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We investigate ultracold collisions in a novel mixture of 6Li and 53Cr fermionic atoms, discovering
more than 50 interspecies Feshbach resonances via loss spectroscopy. Building a full coupled-channel
model, we unambiguously characterize the 6Li-53Cr scattering properties and yield predictions for
other isotopic pairs. In particular, we identify various Feshbach resonances that enable the controlled
tuning of elastic s- and p-wave 6Li-53Cr interactions. Our studies thus make lithium-chromium
mixtures emerge as optimally-suited platforms for the experimental search of elusive few- and many-
body regimes of highly-correlated fermionic matter, and for the realization of a new class of ultracold
polar molecules possessing both electric and magnetic dipole moments.

Strongly interacting mixtures of two different kinds of
fermionic particles [1–4] exhibit a plethora of few- and
many-body phenomena extending well beyond single-
component systems. In particular, this holds true for
ultracold mixtures of chemically different atomic species,
for which strong interactions, combined with a heavy-light
mass imbalance M/m, are predicted to promote a variety
of exotic regimes hard, or even impossible to attain with
their homonuclear counterparts. Notable examples are
exotic few-particle clusters [5–18] expected to develop for
peculiar mass asymmetries 8 .M/m . 14 [7–11], novel
types of impurity physics [19–22] and mediated quasi-
particle interactions [23–25], which promote the emer-
gence of elusive many-body states [26–29]. Moreover,
weakly-bound bosonic dimers created from a Fermi mix-
ture, thanks to their increased collisional stability [30, 31]
near an s-wave Feshbach resonance (FR) [32], represent
an unparalleled starting point to realize degenerate sam-
ples of ground-state polar molecules [33–38]. This has
stimulated the search for heteronuclear Fermi systems
with suitable Feshbach resonances, resulting in pioneer-
ing studies of the bi-alkali 6Li-40K combination [39–47],
and by more recent investigation of 40K-161Dy [48] and
6Li-173Yb [49] alkali-lanthanide mixtures.

Here, we explore ultracold collisions in a novel 6Li-
53Cr Fermi mixture of alkali and transition metal atoms,
which is uniquely interesting for two main reasons: First,
the peculiar chromium-lithium mass ratio, M/m ∼ 8.8,
is optimally-suited to unveil novel non-Efimovian few-
body states [7–11]. Notably, these are predicted to be
collisionally-stable, implying that their presence within a
many-particle system will not lead to a reduced lifetime
[8, 28, 31]. This may open the unparalleled possibility to
resonantly increase [8–10] non-perturbative, elastic few-
body effects, and to probe their impact at the many-body
level. Second, recent studies [50] predict LiCr ground-
state dimers to combine a large electric dipole moment
exceeding 3 Debye with a 5/2 electronic spin, making
Li-Cr mixtures appealing candidates to realize ultracold

polar, paramagnetic molecules. Yet, whether Li-Cr mix-
tures exhibit favorable scattering properties, crucial to
access these compelling scenarios, has been so far unpre-
dictable due to the complete lack of experimental input.

We positively answer this question by identifying vari-
ous s- and p-wave Feshbach resonances well-suited for the
controlled tuning of elastic Li-Cr interactions. Through
loss spectroscopy measurements [32] we reveal more than
50 isolated inter-species FRs, arranged in non-chaotic
patterns despite the dipolar nature and complex level
structure of fermionic 53Cr [51], reminiscent of 161Dy
[52] and 167Er [53]. We construct a full coupled-channel
model [32] able to unambiguously connect the observed
features to well-defined LiCr molecular states. We ex-
perimentally characterize one among such resonances,
finding excellent agreement with our model predictions.
We also find favorable scenarios for other isotopic pairs,
opening the route to future few- and many-body studies
with resonantly-interacting lithium-chromium mixtures.

By following procedures reported elsewhere [51, 54],
we produce ultracold samples of 6Li and 53Cr atoms in
a bichromatic optical dipole trap (BODT), formed by a
multi-mode infrared (IR) laser beam centered at 1073
nm [55], overlapped with a green beam at 532 nm, fo-
cused to a waist of 45 µm and 40 µm, respectively. The
lithium-to-chromium trap depth ratio set by the primary
IR source, of about 3, can be reduced by the green light,
that confines chromium and anti-confines lithium, allow-
ing to controllably adjust the Li and Cr populations,
densities, and temperature. To perform FR scans, we
employ ultracold mixtures at 10(1) µK, trapped in the
sole IR beam with negligible differential gravitational sag,
comprising about 105 Cr and 1.8 106 Li atoms, charac-
terized by Cr (Li) peak densities of 1011 cm−3 (2 1012

cm−3). Spin-state manipulation [54] allows us to ex-
plore different binary Li-Cr mixtures: lithium is prepared
in either of the two lowest Zeeman levels of the elec-
tronic and hyperfine ground-state manifold 2S1/2, |fLi =
1/2,mf,Li = ±1/2〉, hereafter labeled Li|1〉 and Li|2〉, re-

ar
X

iv
:2

20
3.

