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Properties ofquasi-one-dim ensionalm olecules w ith Feshbach resonance interaction

V. A. Yurovsky
Schoolof Chem istry, TelAviv University, 69978 TelAviv, Israel

(D ated:M arch 31,2022)

Bound statesand collisionsofatom swith two-channeltwo-body interactionsin harm onicwaveg-

uidesare analyzed. The closed-channelcontributionsto two-atom bound states becom e dom inant

in thecaseofa weak resonance.Atlow energiesand valuesofthenon-resonantscattering length the

problem can be approxim ated by a one-dim ensionalresonantm odel.Three-body problem becom es

nonintegrable and the properties oftriatom ic m olecules becom e di�erent from those predicted by

the integrable Lieb-Liniger-M cG uire m odel.

PACS num bers:03.65.G e,03.65.N k,03.75.Be,32.80.Pj

Introduction

Q uasi-one-dim ensional(1D) m olecules, the existence

ofwhich was predicted in Ref.[1],have been recently

observed in an experim ent[2]with two-dim ensionalop-

ticallattices.Exceptoflattices(see also Refs.[3,4,5]),

tight cylindrical con�nem ents, or atom ic waveguides,

have been realized in elongated atom ic traps (see Refs.

[6,7,8,9]and referencestherein),and atom icintegrated

opticsdevices(see Refs.[10,11]and referencestherein).

Unlikeweaklybound m oleculesin free,three-dim ensional

(3D),space(seeRefs.[12,13]and referencestherein),ex-

istingatpositiveelasticscatteringlength only,thequasi-

1D onessurviveatnegativescattering length.

The interaction oftwo atom sin an atom ic waveguide

can beconsidered asa1D zero-rangeinteraction (seeRef.

[14]) whenever the collision or binding energies rem ain

sm allcom pared to the transverse waveguide frequency

!? . Due to coupling to excited transverse states,the

interaction strength dem onstratesaresonantdependence

on the ratio ofthe elastic scattering length a3D to the

transverseoscillatorlength

a? =

r
2

m !?
; (1)

where m isthe atom ic m ass. Thiscon�nem ent-induced

resonancecan been interpreted asa Feshbach resonance

(see Refs.[1,15]), where the excited transverse states

playtheroleofaclosedchannel.Theinteractionstrength

dem onstratesalso a dependence on the collision energy,

which is a com m on property of a resonant scattering.

Such an energydependenceappearsin thescatteringam -

plitudesin Ref.[16],aswellasin thebound stateenergy

in Ref.[1]. However,the use ofFeshbach resonance for

tuningtheelasticscatteringlength,asin Ref.[2],leadsto

additionalenergy dependence (see Ref.[18]),which can

be im portantfora weak resonance.A sim ilare�ecthas

been considered in Refs.[19,20,21,22]fora problem of

two atom sunder3D harm oniccon�nem ent.

A Feshbach resonance appearswhen the collision en-

ergy ofan atom icpairin theopen channelliesin a vicin-

ity ofa bound (m olecular)state in a closed channel(see

Ref.[17]). As a result,the quasi-1D m olecules are su-

perpositionsofthe closed channelstate and the ground

and excited waveguide m odesofthe open channel. The

closed-channelcontribution becom essubstantialforweak

resonances.

The theory of two-body two-channelproblem under

tightcylindricalharm oniccon�nem entissum m arized in

Sec.I.Thisproblem can be approxim ated by a 1D two-

channelm odel. An im proved relation between the 1D

and 3D scattering param eters,presented in Sec.II be-

low,increasestherangeofapplicability ofthe1D m odel

com pared to the relationsin Ref.[18]. The com position

ofquasi-1D bound statesisanalyzed in Sec.III. Three-

body 1D m olecules are considered in Sec.IV in a way

which issim ilarto theanalysisofscattering in Ref.[23].

A system ofunitswith �h = 1 isused below.

