om entum for the channel corre—
soonding to the transverse excited state h0i with the
excitation energy @2n+ 1) !, .
T he transition m atrix for a two-atom collision In an

atom ic waveguide has been derived in Ref. ] as
1
4 a, 1 apo 2
T = + =
conf (po) m a, a CE ) 2 2

)
A though the collision m om entum p, depends on the
channel, the transition m atrix is lndependent of the ini-
tialand naltransverse statesn, n® or allopen channels
n;n’< E=!, 1)=2) and is expressed by Eq. l) in
tem s ofpy . It is a consequence of the use of zero-range
potentials in Eqgs. ). The energy-dependent length

. ®)= 1+ — 10
a. [E)= azp - ® B 10)

replaces the elastic scattering length in BethePeierls
boundary condiion. The Hurw iz zeta finction is de—
ned as (see Refs. [0, 001)),
" #
Re 1
(7 )= Iin o+ )
ne! 1 1

n=0

e+ ) ;

11)

with 2 < amgh+ ) 0.

II. RELATION TO THE ONE-DIM ENSIONAL
PROBLEM

The con ned two-body problem can be interpreted as
a 1D one described by the Schrodinger equation

i dZI 0
m dz?
wih a zerorange interaction, where the interaction

strength U, depends on the collision energy E . = p%=m .
The 1D transition m atrix corresponding to Eq. [l),

Ec'o ()=

+ Ue

Ec) @)'0 O 12)

1

1 im
Tip o)= U.,” Ec)+ — ; 13)
2po
coincides w ith Eq. ) for
U. @)= 1 +ma? 1 E. im
e e 21,8, Ec+ !3) 4 2" 21, 2P0
14)

T he case of low collision energiesE 2!, can be ana—
Iyzed using the expansion (see Refs. [, 100])

1 1 P— P —
5; |Op—_ C d); JJ= i3 @5
_ 1 . o_ 1 3 .
where C = 5 1:4603,C" = 5 3 1:3062, and

2
() istheRiemann -function (see Ref.l]).

Follow ing expressions attain a sim pler form w ritten in
term s of dim ensionless param eters (the scattering m o—
mentum k, the elastic scattering length a, the detuning
bo, and the resonance strength d), de ned as

ao» a
k = Poas ; = 20
2 a»
B B 1 a
= — 2% Z; d4=2_: (e
2! ? 2 2a? ! 2

T he param eters k, a, and d have been used previously In
Ref. []. The detunihg ©°, m easured from the crossing
point of the closed-channelbound state and the contin—
uum threshold O3 = !> ), is rrlted to the detuning
b ofRef. [[1]], m easured from the scattering length reso—
nance, asb’=b d=a.

Substitution of the expansion [ll) into Eq. [l leads
to the expression of the interaction strength in the fom

4 k¥ B

Us 2!,k% = a
N ‘ ma, Clk*+ k2 (@

d=a;
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ca)b
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=1 ca Ca (18)

In a w ide range ofthe param etersthe Interaction strength
can be approxin ately expressed as

2y¥
U =Ug+ ———: 19
e Eo) =t e b 19)

This form correspondsto a two-channel1lD problem (see

Ref. [1]), described by the coupled equations
) 18, B p_ .1
E’'y (z)= a2 U0 O+ 2977 (z)
(20)
s am , am P ’
E’'T =Dp’'7 + 29’ o (0)

for the open—and closed-channel coe cients ’ ¢ (z) and
'™, respectively. T he non-resonant interaction strength
U,, the channelcoupling g, and the detuning D 1p w illbe
further related to the 3D scattering param eters. Equa-
tion M) wih U. given by Eq. ) can be obtained by
the elim ination ofthe closed channel from Egs. [l .

The ratio of the st term in the denom inator of Eqg.
) to the other term s does not exceed the order ofm ag—
nitude of ak?. Tt can be neglected whenever a < 1 and
k 1, lading to an expression of the orm ofEq. [l
w ith