12
96

5v
2 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.q

ua
nt

-g
as

] 
 8

 N
ov

 2
02

2



2

0 30 60 90
0

1

p(-1)
p(0)p(1) p(-1)

p(1)

p(1) p(-1) p(0)

(a)

100 150 200 250
s s s d

0 30 60 90
0

1

p(-1)p(0) p(0)
p(1)
p(-1)

p(-1) p(1) p(0)

(b)

300 500
s sd d d

d
d

14641467
s

0 200 400 600 800
0

1

d d d d

(c)

14121415
s

0 30 60 90
0

1

p(0) p(1) p(-1) p(-1) p(1)

(d)

300 500
d d d

1460 1463
s

53
Cr

 fr
ac

tio
n

Magnetic field (G)
FIG. 1. Overview of 6Li-53Cr loss spectra. The remaining Cr
number, normalized to its background value, recorded after an
interaction time tH with lithium, is plotted as a function of the
magnetic field for four different combinations: (a) Li|2〉-Cr|3〉,
Mf = −3; (b) Li|2〉-Cr|2〉, Mf = −4; (c) Li|1〉-Cr|1〉, Mf =
−4; (d) Li|2〉-Cr|1〉, Mf = −5. Each point is the average
of at least four independent measurements. tH =4 s for all
but the (c) panel, where tH =5 s. Features that our model
links to s-, p- and d-wave molecular levels are colored blue,
orange and green, respectively. Numbers in brackets indicate
the assigned ml.

spectively [56]. Chromium, initially produced in the low-
est hyperfine and Zeeman level |fCr =9/2,mf,Cr =−9/2〉
of its electronic ground state 7S3 [51] (hereafter denoted
Cr|1〉), can be also transferred to the two higher-lying
Zeeman states of the fCr = 9/2 manifold, labeled Cr|2〉
and Cr|3〉, respectively. We explore all six Li|i〉-Cr|j〉
mixtures with i = 1, 2 and j = 1, 2, 3, each being char-
acterized by the total spin projection quantum num-
ber, Mf = mf,Li + mf,Cr = −i + j − 4, thus spanning
−5≤Mf ≤−2.

We perform loss spectroscopy through magnetic-field
scans with typical step size of 60 mG. We keep the sample
at a variable field for a fixed time tH , and then monitor
the remaining atoms via spin-selective absorption imag-
ing [54]. FRs are identified by enhanced atom losses, in-
duced by different processes depending on the spin com-
bination investigated [32]. Any Li|i〉-Cr|j〉 mixture but
the lowest-energy one, i=j=1, may undergo two-body
losses. Inelastic spin-exchange occurs whenever the ini-
tial atom pair is coupled to an energetically lower channel
with equal Mf and orbital partial wave l. Such process
does not affect excited spin combinations with either Li
or Cr in the ground state (i or j=1). Weaker dipolar
relaxation processes are enabled by spin-dipole coupling
[32] for any excited mixture, that can decay to lower-lying
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FIG. 2. Temperature dependence of atom loss at two
low-field FRs of Li|2〉-Cr|1〉. (a) The remaining Cr fraction,
recorded after tH=4 s with a Li sample at 5 µK, is plotted as
a function of the magnetic field. (b) Same as panel (a) but for
24 µK. Each data point is the average of three independent
measurements. Lines are best fits to the model of Ref. [62]
for p-wave collisions.

states with different Mf or l, provided that ∆l = 0,±2
and Mf + ml is conserved, ml being the projection of l
along the magnetic-field quantization axis [42]. Three-
body recombination processes affect any mixture. While
these can in principle involve either two light and one
heavy atom or vice versa, only the former case is rele-
vant here, given our Li-Cr density imbalance.

Figure 1 provides an overview of FR scans for four of
the six Li-Cr combinations explored herein, from which
important insights can be gained. None of the mixtures
exhibits a dense FR spectrum, in contrast with mixtures
of alkalis and Er or Dy lanthanides [48, 57]. Similarly
to bi-alkali systems, see e.g. Ref. [39], none of the loss
peaks is due to, or overlapped with, Cr-Cr or Li-Li res-
onances. Additionally, nearly-coincident FR locations
found among different spectra, both for mixtures with
equalMf values (see Fig. 1(b) and (c)), and unequal ones,
suggest that relatively few molecular states, split into dif-
ferent hyperfine levels, suffice to explain our observation.
Finally, while few, sparse and narrow features character-
ize the high-field spectral regions above 150 G, each scan
but the Li|1〉-Cr|1〉 one exhibits more complex patterns
below 150 G, with strong loss peaks arranged in doublet
or triplet structures, see e.g. Fig. 1(b). This suggests
that three-body losses are overcome by two-body ones in
such field region, and that the observed FRs likely occur
in l > 0 partial waves, split by magnetic dipole-dipole
interaction [58, 59] and possibly other couplings [60].

This intuition is supported by additional loss data,
recorded near two low-field Li|2〉-Cr|1〉 FRs on low-
density samples that were prepared at 5 µK and 24 µK,
shown in Fig. 2(a) and (b), respectively. Both features
are highly asymmetric and they sensitively widen for in-
creasing temperature, a behavior typical of l > 0-wave
FRs [58, 59, 61]. Without aiming at a quantitative line-
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shape analysis, we remark that our data are well repro-
duced (see solid lines in Fig. 2) by a simple model [62]
that assumes l=1 collisions and solely accounts for two-
body processes [63]. Another peculiarity of Fig. 2 spec-
tra, common to other features in Fig. 1, is their thermal
tail [58, 59, 61] oriented towards lower fields. This im-
plies that such FRs originate from “anomalous” molecu-
lar levels that lay slightly above the atomic threshold at
zero field and cross it with negative differential magnetic
moments.