I. FESH B A C H R ESO N A N C E IN H A R M O N IC

W AV EG U ID ES

The propertiesoftwo-atom system scan be described

by close-coupled equations for the wavefunction ofthe

open channel a (r)and theam plitudeforthesystem to

be in the closed channel m ,ofthe form (see Ref.[18]),

E  a (r) =

�

�
1

m
r
2 + Va�(r)+ Vconf(r)

�

 a (r)

+ Vam �(r) m (2)

E  m = D 3D  m + V
�
am  a (0):

HereE and rare,respectively,theenergyand coordinate

vectoroftherelativem otion and alltheenergiesarem ea-

sured from the open channelthreshold. Fora harm onic

waveguidethe con�nem entpotentialhasthe form

Vconf=
m

4
!
2

? �
2
; (3)

where� and z arethecylindricalcom ponentsofthevec-

torr.Thestrength oftheopen channelpotentialVa,the

couplingstrength Vam ,and thebound stateenergyin the

closed channelD 3D can be expressed as(see Ref.[18])

Va =
4�

m
a3D

�

1�
2

�
a3D pc

� �1
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jVam j
2 =

4�

m
a3D ��

�

1�
2

�
a3D pc

� �2

(4)

D 3D = �

"

B � B0 � �+ �

�

1�
2

�
a3D pc

� �1
#

in term s of the phenom enological resonance strength

�,the di�erence between the m agnetic m om enta ofan

atom ic pair in the open and closed channels �,the de-

tuning oftheexternalm agnetic�eld B from itsresonant

value B 0,and the m om entum cuto� pc. The �nalre-

sults reached below are derived in the lim it pc ! 1 .

The �-function potentialsareapplicable to two indistin-

guishable bosons,aswellasto bosonsorferm ions with

di�erentspins.

Elim ination of m from Eqs.(2)leadsto asingleequa-

tion for a (r).Itcan beexpanded in term softhetrans-

verse Ham iltonian eigenfunctions jn0i with the zeroth

angular m om entum projection on the waveguide axis z

as

 a (r)= (2�)
�1=2

1X

n= 0

1Z

�1

dq~ n (q)e
iqz
jn0i: (5)

Thecoe�cients ~ n (q)satisfythesetofcoupled equations

(see Ref.[18])

p2n � q2

m
~ n (q)=

1

2�2a2
?

Ve� (E )

1X

n0= 0

1Z

�1

dq
0~ n0 (q0);

(6)

where

Ve� (E )= Va +
jVam j

2

E � D3D
(7)

is a non-renorm alized energy-dependent interaction

strength and

pn =
p
m [E � (2n + 1)!? ] (8)

is the relative axialm om entum for the channelcorre-

sponding to the transverse excited state jn0i with the

excitation energy (2n + 1)!? .

The transition m atrix for a two-atom collision in an

atom icwaveguidehasbeen derived in Ref.[18]as

Tconf(p0)=
4

m a?

�
a?

ae� (E )
+ �

�
1

2
;�

�
a? p0

2

�2
�� �1

:

(9)

Although the collision m om entum pn depends on the

channel,the transition m atrix isindependentofthe ini-

tialand �naltransversestatesn,n0forallopen channels

(n;n0 < (E =!? � 1)=2) and is expressed by Eq.(9) in

term sofp0.Itisa consequence ofthe use ofzero-range

potentialsin Eqs.(2).The energy-dependentlength

ae� (E )= a3D

�

1+
��

E � �(B � B0)

�

(10)

replaces the elastic scattering length in Bethe-Peierls

boundary condition. The Hurwitz zeta function is de-

�ned as(seeRefs.[16,24]),

�(�;�)= lim
nc! 1

"
ncX

n= 0

(n + �)
��

�
1

1� �
(nc + �)

1��

#

;

(11)

with � 2� < arg(n + �)� 0.

II. R ELA T IO N T O T H E O N E-D IM EN SIO N A L

P R O B LEM

The con�ned two-body problem can be interpreted as

a 1D onedescribed by the Schr�odingerequation

E c’0 (z)= �
1

m

d2’0

dz2
+ Ue� (E c)�(z)’0 (0) (12)

with a zero-range interaction, where the interaction

strength Ue� dependson thecollision energy E c = p20=m .