4a , d+ c? @) ?
Ua = 7 :gf=4!?72
m a- m a-
1 ca)al8+d
Dy =2, ————— —: ©@1)
a

For the case of a relatively sm all detuning, C %ab™j
L Cajor
a ! asp

a2 -2
1 cC
asp a»

j B Bo =3
@2)
the tem s proportional to b’ in the parameter can
be neglected. The parameters U, and Dip are ex—
pressed then by Egs. (43) and (45) In Ref. 1], while
Eqg. (44) therein will be valid whenever d a’v®?, or
2 2 . .
B By =) a!2j =as3p I
Unlke Egs. (43)-(45) in Ref. 1], the relations [l)
dem onstrate a non-linear dependence of all three param —
eters U,, g, and D 1p on the elastic scattering length,
detuning, and resonance strength. T hese relations sub—
stantially increase the applicability range of the 1D ap-—
proxin ation, as is dem onstrated by F ig.ll using the ex—
am ple of binding energy Eyp = !, E = 21, %*. The
param eter x here is the ratio of a; to the bound state
axial size. For the con ned system it is determ ined as
a solution of the transcendent equation (see Eq. (55) In
Ref. 1))

ax? + a’+ d
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FIG .1: Thebinding energy E, calculated as a function ofthe
dim ensionless resonance strength d [see Eq. [l ] at the scat—
tering length resonance B = Bg + !, = ,orb°= d=a, w ith
the dim ensionless non-resonant interaction strength a = 0:l.
T he solid, dashed, and dot-dashed lines present, respectively,
solutions of the exact equation [, the 1D approxin ation
), and the open—channelm odel [l .

while for the related 1D system it is evaluated as a solu—
tion of the cubic equation

x>+ ax?+ [ Ca)B+ d=alx+ ab’= 0:  (24)
T his equation determ ines poles of the 1D T -m atrix [l
w ith the interaction strength [l) and the resonance pa—
ram eters given by Eq. [l). 2 sin ilar equation hasbeen
considered In Ref. 1],

Substitution of the resonant scattering Ilength
aszp [L =B By 1>, = )], which takes into account
the resonance shift by !, = due to con nement, into
the equations of Ref. [ 1], leads to the follow Ing equation
for the param eter x

at’+d
ol

& };xz ;x> 0;: 25)
2

T his approxim ation, corresponding to a single-channel

con ned problem wih an energy-independent interac—

tion, is called here the \open—channel m odel". F igure

B dem onstrates that this m odel is applicable to strong

resonances only.

Various approxin ations for the binding energy are
compared in Fig. ll ©r a strong resonance. The re—
sults dem onstrate good agreem ent between solutions of
the exact equation [ll), the 1D approxim ation [ll), and
the open—channelmodel ) ©rB < Bo+ + ! .=,
when a weak bound state exists. However, the open—
channelm odelpredicts a non-physicalsingularity atB =
Bo+ + ! = .Higherabove the resonance the result of
the open—-channelm odel tends to the energy of the deep
quasi3D bound state. T he latter state is not describbed
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FIG . 2: The binding energy E, calculated as a function of
the extermalm agnetic eld for the 202 G resonance in K w ith
!> = 69 2 KHz.Thesolid line, pluses, and crosses present,
respectively, solutions of the exact equation [l), the 1D ap-
proxin ation [l ), and the open—channelm odel Il .
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FIG . 3: The binding energy E calculated as a function of
the extemal m agnetic eld for the 543 G resonance in fLi
wih !>, = 200 2 KHz. The solid line, pluses, and crosses
present, respectively, solutions of the exact equation [ll), the
1D approxin ation [, and the open—channelm odel ).

by the 1D approxin ation. The exact equation [ll) gives
correctly both the deep and weak bound states.

The 1D approxin ation agrees to the exact equations
also in the case ofa weak resonance (seeF ig.ll) . H owever
the open-channel m odel, neglecting energy dependence
ofthe Interaction strength, is applicable in this case only
wihin a small ntervalofB closeto B+ + ! .= .

The applicability range of the 1D approxin ation is
in proved because the approxin ation [l has a root at

= 0294, close to exact value of 0.303 (cf. the value of
0.468 provided by two-term approxim ation used In Ref.

_]). The accuracy of the binding energy dem onstrates
the applicability ofthe 1D approxin ation to the o —shell
T -m atrix, which is in portant for applications to m any—
body problem s (see also discussion In Ref. [1]). The
only criteria of applicability area < 1 and Ep s (or
E. !, for collisions).

Equation ) can dem onstrate an energy-dependence
of the orm of Eq. ) for a weak resonance, whenever
d av’, or

B Bo Lo =3 (26)

and the termm d=a in the denom inator of Eq. M) can
be neglected. In this case the 1D param eters can be
estin ated as

41, 1 Ca
Coma, iD1p 2b —cn @7)
They are Independent of the Feshbach resonance pa-
ram eters. Therefore, In agreement with Ref. 1], a
con nem ent-nduced resonance can be interpreted as a
tw o-state Feshbach resonance even for non-resonant 3D
scattering. It is a consequence ofthe approxin ation [l .
Tt should be noted that the closed channel involves in this
case a superposition of all transverse excitations. How —
ever, the detuning D ;p then substantially exceeds the
transverse frequency !, and the energy-dependence is
very weak In the quasilD regin e, whenever the energy
islessthen !, .