We now move to quantitatively analyze our spectro-
scopic data building a full coupled-channel model [32].
This accounts for the atomic hyperfine and Zeeman en-
ergies [64, 65], defining the asymptotic collision thresh-
olds. The electrostatic interaction is represented by adia-
batic Born-Oppenheimer potentials of sextet X6Σ+ and
octet a8Σ+ symmetry, where S = 5/2 and 7/2 denote
the total electron spin of LiCr dimers. Such potentials,
correlating at long range with the well-known analyti-
cal form [32] comprising a multipolar expansion plus the
exchange potential, are parametrized in terms of sextet
a6 and octet a8 s-wave scattering lengths, respectively.
Besides this strong isotropic interaction, both l- and Mf -
conserving, we also account for weaker anisotropic cou-
plings originating from the long-range magnetic spin and
short-range second-order spin-orbit interactions. These
terms can couple different partial waves and hyperfine
states, with the selection rules discussed above for dipo-
lar relaxation processes [32, 66].

Starting from the ab-initio data and long-range po-
tential parameters of Ref. [67], we optimize the initially
unknown values of a6 and a8, and of the dispersion
coefficients C6 and C8, using least-square iterations by
comparison with the experimental data. By tentatively
identifying the isolated loss peaks above 1 kG as spin-
exchange s-wave FRs associated with S = 5/2 rotation-
less (lr=0) molecular states, the sextet scattering length
is strongly constrained to a6 = 15.5 a0. This also repro-
duces several other features at lower field, assigned to
lr = 2 states of the S = 5/2 potential, thus confirming
the hypothesis. A strong constraint on a8 is instead pro-
vided by the peculiar low-field patterns, characterized by
irregularly-spaced triplets and several “anomalous”FRs
(see Fig. 2). A global least-square fit to the observed
FRs yields the best-fit parameters a6 =15.46(15) a0, a8 =
41.48(2) a0, C6 = 922(6) a.u., and C8 = 9.8(5) 104 a.u.,
where errors represent one standard deviation obtained
from the fit covariance matrix. We remark that our a8
value agrees well with recent ab initio estimates [50].

Our quantum collisional model accurately reproduces
the experimental findings, as shown in Table I for a sub-
set of 20 FRs. Besides the magnetic field location, we
provide the relevant quantum numbers for both the en-
trance channel and molecular state, together with the
associated resonance parameters: background scattering

length a
(0)
bg (or volume a

(1)
bg ), magnetic width ∆el, and

i, j, l,ml Bexp B0 Sr, lr a
(l)
bg ∆el δµ

(G) (G) (a2l+1
0 ) (G) (µB)

1, 1, 0, 0 204.6 204.7 5/2, 2 41.3 7.0 10−3 3.7

1, 1, 0, 0 477.6 478.1 5/2, 2 41.5 1.8 10−3 2.0

1, 1, 0, 0 501.0 501.9 5/2, 2 41.5 3.8 10−4 2.0

1, 1, 0, 0 687.4 687.1 5/2, 0 41.5 2.3 10−4 4.0

1, 1, 0, 0 1414.0 1414.1 5/2, 0 41.5 0.47 2.0

2, 1, 1, 0 3.05 2.3 7/2, 1 −1.6 105 −3.70 −0.56

2, 1, 1, 1 21.1 20.9 7/2, 1 8.2 103 119 −0.28

2, 1, 1,−1 24.2 24.2 7/2, 1 2.5 104 37.8 −0.24

2, 1, 1,−1 54.3 54.8 7/2, 1 1.4 105 −4.56 0.27

2, 1, 1, 1 55.6 56.1 7/2, 1 −1.1 105 5.08 0.31

2, 1, 0, 0 225.7 225.8 5/2, 2 41.3 7.4 10−3 3.8

2, 1, 0, 0 457.0 456.7 5/2, 2 41.5 3.6 10−4 2.0

2, 1, 0, 0 531.4 531.8 5/2, 2 41.5 2.3 10−4 2.0

2, 1, 0, 0 1461.2 1461.2 5/2, 0 41.5 0.48 2.0

1, 2, 0, 0 65.0 65.9 7/2, 0 39.5 6.6 10−3 3.1

1, 2, 0, 0 135.7 135.7 5/2, 2 40.8 3.7 10−5 5.0

1, 2, 0, 0 139.5 140.4 7/2, 0 40.8 1.9 10−3 3.0

1, 2, 0, 0 483.5 484.2 5/2, 2 41.5 1.7 10−2 2.0

1, 2, 0, 0 1418.1 1417.9 5/2, 0 41.5 0.47 2.0

TABLE I. Selection of 6Li-53Cr Feshbach resonances immune
to inelastic spin-exchange decay. Experimental Bexp and
theoretical B0 locations are compared for Li-Cr (i, j) chan-
nels. Bexp are obtained from the zeroes of the numerically-
computed first derivative of loss data. A conservative 200
mG uncertainty combines our 10 mG field stability over 4
s with day-by-day field drift and systematic errors. For in-
coming s-wave (p-wave) FRs, background scattering lengths

a
(0)
bg (volumes a

(1)
bg ) and magnetic widths ∆el are computed

in the zero-energy limit (at collision energy E/kB = 10µK).
Coupled s- and d-waves (p-wave only) are included for s-wave
(p-wave) resonances. The differential magnetic moment δµ,
the electron spin Sr, and the rotational angular momentum
lr of the molecular state are also listed. Additional data are
reported in [66].

magnetic moment δµ of the molecular state relative to
the atomic threshold. The low-field spectral region is en-
tirely dominated by p-wave FRs, featuring ml splittings
much larger than those found in alkali systems [58–60],
owing to the increased role of spin-spin dipole coupling
in Li-Cr mixtures and to the coincidentally small rela-
tive magnetic moment of the molecular states involved.
In particular, we highlight the presence in Li|2〉-Cr|1〉 of
a strong p-wave FR with ml = −1, centered around 24
G and essentially immune to two-body losses [66], well-
suited to investigate p-wave resonant Fermi mixtures [68].