The1D transition m atrix corresponding to Eq.(12),

T1D (p0)=

�

U
�1

e�
(E c)+

im

2p0

��1

; (13)

coincideswith Eq.(9)for

Ue� (E c)=

�
1

2!? ae� (E c + !? )
+
m a?

4
�

�
1

2
;�

E c

2!?

�

�
im

2p0

��1

:

(14)

Thecaseoflow collision energiesE c � 2!? can beana-

lyzed using the expansion (see Refs.[14,16])

�

�
1

2
;�

�

�
�! 0

1
p
�
� C � C

0
�;
p
� j�j= � i

p
j�j; (15)

where C = � �
�
1

2

�
� 1:4603,C0= 1

2
�
�
3

2

�
� 1:3062,and

�(�)isthe Riem ann �-function (see Ref.[24]).

Following expressionsattain a sim plerform written in

term s ofdim ensionless param eters (the scattering m o-

m entum k,the elastic scattering length a,the detuning

b0,and the resonancestrength d),de�ned as

k =
p0a?

2
; a =

a3D

a?

b
0= �

B � B0 � �

2!?
�
1

2
; d =

a3D ��

2a? !?
: (16)

Theparam etersk,a,and d havebeen used previously in

Ref.[18]. The detuning b0,m easured from the crossing

pointofthe closed-channelbound state and the contin-

uum threshold (D 3D = !? ),is related to the detuning

bofRef.[18],m easured from the scattering length reso-

nance,asb0= b� d=a.

Substitution ofthe expansion (15)into Eq.(14)leads

to the expression ofthe interaction strength in the form

Ue�

�
2!? k

2
�
=

4

m a?
a

k2 � b0

C 0ak4 + �k2 � (1� C a)b0� d=a
;

(17)
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where

� = 1� C a� C
0
ab

0
: (18)

In awiderangeoftheparam eterstheinteractionstrength

can be approxim ately expressed as

Ue� (E c)= Ua +
2jgj2

E c � D1D
: (19)

Thisform correspondsto a two-channel1D problem (see

Ref.[18]),described by the coupled equations

E ’0 (z)= �
1

m

d2’0

dz2
+

h

Ua’0 (0)+
p
2g�’am1

i

�(z)

(20)

E ’
am
1 = D 1D ’

am
1 +

p
2g’0 (0)

for the open-and closed-channelcoe�cients ’ 0 (z) and

’am1 ,respectively.Thenon-resonantinteraction strength

Ua,thechannelcouplingg,and thedetuningD 1D willbe

further related to the 3D scattering param eters. Equa-

tion (12)with Ue� given by Eq.(19)can be obtained by

the elim ination ofthe closed channelfrom Eqs.(20).

The ratio ofthe �rstterm in the denom inatorofEq.

(17)totheotherterm sdoesnotexceed theorderofm ag-

nitude ofak2. Itcan be neglected whenevera < 1 and

k � 1,leading to an expression ofthe form ofEq.(19)

with

Ua =
4a

m a? �
; jgj

2 = 4!?
d+ C 0(ab0)2

m a? �
2

D 1D = 2!?
(1� C a)ab0+ d

a�
: (21)

For the case ofa relatively sm alldetuning, C 0jab0j �

j1� C aj,or

j�(B � B0 � �� !? =�)j� j
a? !?

a3D

�

1� C
a3D

a?

�

j;

(22)

the term s proportional to b0 in the param eter � can

be neglected. The param eters Ua and D 1D are ex-

pressed then by Eqs.(43) and (45) in Ref.[18],while

Eq.(44) therein willbe valid whenever d � a2b02,or

�2 (B � B0 � �� !? =�)
2
� a? !? j��=a 3D j.