U, 0;%93

III. BOUND STATE COM POSITION

T he bound states of two atom s in atom ic waveguides
are superpositions of the closed and open channels ofthe
Feshbach resonance. The open-channel com ponent is a
superposition of all transverse m odes. The size of the
closed-channel com ponent is negligbly an all com pared
to a, , this com ponent is not a ected by the waveguide,
and doesnot need an expansion in term softhe transverse
m odes.

For a bound state wih energy E < !, allmomenta
Pn,de ned by Eq. ), are in aginary and the solution of
Eqg. ) hasthe orm

Ca .
Paft+ P
T he probability to nd the m olcul in the n-th trans—

verse m ode of the open channel can then be expressed
as

n @ = @8)

RS
2 ¥
Equations ) and ) allow to relate the closed-channel

Wnq=

@9)

am plitude L to the open-channelw avefunction as
z
_ Vam ~ c a >é ~ (q) dq' (30)
" E D3p 72 a» " )



A though the sum here diverges, the renom alization pro-—

cedure ofRef. []] lradsto a nite probability to nd the
m olecule In the closed channel
. £.7al
We=3nd= 22 ~: (@1
2m azp E B B )]

The nalresulscan be expressed in term s ofthe dim en—
sionless param eters [l

W e 2dx3 W e ;3 3,
= — = x —;x 1; (32
W o a? (X2+b0)2 W o 2 62)
where x is the solution of Eq. [l), W . = W, isthe
n=1

totalcontribution ofallexcited transverse states, and the
contrbutions are nom alized asW o+ We+ W= 1. An
approxin ate expression, used in ©llow ing calculations,

3.2

1+ 2x°
Zix T eX

%3

XZ

05+ 0:54884x + 2:5636x% + 0:12172x3 + 4x4

gives a relative error of lessthen 3 104 .

Bound states of the related 1D system are superposi-
tions of open and closed channels, w here the closed chan—
nel e ectively incorporates contributions of the excied
transverse states and the closed channel of the con ned
system . The two contributions can be respectively ex—
pressed as

Yo () Fdz;  (33)

w here the bound-state solution of Egs. [l has the form

ng’ ©) P
l?m=70;’o(z)='o(0)eXp mEpF]
E D
(34)

T he ratio of the contributions can be expressed as

5 d+cl’”
gk (35)

A direct evaluation dem onstrates that

We+ W w P 3 3
° ° c_ ,where =;x° x3+ =
W o x! 0 W IP 2 x! 0 2
3

T he contrbutions to the bound states are presented in
F ig.ll or tw o resonances: the strong one in K w ith ad
1% and the weak one in ®Liwith ad 4:1 10°. The
results dem onstrate that W 1°  We+ W and W P
W o wih a good accuracy over a w ide range of param eter
values. T he closed channeland excited states ofthe open
channel yield the dom inant contrbution far below the
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FIG . 4: (color online) T he contributions of the ground (dot-
dashed line) and excited (dashed line) states ofthe open chan-
nel and of the closed channel (solid line) to the weak bound
state calculated as a function of the externalm agnetic eld.
T he dot-dot-dot-dashed and dotted lnespresent, respectively,
contributionsofthe open and closed channels in the 1D m odel.
The parts (@) and () are related, respectively, to the 202 G

resonance n K wih !> = 69 2 KHz and to the 543 G

resonance in *Liwith !, = 200 2 KHz. The dot-dashed
and dot-dot-dot-dashed lines alm ost coincide in the part ©).

bound state threshold atB = Bg+ + ! .= ,whik the
ground state of the open channelbecom es dom inant near
the threshold. For the strong resonance the contribution
of the closed channel in the con ned system is always
an all, and the bound state consistsm ostly of the ground
and excited states of the open channel. However, for
the weak resonance the m a pr contribution is yielded by
the closed channel and the ground state of the excited
channel. The closed channel and excited states of the
open channel yield sin ilar contrbutions far below the
bound state threshold orad = maj, =4 0. The
resonances w ith higher or lower values of the product
ad can be called, respectively, as open-channel or closed—



channel dom inated resonances, as in a case of free space
(eeRefs. L, 10]).