We also identify various s-wave FRs in different spin-
combinations, including the absolute Li-Cr ground state.
Owing to the relatively small values of a6 and a8 [32],
similarly to the Li-K case [39, 42], these features are
generally narrow. In particular, our model connects all
FRs observed above 1400 G to lr = 0 molecular levels
of X6Σ+ potentials, predicting negligible two-body loss
rates, magnetic-field widths ∆el ∼0.5 G, and associated
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FIG. 3. Inelastic and elastic scattering at a Li|2〉-Cr|1〉 s-
wave FR. (a) Magnetic-field dependence of the remaining Cr
fraction (blue circles, left axis) and final Li temperature (red
squares, right axis), recorded on a mixture at 2 µK after 150
ms interaction time. Each data point is the average of at
least three independent measurements. The loss peak corre-
sponds to a 1/e lifetime of 40(3) ms. (b) Field dependence of
the collision-induced damping rate Γ of a Li cloud at 2 µK,
sloshing along the weak axis of the BODT in the presence
of a Cr cloud at rest. Experimentally determined normalized
Γ/Γbg is compared with the thermally-averaged elastic scat-
tering rate given by our model (solid line). Error bars account
for the statistical error of the fit of the oscillation data to a
damped sinusoidal function. The shaded area marks panel (a)
boundaries. For both panels the field uncertainty is 5 mG.

effective-range parameters [32, 44] of a few 1000 a0.

We test these expectations by inspecting inelastic and
elastic properties of the FR located at 1461 G occurring
in the Li|2〉-Cr|1〉 channel. Fig. 3(a) shows a 10 mG-
resolution loss scan, performed with a mixture initially
produced at 2 µK, comprising about 5 105 Li and 105 Cr
atoms, respectively, and characterized by a Li (Cr) peak
density of about 4 1012 cm−3 (1012 cm−3). Through a 30
ms-long linear ramp, the magnetic field is lowered from
1464 G to the final value, where the sample is held for
150 ms. The observed loss feature, shown in Fig. 3(a)
for the Cr component (blue circles), is strongly asym-
metric, as expected for narrow FRs [69]. Contrarily to
the low-field FRs of Fig. 2, here we find a lithium-to-
chromium loss ratio consistent with 2 within experimen-
tal uncertainty. This points to Li-Li-Cr three-body pro-
cesses that overcome two-body ones, in agreement with
our model expectation of a small dipolar relaxation rate
K2 < 10−14 cm3/s at 2 µK. Concurrently, we observe a
sizable temperature increase of the Li cloud (red squares
in Fig. 3(a)), pointing to anti-evaporation dynamics due
to recombination processes [32].

Additionally, we investigate the magnetic-field depen-
dence of the Li-Cr elastic scattering across this FR. By
means of experimental protocols identical to those of
Ref. [42], we monitor the damping of the sloshing mo-

tion of a lithium cloud of about 5 104 atoms, along the
weak axis of our BODT, induced by interspecies colli-
sions with about 105 Cr atoms prepared at 2 µK [54].
A species-selective optical excitation [42] initiates slosh-
ing of the Li component while negligibly affecting the Cr
one. For each field, we trace the Li center-of-mass os-
cillations, which are fit to a damped sinusoidal function
to extract the damping rate Γ. For weak interactions,
with only few scattering events per oscillation period, Γ
is directly proportional to the elastic scattering rate [42].
Fig. 3(b) shows the experimentally-determined Γ, nor-
malized to the background value Γbg measured far from
the resonant region (circles), together with the thermally-
averaged elastic scattering rate obtained from our colli-
sional model (solid line). The remarkable agreement be-
tween experimental and theoretical data further demon-
strates the accuracy of our theory, confirming the model
expectation of ∆el∼0.5 G.

Finally, we exploit our quantum collisional model to
inspect the scattering properties of other isotopic pairs.
Specifically, we focus on the Fermi-Bose mixtures 6Li-
52Cr and 7Li-53Cr, obtained by replacing fermionic Cr
and Li with their most abundant bosonic isotopes, re-
spectively. Within the Born-Oppenheimer approxima-
tion, this can be achieved by simply changing the re-
duced mass in the Hamiltonian, although the result de-
pends upon the actual number of vibrational states N6

and N8 of the sextet and octet potentials, which bear
an uncertainty of a few units [66]. Setting them to the
nominal values employed in our fit [67], for the 6Li-
52Cr combination we obtain a6−526 = 19.88(13)a0 and
a6−528 = 42.83(2)a0, finding a few ∼100 mG wide reso-
nances at fields of a few hundred Gauss. Since the re-
duced mass and, correspondingly, the potential param-
eters of such isotopic pair are very similar to the 6Li-
53Cr ones, our predictions are only weakly affected by
the actual N6 and N8 values [66]. The same proce-
dure, applied to 7Li-53Cr, yields a7−536 = 38.20(14)a0
and a7−538 = 51.53(3)a0, respectively. Thanks to the
complex hyperfine structure of 53Cr, this isotopic pair
exhibits richer FR spectra, and a few-Gauss wide reso-
nances below 500 G, although the increased sensitivity of
the mass-scaled parameters of 7Li-53Cr upon N6,8 varia-
tions enhances our systematic uncertainty [66].