Unlike Eqs.(43)-(45) in Ref.[18],the relations (21)

dem onstratea non-lineardependenceofallthreeparam -

eters Ua, g,and D 1D on the elastic scattering length,

detuning,and resonance strength. These relations sub-

stantially increase the applicability range ofthe 1D ap-

proxim ation,asisdem onstrated by Fig.1 using the ex-

am ple ofbinding energy E b = !? � E = 2!? x
2. The

param eter x here is the ratio ofa? to the bound state

axialsize. For the con�ned system it is determ ined as

a solution ofthe transcendentequation (see Eq.(55)in

Ref.[18])

ax2 + ab0+ d

x2 + b0
= � a

2
�

�
1

2
;x

2

�

;x > 0;: (23)

10-1 100 101

d

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

E
b/

(2
ω

⊥
)

FIG .1:Thebinding energy E b calculated asa function ofthe

dim ensionlessresonance strength d [see Eq.(16)]atthescat-

tering length resonance B = B 0 + !? =�,orb
0 = � d=a,with

the dim ensionless non-resonantinteraction strength a = 0:1.

Thesolid,dashed,and dot-dashed linespresent,respectively,

solutions ofthe exact equation (23),the 1D approxim ation

(24),and the open-channelm odel(25).

whilefortherelated 1D system itisevaluated asa solu-

tion ofthe cubic equation

�x
3 + ax

2 + [(1� C a)b0+ d=a]x + ab
0= 0: (24)

Thisequation determ inespolesofthe 1D T-m atrix (13)

with theinteraction strength (19)and theresonancepa-

ram etersgiven by Eq.(21).A sim ilarequation hasbeen

considered in Ref.[25].

Substitution of the resonant scattering length

a3D [1� �=(B � B0 � !? =�)],which takesinto account

the resonance shift by !? =� due to con�nem ent, into

the equationsofRef.[1],leadsto the following equation

forthe param eterx

ab0+ d

b0
= � a

2
�

�
1

2
;x

2

�

;x > 0;: (25)

This approxim ation,corresponding to a single-channel

con�ned problem with an energy-independent interac-

tion, is called here the \open-channelm odel". Figure

1 dem onstrates that this m odelis applicable to strong

resonancesonly.

Various approxim ations for the binding energy are

com pared in Fig. 2 for a strong resonance. The re-

sults dem onstrate good agreem entbetween solutions of

theexactequation (23),the1D approxim ation (24),and

the open-channelm odel(25) for B < B 0 + � + ! ? =�,

when a weak bound state exists. However,the open-

channelm odelpredictsanon-physicalsingularity atB =

B 0+ �+ ! ? =�.Higherabovetheresonancetheresultof

the open-channelm odeltendsto the energy ofthe deep

quasi-3D bound state. The latterstate isnotdescribed
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FIG .2: The binding energy E b calculated as a function of

theexternalm agnetic�eld forthe202 G resonancein K with

!? = 69� 2� K Hz.Thesolid line,pluses,and crossespresent,
respectively,solutionsofthe exactequation (23),the 1D ap-

proxim ation (24 ),and the open-channelm odel(25).

-0.20 -0.15 -0.10 -0.05 0.00 0.05
B-B0 (G)

10-2

10-1

100

101

102

103

104

105

E
b 

(K
H

z)

FIG .3: The binding energy E b calculated as a function of

the externalm agnetic �eld for the 543 G resonance in
6
Li

with !? = 200� 2� K Hz.The solid line,pluses,and crosses

present,respectively,solutionsoftheexactequation (23),the

1D approxim ation (24),and the open-channelm odel(25).

by the1D approxim ation.Theexactequation (23)gives

correctly both the deep and weak bound states.

The 1D approxim ation agrees to the exact equations

alsoin thecaseofaweakresonance(seeFig.3).However

the open-channelm odel,neglecting energy dependence

oftheinteraction strength,isapplicablein thiscaseonly

within a sm allintervalofB closeto B 0 + �+ ! ? =�.

The applicability range of the 1D approxim ation is

im proved because the approxim ation (15)has a rootat

� = 0:294,close to exactvalue of0.303 (cf.the value of

0.468 provided by two-term approxim ation used in Ref.

[18]). The accuracy ofthe binding energy dem onstrates

theapplicability ofthe1D approxim ation to theo�-shell

T-m atrix,which is im portantforapplicationsto m any-

body problem s (see also discussion in Ref.[26]). The

only criteria ofapplicability are a < 1 and E b � !? (or

E c � !? forcollisions).