IVv. THREE-ATOM BOUND STATES

T he previous resuls dem onstrate that two atom sw ih
a resonant interaction in an atom ic waveguide can be
w ithin a good accuracy considered as 1D particles w ith
a resonant interaction. Consider now a threebody 1D
problem for bosonic atom s. (The sam e approach has
been used In Ref. 1] for the analysis of threebody scat—
tering.) A state vector can be represented in the form
Z
jsi=  dzdz ) @iz) L@ Y ()
Z

l A A A P
te Sz & @izaize) N @) Y (2) Y (zs) P37

as a superposition of the threeatom channel, described

by the coe cient ’ (()3) (z1;22;23), and the atom -m olecule
channel (hvolving the closed-channel m olecules), de—
scribed by the coe cient ’ 1(3) (z;2Zn ). Here Ag (z) and
AQ{I (z, ) are the creation operators for the atom and
closed-channel m olcul, respectively, and z, z, are
their coordinates. Substitution of Eq. M) into the
Schrodinger equation w ith the Ham ittonian (25) ofRef.
] leads to the follow ing coupled equations

z
5F E
> 4f ]
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[ F 7
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c F 7
S F 1
c F 7
2 2F E
1F 3
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FIG. 5: The binding energy E, calculated as a function

of the dim ensionless detuning (see Eq. ). The sold,
dashed, and dot-dashed lines present the energies of three-
body bound states for the din ensionless non-resonant inter—
action strengths u = 1;0, and -1, respectively. The corre-
soonding energies of the tw obody bound states are presented
by pluses, circles, and crosses, respectively.

’é3) (217227 23)(39)
obeys the sihgle-channel Schrodinger equation

3

3 1 3
By (@i%i®)= om gry) @ieie)
=1
+ * v. B — = © )
, ° 2m 7 4m 3
z 7
& & g @ N didid): 1o

Here gy aretheatomicmomentaand Q = ¢ + @ + gz is
the totalm om entum . T he interaction strength U, hap-—
pensto be the sam e fiinction [seeEq. [ll)]as i twodbody

3
1 X e?
E’y (@1iz2523) =  —— st Ul @ 2)
2m . @zs
=1
, 3
t @& )t @ 3)] (@iz2iz)
r
2 @)
+ gg "1 (@Zi22) =& B)
+7 P @iz) @ ozt (@im) @ 2)68)
1 e’ 1 e?
®) 3)
E’ Z; = P —_— + D ’ z;
1 @iz ) 2m @z2 4m @z2 P 1 @iz )
P— @
+ 69’ (ZizZm iZn )

T he indistinguishability of the bosonic atom s leads to
the symm etry of the wavefunction ' 53) (z1;22;23) over
pem utation of the atom ic coordinates.

E quations ), as well as the Ham ilttonian, do not
contain tem s describing collisions between the closed-
channelm olecule and the third atom . This assum ption
is Justi ed since the atom s In the closed and open chan-—
nels have di erent hyper ne states. It allows a sinple
elin ination of the atom -m olecule channel. T he analysis
of the ram aining threeatom channel attains a sin pler
form in them om entum representation. T he correspond-

Ing threeatom wavefunction

0 1
Z X3

3) 3=2 d3qexp @ i

I

@imimw)= @)

problem . T he conventional Faddeev reduction technique
(see Ref. 1)) leads for threebody bound states to the
hom ogeneous equation
Z
X @== df !
mE & &1 4

3
T i omEI X @;

41)

where E < 0 is the threebody bound state energy in
the center-ofm ass system and the 1D transition m atrix
isgiven by Eq. [l .

P ropertiesof 1D system s depend on tw o din ensionless
param eters: the non-resonant interaction strength and
the detuning, respectively,

1=3

u=m=g3tu,;

o7 bp = m P37 Dip ¢ @42)



Figure Bl presents the scaled binding energy 5 =

m 173 §7%°3E calculated by a num erical solution of
Eq. . A related problm w ith non-resonant interac—
tions only, the Ligb-LinigerM oG uire m odel [, 1], has
an exact solution. The binding energies for two— and
three-body bound states in that m odel are expressed as
,= U=2and ;= 2, respectively, and therefore
In the present resonant case 3 4, only
at large positive detunings. For large negative detun-
ngs the twobody bound state contains m ostly the 1D
closed-channel contrbution, and the threebody bound
state has a form ofthe two-body state w ith a third atom
weakly bounded to it.

3—42.

C onclusions

Two atom s wih a Feshbach resonant Interaction in
an atom ic waveguide can be approxin ated by a 1D reso-—

nantm odelat low energiesand valuesofthe non-resonant
scattering length. In the case ofa strong resonance two—
atom bound states contain m ostly the contributions of
the open channel. The closed channel contribution be—
com es dom inant in weak resonances, such that the 543
G resonance i °Li. T the case of triatom ic m olecules
a resonant Interaction leads to properties di erent from
those predicted by the Ligb-LinigerM oG uire m odel.
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