In conclusion, we thoroughly investigated the colli-
sional properties of a novel 6Li-53Cr ultracold Fermi mix-
ture. All Li-Cr isotopic pairs, characterized by isolated
and non-chaotic FRs linked to molecular states with well-
defined quantum numbers, combine the simplicity of bi-
alkali systems with richer molecular structures as those of
alkali-lanthanide mixtures [48, 49, 57, 70]. Several strong
and isolated features, already identified, with widths ex-
ceeding a few 100 mG, provide an optimal starting point
to form (bosonic or fermionic) Feshbach dimers. These
could be then transferred via coherent optical schemes to
the ground states of the X6Σ+ and a8Σ+ potentials, both
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predicted [50] to feature sizable electric and magnetic
dipole moments, thus making Li-Cr a competing system
to realize ultracold paramagnetic polar molecules. The s-
wave FRs in 6Li-53Cr (and 7Li-53Cr), with character sim-
ilar to Li-K ones [39, 42] but immune to two-body losses,
together with an increased mass ratio, provide an unpar-
alleled opportunity to investigate novel non-Efimovian
few-body physics [9–13]. The presence of s- and p-wave
FRs, featuring lifetimes of several tens of ms in the reso-
nant region, makes lithium-chromium promising also for
future many-body studies.
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[70] V. Barbé, A. Ciamei, B. Pasquiou, L. Reichsöllner,
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EXTRACTION OF RESONANCE PARAMETERS IN OUR COLLISIONAL MODEL

In order to summarize information from numerical calculations, resonances can be parametrized in terms of few
characteristic quantities. Our starting point is the expression of the generalized energy-dependent scattering length
for l-wave collisions a(l). It can be shown that the latter quantity in the presence of a series of overlapping inelastic
resonances, can always be expressed in the intuitive form [71]

a(l) = a
(l)
bg +

∑
k

pk
B −B0,k − iγB,k/2

, (S.1)

with γB,k the inelastic magnetic width and pk the pole strength of resonance k. The latter can in turn be used in order

to define the elastic magnetic width ∆el,k according to pk = −a(l)bg,k∆el,k, where a
(l)
bg,k = a

(l)
bg(B0,k). In the presence

of direct (i.e. non-resonant) inelastic scattering, the background scattering length, the pole strength and the elastic
magnetic width are all complex quantities. Reference [71] outlines a sophisticate numerical procedure to extract such
lineshape parameters.

Owing to the inverted hyperfine structure of 53Cr, all hyperfine combinations considered in Table 1 of the main
text are stable under spin-exchange collisions and only decay by weaker anisotropic spin interactions. In this weak-

inelasticity scenario, one can neglect the imaginary parts of a
(l)
bg and pk, and the theory of Ref. [71] reduces to the one

of Ref. [42]. Following the formalism described in the latter reference, we characterize isolated resonances in s-wave
collisions in terms of two experimentally relevant real parameters, the elastic ∆el and the inelastic γB magnetic width,
evaluated in the zero-energy limit. The quantity γB concurs to the magnetic-field dependence of the complex-valued
s-wave scattering length a = α − iβ (we have put by notational simplicity a = a(0)), with real and imaginary parts
given respectively by :

α = abg − ares
γB(B −B0)

(B −B0)2 + (γB/2)2
, (S.2)

β = 2ares
(γB/2)2

(B −B0)2 + (γB/2)2
, (S.3)

where ares = abg∆el/γB . Correspondingly, the elastic and inelastic scattering cross sections can be written exactly as
[72]:

σel = 4π|a|2 1

1 + k2|a|2 + 2kβ
, (S.4)

σin =
4πβ

k

1

1 + k2|a|2 + 2kβ
. (S.5)

From σin, one can also determine the inelastic rate coefficient k2 = vσin for two particles with relative velocity
v = ~k/mred. Note from Eq. (S.5) that the maximum of the inelastic collision rate k2,max evaluated at the resonance
pole for zero collision energy is related to the magnetic width via γB = 4habg∆el/(mredk2,max), with mred the Li-Cr
reduced mass.



2

From Eq. (S.2), one can easily verify that α reaches its maximum and minimum values, abg(1±∆el/γB) ∼ ±ares,
respectively, at magnetic field detunings of ∓γB/2. As such, for γB � ∆el, the elastic scattering can be widely tuned
across the resonance. Under these conditions, the elastic width ∆el represents the difference between the magnetic-
field locations (∆el±

√
∆2

el − γ2B)/2 where α vanishes. To very good approximation one zero is close to B0, the other
is close to ∆el. Also, in spite of the fact that the inelastic rate on resonance becomes very large as k2,max ∝ γ−1B , a
magnetic field region exists where one can control the elastic part of the scattering length without introducing large
losses.

i, j, l,ml B0 γB

(G) (µG)

1, 1, 0, 0 204.7 0

1, 1, 0, 0 478.1 0

1, 1, 0, 0 501.9 0

1, 1, 0, 0 687.1 0

1, 1, 0, 0 1414.1 0

2, 1, 1, 0 2.3 −3.6× 102

2, 1, 1, 1 20.9 −1.65× 103

2, 1, 1,−1 24.2 ∼ 0

2, 1, 1,−1 54.8 ∼ 0

2, 1, 1, 1 56.1 1.5× 102

2, 1, 0, 0 225.8 39

2, 1, 0, 0 456.7 52

2, 1, 0, 0 531.8 8.9× 104

2, 1, 0, 0 1461.2 4.3× 10−2

1, 2, 0, 0 65.9 5.2

1, 2, 0, 0 135.7 24

1, 2, 0, 0 140.4 67

1, 2, 0, 0 484.2 6.8× 102

1, 2, 0, 0 1417.9 80

TABLE S1. Magnetic width γB for the Feshbach resonances in Table 1 of the main text with incoming channel (i, j) and
partial wave (l,ml). The field B0 denotes the theoretical resonance position. Only p-wave collisions are included for incoming
angular momentum l = 1, coupled s and d-waves for l = 0.