Equation (17)can dem onstratean energy-dependence

ofthe form ofEq.(19) fora weak resonance,whenever

d � ab0,or

� � jB � B 0 � �� !? =�j (26)

and the term d=a in the denom inator ofEq.(17) can

be neglected. In this case the 1D param eters can be

estim ated as

Ua � 0;jgj2 �
4!?

C 0m a?
;D 1D � � 2!?

1� C a

C 0a
: (27)

They are independent of the Feshbach resonance pa-

ram eters. Therefore, in agreem ent with Ref. [1], a

con�nem ent-induced resonance can be interpreted as a

two-state Feshbach resonance even for non-resonant3D

scattering.Itisaconsequenceoftheapproxim ation (15).

Itshould benoted thattheclosed channelinvolvesin this

case a superposition ofalltransverse excitations. How-

ever,the detuning D 1D then substantially exceeds the

transverse frequency !? and the energy-dependence is

very weak in the quasi-1D regim e,wheneverthe energy

islessthen !? .

III. B O U N D STA T E C O M P O SIT IO N

The bound statesoftwo atom sin atom ic waveguides

aresuperpositionsoftheclosed and open channelsofthe

Feshbach resonance. The open-channelcom ponent is a

superposition ofalltransverse m odes. The size ofthe

closed-channelcom ponent is negligibly sm allcom pared

to a? ,thiscom ponentisnota�ected by the waveguide,

and doesnotneed an expansion in term softhetransverse

m odes.

For a bound state with energy E < !? allm om enta

pn,de�ned by Eq.(8),areim aginary and thesolution of

Eq.(6)hasthe form

~ n (q)=
C a

jpnj
2 + q2

: (28)

The probability to �nd the m olecule in the n-th trans-

verse m ode ofthe open channelcan then be expressed

as

W n =
�

2

jCaj
2

jpnj
3
: (29)

Equations(2)and (5)allow to relate the closed-channel

am plitude  m to the open-channelwavefunction as

 m =
V �
am

E � D3D

C a
p
2�a?

1X

n= 0

1Z

�1

~ n (q)dq: (30)
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Although thesum herediverges,therenorm alizationpro-

cedureofRef.[18]leadsto a �niteprobability to �nd the

m oleculein the closed channel

W c = j m j
2 =

�jC aj
2a2

?
��

2m a3D [E � �(B � B0 � �)]2
: (31)

The�nalresultscan beexpressed in term softhedim en-

sionlessparam eters(16)

W c

W 0

=
2dx3

a2 (x2 + b0)2
;

W e

W 0

= x
3
�

�
3

2
;x

2

�

� 1;(32)

where x isthe solution ofEq.(23),W e =
1P

n= 1

W n isthe

totalcontribution ofallexcited transversestates,and the

contributionsarenorm alized asW 0 + W e + W c = 1.An

approxim ateexpression,used in following calculations,

�

�
3

2
;x

2

�

�
1+ 2x2

x3

�

�

1�
x2

0:5+ 0:54884x+ 2:5636x2 + 0:12172x3 + 4x4

�

givesa relativeerroroflessthen 3� 10�4 .

Bound statesofthe related 1D system are superposi-

tionsofopen and closed channels,wheretheclosed chan-

nele�ectively incorporates contributions ofthe excited

transverse statesand the closed channelofthe con�ned

system . The two contributions can be respectively ex-

pressed as

W
1D
c = j’

am
1 j

2
; W

1D
o =

1Z

�1

j’0 (z)j
2
dz; (33)

wherethebound-statesolution ofEqs.(20)hastheform

’
am
1 =

p
2g’0 (0)

E � D1D
;’0 (z)= ’0 (0)exp

�

�
p
m E bjzj

�

:

(34)

The ratio ofthe contributionscan be expressed as

W 1D
c

W 1D
o

= 2x3
d+ C 0a2b02

a2 (x2 + b0)2
: (35)

A directevaluation dem onstratesthat

W c + W e

W 0

�
x! 0

W 1D
c

W 1D
o

,where�

�
3

2
;x

2

�

�
x! 0

x
�3 + �

�
3

2

�

:

(36)

Thecontributionsto thebound statesarepresented in

Fig.4 fortwo resonances:thestrong onein K with ad �

1:6 and the weak one in 6Liwith ad � 4:1� 10�4 . The

resultsdem onstrate thatW 1D
c � We + W c and W 1D

o �

W 0 with a good accuracy overa widerangeofparam eter

values.Theclosed channeland excited statesoftheopen

channelyield the dom inant contribution far below the

190 195 200 205
B (G)

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0
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nt
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ut
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ns

(a)

-0.20 -0.15 -0.10 -0.05 0.00 0.05
B-B0 (G)

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0
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nt
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ut
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ns

(b)

FIG .4: (coloronline)The contributionsofthe ground (dot-

dashed line)and excited (dashed line)statesoftheopen chan-

neland ofthe closed channel(solid line) to the weak bound

state calculated as a function ofthe externalm agnetic �eld.

Thedot-dot-dot-dashed and dotted linespresent,respectively,

contributionsoftheopen and closed channelsin the1D m odel.

The parts(a)and (b)are related,respectively,to the 202 G

resonance in K with !? = 69 � 2� K Hz and to the 543 G

resonance in
6
Liwith !? = 200� 2� K Hz. The dot-dashed

and dot-dot-dot-dashed linesalm ostcoincide in the part(b).

bound statethreshold atB = B 0 + �+ ! ? =�,whilethe

ground stateoftheopen channelbecom esdom inantnear

thethreshold.Forthestrong resonancethecontribution

ofthe closed channelin the con�ned system is always

sm all,and thebound stateconsistsm ostly oftheground

and excited states of the open channel. However, for

the weak resonancethe m ajorcontribution isyielded by

the closed channeland the ground state ofthe excited

channel. The closed channeland excited states ofthe

open channelyield sim ilar contributions far below the

bound state threshold for ad = m a2
3D
��=4 � 0:1. The

resonances with higher or lower values of the product

ad can becalled,respectively,asopen-channelorclosed-
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channeldom inated resonances,asin a case offree space

(see Refs.[12,13]).

IV . T H R EE-A T O M B O U N D STA T ES

Thepreviousresultsdem onstratethattwo atom swith

a resonant interaction in an atom ic waveguide can be

within a good accuracy considered as1D particleswith

a resonant interaction. Consider now a three-body 1D

problem for bosonic atom s. (The sam e approach has

been used in Ref.[23]fortheanalysisofthree-body scat-

tering.) A statevectorcan be represented in the form

j	 3i=

�Z

dzdzm ’
(3)

1
(z;zm )	̂

y
a (z)	̂

y
m (zm )

+
1
p
6

Z

d
3
z’

(3)

0
(z1;z2;z3)	̂

y
a (z1)	̂

y
a (z2)	̂

y
a (z3)

�

j0i(37)

asa superposition ofthe three-atom channel,described

by thecoe�cient’
(3)

0
(z1;z2;z3),and theatom -m olecule

channel (involving the closed-channel m olecules), de-

scribed by the coe�cient ’
(3)

1
(z;zm ). Here 	̂ y

a (z) and

	̂ y
m (zm ) are the creation operators for the atom and

closed-channel m olecule, respectively, and z, zm are

their coordinates. Substitution of Eq. (37) into the

Schr�odingerequation with the Ham iltonian (25)ofRef.

[18]leadsto the following coupled equations

E ’
(3)

0
(z1;z2;z3)=

�

�
1

2m

3X

j= 1

@2

@z2j
+ Ua[�(z1 � z2)

+ �(z2 � z3)+ �(z1 � z3)]

�

’
(3)

0
(z1;z2;z3)

+

r
2

3
g
�
�
’
(3)

1
(z1;z2)�(z2 � z3)

+ ’
(3)

1
(z2;z1)�(z1 � z3)+ ’

(3)

1
(z3;z1)�(z1 � z2)

�
(38)

E ’
(3)

1
(z;zm )=

�

�
1

2m

@2

@z2
�

1

4m

@2

@z2m
+ D 1D

�

’
(3)

1
(z;zm )

+
p
6g’

(3)

0
(z;zm ;zm )

The indistinguishability of the bosonic atom s leads to

the sym m etry of the wavefunction ’
(3)

0
(z1;z2;z3) over

perm utation ofthe atom iccoordinates.