The extraction of the resonance parameters for p-wave collisions is more involved, since the background contribution
to scattering in our system turns out to vary rapidly with B and a few Li-Cr resonances are found to be overlapping.
We thus adopt the formalism developed in Ref. [71], that allows one to extract resonances parameters without the
need of fitting a lineshape to the numerical data.

An important, often overlooked, point is that in the presence of non-negligible long-range spin-spin interactions the
scattering volume a(1) does not exist in the zero-energy limit [73]. Even not taking the E → 0 limit, we find that at

typical ultracold temperatures a
(1)
bg strongly increases with decreasing energy. Since the pole strength pk only weakly

depends on energy, the magnetic width will tend to zero in the zero-energy limit i.e at zero energy the scattering
volume is not magnetically tunable. Different ways exist in order to obtain a finite width in this pathological situation.
In the present paper we only work with the energy-dependent generalized scattering length a(1)(B,E), evaluated at
typical experimental temperatures, which is a finite quantity amenable of the pole decomposition Eq. (S.1). As
alternative methods in the spirit of Ref. [59], one could either subtract the singular zero-energy contribution from the
total scattering phase or set artificially to zero the long-range part of the interaction in the entrance channel.

Which procedure is to be preferred depends on the information needed from two-body theory. The approach
followed herein has the advantage of directly providing the energy-dependent scattering length needed, for instance,
in multipolar isotropic or anisotropic pseudopotentials [74]. If, on the converse, one chooses to cancel in one way or the
other the effect of the spin-spin interaction, the resulting scattering amplitude might be used in many-body models
as a tunable short-range (or contact) interaction. However, in this latter case the spin-spin coupling must then be
taken into account at the many-body level, as customarily done, for instance, in the theory of dipolar Bose-Einstein
condensates.

Table S1 provides the inelastic parameter γB , extracted from our model following the procedure discussed above,



3

FIG. S1. Upper panel : the real part of the energy-dependent p-wave scattering volume for Li|2〉-Cr|1〉 collisions for the triplet
components MF = −6,−5,−4. Calculation is performed at a finite collision energy E/kB = 5µK. Two mirror-image triplet
patterns are visible with an extra resonance near 45 G arising from an additional perturbing state. Lower panel : energies of
the corresponding resonant molecular states with quantum number MF below the Li|2〉-Cr|1〉 atomic threshold, fixed as zero
energy. Pairs of resonances are induced for each MF by the same molecular level crossing twice the atomic threshold first with
negative, then with positive relative magnetic moment. In the absence of anisotropic spin dipolar and second-order spin-orbit
interactions the three components would be degenerate and reduce to the dashed lines in both panels.

for the subset of selected FRs listed in Table 1 of the main text. Note that the width γB does not need to be a
positive quantity, the only constraint imposed by unitarity of the scattering matrix being a non-negative imaginary
part of a(l). As expected, the features occurring in the absolute ground state of the mixture, Li|1〉-Cr|1〉, are immune
to two-body decay processes. Additionally, we remark that also p-wave resonances with ml = −1 occurring in the
Li|2〉-Cr|1〉 combination exhibit a vanishing γB . This owes to the fact that such a combination features Mf = −5, and
thus for these resonances Mf + ml = −6. Given that the only channel available at lower energy has Mf = −4, and
that here only p-wave collisions are included, such FRs have no available inelastic channels conserving MF =Mf +ml.
Indeed, if l = 3 partial waves, i.e. f -wave, are accounted for in the calculation finite dipolar relaxation rate are
enabled. Even in this case, however, the associated two-body loss rate remains at the 10−15 cm3/s level at ultralow
temperatures. Such slow atom-loss rate, along with large magnetic-field widths (see Table 1 in the main text), makes
these features very appealing for the investigation of few- and many-body phenomena with p-wave Feshbach resonant
Fermi mixtures.

Finally, note that the γB/∆el ratio strongly drops for FR features occurring at higher fields in both Li|1〉-Cr|2〉
and Li|2〉-Cr|1〉 spin combinations. For instance, for the s-wave resonance occurring in Li|2〉-Cr|1〉 collisions at 1461
G, and investigated in detail in Fig. 3 of our paper, exhibits γB = 4.3 × 10−2 µG, and correspondingly a finite but
negligibly small two-body loss rate coefficient. As such, the associated ares parameter exceeds a few 108a0, a value
about two orders of magnitude higher than the Li-K FR investigated in Ref. [42], for which γB = 14 µG.
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ORIGIN OF LOW-FIELD RESONANCE PATTERNS

The FR spectra at low magnetic fields (below 100 G), observed in the Li|2〉-Cr|1〉, Li|2〉-Cr|2〉 and Li|2〉-Cr|3〉
hyperfine combinations (see Fig. 1 in the main text), present a peculiar pattern comprising a first low-field p-wave
triplet of “anomalous” resonances (bound state crossing the atomic threshold from above with increasing B) below
30 G, accompanied by a second “standard” (bound state crossing the atomic threshold from below with increasing B)
resonance triplet, located at higher fields. On top of these six features, the low-field pattern may include additional
peaks, depending on the specific collision channel.

The origin of the main six-resonance pattern is illustrated in Fig. S1 with reference to the Li|2〉-Cr|1〉 combination.
For p-wave collisions l = 1,ml = 0,±1 and the three projections −4,−5,−6 of the exactly conserved quantum number
MF must be accounted for. Let us first turn artificially to zero all relativistic interactions, such that the potential
is fully isotropic. With reference to the lower panel (dashed line), one can observe a unique molecular level crossing
the atomic threshold first with negative, then with positive relative magnetic moment, with relatively small values
∼±0.5µB . The upper panel (dashed line) shows the real part of the energy-dependent scattering volume, that near
the location where the bound state crosses threshold is tuned to large positive and negative values.

In the presence of anisotropic interactions, degeneracy is lost and the single molecular level splits into the three
components, shown as solid lines in Fig. S1, in turn giving rise to a resonance pattern composed by a pair of triplet
peaks, symmetrically occurring, relative to the center of the pattern. Note that in general at low fields the splitting is
non perturbative and one does not expect the two resonances for ml = ±1 collisions to occur at the same location, as
already documented for alkalis [75], albeit in a less spectacular way. Given its high sensitivity to small perturbations,
this fragile pattern represents an ideal testing ground for ab-initio quantum chemistry calculations.

FORM OF THE ISOTROPIC AND ANISOTROPIC POTENTIALS

We first recall that the isotropic interaction in our model is built by smoothly matching the ab-initio 6Σ+ and 8Σ+

molecular potentials of Ref. [67] to the typical long-range analytical form VLR(R) [32], comprising the dispersion and
the exchange interactions and given by:

VLR(R) = −C6

R6
− C8

R8
∓ARνe−βR. (S.6)

As for the singlet and triplet potentials of bi-alkalis, the minus (plus) sign, with A>0, refers to the deeper sextet
(shallower octet) Li-Cr potential. The amplitude A, and the constants ν and β, solely depend on the properties of
separated atoms. The fit only weakly constrains the exchange-potential parameters, that are thus kept fixed to the
nominal values given in Ref. [67].

The connection between the short-range ab-initio and the long-range form Eq. (S.6) is performed near the largest
distance 14 ∼ a0 at which the Li-Cr quantum chemistry data are available [67]. Details of the matching procedure
are largely immaterial. In fact, for an isotropic model, the scattering properties are fully determined once the s-wave
scattering lengths or, equivalently, the quantum defects of the adiabatic potentials 6,8Σ+ are known, along with the
leading dispersion coefficient C6 and, to a lesser extent, C8 [76].

In addition to the isotropic potentials, we find that accounting for anisotropic interactions is essential to quantita-
tively interpret the observed FR spectra. The magnetic dipolar interaction is included in its standard asymptotic form
[77]. The second-order spin-orbit (SSO) interaction is a correction to the intermolecular potential arising from indirect
spin-orbit coupling through energetically distant electronic states [77]. This coupling only occurs when the electronic
clouds of the atoms significantly overlap, and decreases rapidly with the interatomic distance. To our knowledge no
information from quantum chemistry is known to date about the SSO interaction in Li-Cr. For heavy alkalis, the
radial dependence of the SSO has been modeled as a biexponential, the sum of two exponential functions of different
range and amplitude [78]. In the absence of any information, we choose here to use a simpler single exponential
form as in early studies [77]. In general, it can be shown that for Σ states the second-order spin-orbit Hamiltonian
presents the same spin structure as the usual spin-spin interaction. Our model SSO for two atoms separated by a
vector distance R reads therefore :

VSO = −Cα2e−B(R−RS)
[
sLi · sCr − 3(sLi · R̂)(sCr · R̂)

]
, (S.7)

where α is the fine structure constant. We fix range parameters B = 0.83 a−10 and RS = 10 a0 of the same order as
for alkali dimers [77, 78]. For the purposes of the present work, we do not expect their precise values to be of critical
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i, j, l,ml;MF Bexp B0 Sr, lr δµ

(G) (G) (µB)