Equations (38), as wellas the Ham iltonian, do not

contain term s describing collisions between the closed-

channelm olecule and the third atom . This assum ption

isjusti�ed since the atom sin the closed and open chan-

nels have di�erent hyper�ne states. It allows a sim ple

elim ination ofthe atom -m olecule channel. The analysis

ofthe rem aining three-atom channelattains a sim pler

form in the m om entum representation.Thecorrespond-

ing three-atom wavefunction

~’
(3)

0
(q1;q3;q3)= (2�)

�3=2

Z

d
3
qexp

0

@ � i

3X

j= 1

qjzj

1

A

-4 -2 0 2 4b1D

0

1

2

3

4

5

bi
nd

in
g 

en
er

gy

FIG . 5: The binding energy E b calculated as a function

of the dim ensionless detuning (see Eq. (42)). The solid,

dashed,and dot-dashed lines present the energies of three-

body bound states for the dim ensionless non-resonant inter-

action strengths u = 1;0, and -1, respectively. The corre-

sponding energiesofthetwo-body bound statesarepresented

by pluses,circles,and crosses,respectively.

� ’
(3)

0
(z1;z2;z3)(39)

obeysthe single-channelSchr�odingerequation

E ~’
(3)

0
(q1;q2;q3)=

1

2m

3X

j= 1

q
2

j ~’
(3)

0
(q1;q2;q3)

+
1

2�

3X

j= 1

Ue�

�

E �
1

2m
q
2

j �
1

4m
(Q � qj)

2

�

�

Z

d
3
q
0
�
�
q
0
j � qj

�
�(Q � Q

0)~’
(3)

0
(q01;q

0
2;q

0
3): (40)

Hereqj aretheatom icm om enta and Q = q1 + q2 + q3 is

thetotalm om entum .The interaction strength Ue� hap-

penstobethesam efunction [seeEq.(14)]asin two-body

problem .TheconventionalFaddeev reduction technique

(see Ref.[27]) leads for three-body bound states to the

hom ogeneousequation

X (q)=
m

�

Z

dq
0 1

m E � q02 � q0q� q2

� T1D

 

i

r

m jE j+
3

4
q02

!

X (q0); (41)

where E < 0 is the three-body bound state energy in

the center-of-m asssystem and the 1D transition m atrix

isgiven by Eq.(13).

Propertiesof1D system sdepend on two dim ensionless

param eters: the non-resonant interaction strength and

the detuning,respectively,

u = m
1=3

jgj
�2=3

Ua; b1D = m
�1=3

jgj
�4=3

D 1D : (42)
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Figure 5 presents the scaled binding energy �3 =

� m�1=3 jgj�4=3 E calculated by a num ericalsolution of

Eq.(41). A related problem with non-resonantinterac-

tionsonly,the Lieb-Liniger-M cG uirem odel[28,29],has

an exact solution. The binding energies for two- and

three-body bound statesin thatm odelare expressed as

�2 = � u2=2 and �3 = � 2u2,respectively,and therefore

�3 = 4�2. In the present resonant case �3 � 4�2 only

at large positive detunings. For large negative detun-

ings the two-body bound state contains m ostly the 1D

closed-channelcontribution,and the three-body bound

statehasa form ofthetwo-body statewith a third atom

weakly bounded to it.

C onclusions

Two atom s with a Feshbach resonant interaction in

an atom icwaveguidecan beapproxim ated by a 1D reso-

nantm odelatlow energiesand valuesofthenon-resonant

scattering length.In the caseofa strong resonancetwo-

atom bound states contain m ostly the contributions of

the open channel. The closed channelcontribution be-

com es dom inant in weak resonances,such that the 543

G resonance in 6Li. In the case oftriatom ic m olecules

a resonantinteraction leadsto propertiesdi�erentfrom

thosepredicted by the Lieb-Liniger-M cG uirem odel.
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