2, 2, 1,−1;−5 0.73 0.64 7/2, 1

2, 2, 1, 0;−4 1.95 1.81 7/2, 1

2, 2, 1, 0;−4 12.87 13.05 7/2, 1

2, 2, 1, 1;−3 15.45 16.09 7/2, 1

2, 2, 1,−1;−5 21.10 22.41 7/2, 1

2, 2, 1,−1;−5 62.80 62.64 7/2, 1

2, 2, 1, 1;−3 64.85 62.61 7/2, 1

2, 2, 1, 0;−4 80.94 81.22 7/2, 1

2, 2, 0, 0;−4 167.80 168.58 7/2, 0 3.1

2, 2, 0, 0;−4 244.19 244.24 5/2, 2 3.7

2, 2, 0, 0;−4 361.93 363.15 7/2, 0 1.9

2, 2, 0, 0;−4 437.97 438.98 5/2, 2 1.9

2, 2, 0, 0;−4 455.93 455.45 5/2, 2 2.0

2, 2, 0, 0;−4 469.5 470.32 5/2, 2 2.0

2, 2, 0, 0;−4 535.37 535.91 5/2, 2 2.0

2, 2, 0, 0;−4 1465.30 1464.70 5/2, 0 2.0

2, 3, 1,−1;−4 0.61 0.64 7/2, 1

2, 3, 1, 0;−3 1.56 1.54 7/2, 1

2, 3, 1, 1;−2 12.17 12.31 7/2, 1

2, 3, 1,−1;−4 19.81 20.38 7/2, 1

2, 3, 1, 1;−2 21.62 7/2, 1

31.42 7/2, 1

2, 3, 1, 1;−2 31.57 31.53 7/2, 1

31.79 7/2, 1

2, 3, 1, 1;−2 51.47 50.31 7/2, 1

2, 3, 1,−1;−4 54.84 54.24 7/2, 1

2, 3, 1, 0;−3 63.37 62.58 7/2, 1

2, 3, 0, 0;−3 105.75 106.38 7/2, 0 3.7

2, 3, 0, 0;−3 200.88 201.53 7/2, 0 3.2

2, 3, 0, 0;−3 222.20 222.81 7/2, 0 3.3

2, 3, 0, 0;−3 266.99 266.99 5/2, 2 3.7

1, 3, 0, 0;−2 194.14 194.82 7/2, 0 3.2

TABLE S2. Survey of the Feshbach resonances used to optimize our model, in addition to the ones presented in the main
text.

importance. Eq. (S.7) can also describe a varying direct spin-spin coupling constant due to electron screening. The
overall amplitude is adjusted to give the best theory-experiment agreement, with best-fit value C = 1.41× 10−4 a.u..
Note that the SSO contribution is of opposite sign as compared to the magnetic spin interaction. The SSO is mostly
important to model the low-field p-wave multiplet splittings, where it provides about 15% of the total correction to
the binding energy due to anisotropic interactions. Given the small value of the relative magnetic moments, this can
translate into a large magnetic-field shift.

ADDITIONAL DATA FOR THEORY-EXPERIMENT COMPARISON

We reproduce in Table S2 the additional Feshbach resonance data we employed to optimize the collision model. Note
that channels where neither particle is in the ground state are not immune under spin-exchange collisions. Moreover,
the number of outgoing inelastic channels tends to increase as |Mf | decreases. As compared to collision channels in
Table 1 of the main text, the scattering features listed here are therefore more lossy. We limit ourselves to providing
a comparison of the theoretical and experimental positions, the quantum numbers of the resonant molecular state,
and the relative magnetic moment for rotationless lr = 0 molecules. Agreement is generally very satisfactory, with
an average statistical error of ∼ 0.5 G. Note two p-wave resonances predicted by the model near 20 G in Li|2〉-Cr|3〉
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collisions are not resolved experimentally due to thermal broadening. The origin of the resonance triplet at 31 G in
the same spin combination is not yet explained.

We remark that Sr indeed represents a well-defined quantum number for our system at all magnetic fields. This
arises from the fact that, since a6 and a8 are sufficiently different, last-below-threshold octet and sextet vibrational
levels are also sufficiently far in energy, such that hyperfine mixing is small. At large magnetic fields, where the
Zeeman interaction becomes dominant, also the projection MSr

of the electronic spin on the quantization axis tends
to become a good quantum number. While MSr is not explicitly given, its value can be deduced, if needed, from
the differential magnetic moments δµ listed in Table 1 of the main text and in Table S2. Conversely, owing to the
competition of the hyperfine term with the Zeeman interaction and to the presence of the anisotropic dipolar potential,
the total hyperfine spin, i.e. the sum of all electron and nuclear spins, is in general not conserved.

SCATTERING LENGTHS OF 6LI-52CR AND 7LI-53CR ISOTOPIC PAIRS

We provide here the s-wave scattering lengths a6,8 for the adiabatic Born Oppenheimer potentials X6Σ+ and a8Σ+

of two isotopic pairs, 6Li-52Cr and 7Li-53Cr, of potential experimental interest. Since the number of vibrational levels
is not precisely known, we present in Table S3 our results as a function of the variation δN6,8 starting with the
number of bound states N6 = 39 and N8 = 13 supported by our nominal potentials. To encompass recent ab-initio
calculations [50] that predict significantly deeper potentials as our nominal ones, we assume maximum variations
|δN6| = 5 and |δN8| = 3. As already mentioned in the main text, the largest uncertainty due to variations in δN
concerns the 7Li-53Cr system. This can be expected since this isotopic combination presents the largest variation
of reduced masses with respect to the reference pair 6Li-53Cr, and thus in the corresponding scattering phase when
one bound state is removed or added from the potential [79]. On the converse, the reduced mass of 6Li-52Cr is close
to the one of 7Li-53Cr, the mass-scaled potentials for the two isotopes are similar, and our predictions bear a small
dependence upon δN variations.

δN6,8 a
6−52
6 (a0) a6−52

8 (a0) a7−53
6 (a0) a7−53

8 (a0)

-5 19.34(14) 150(2)

-4 19.45(14) 92.9(6)

-3 19.56(14) 42.47(2) 69.4(3) 151.3(3)

-2 19.67(14) 42.62(2) 55.9(2) 81.03(7)

-1 19.77(14) 42.73(2) 46.1(2) 62.98(4)

0 19.88(13) 42.83(2) 38.20(14) 51.53(3)

1 19.99(13) 42.94(2) 30.87(13) 42.86(2)

2 20.09(13) 43.04(2) 23.49(14) 35.41(2)

3 20.20(13) 43.15(2) 15.1(2) 28.31(2)

4 20.31(13) 4.6(2)

5 20.41(13) −11.0(4)

TABLE S3. Sextet and octet s-wave scattering lengths a6,8 for the isotopic pairs 6Li-52Cr and 7Li-53Cr, predicted from our
6Li-53Cr model by mass-scaling. Data are provided for a variation δN6,8 in the number of vibrational bound levels supported
by the 6,8Σ+ adiabatic potentials, counted from the nominal values N6 = 39 and N8 = 13 of Ref. [67].
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