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In this paper, a theoretical method for the efficient creation and detection of deeply bound
molecules in three-state Λ-type and five-state M-type molecular systems is proposed. The method is
based on the three-state coincident pulses technique and the generalized five-state coincident pulses
technique. For the three-state system, the technique can efficiently transfer the populations from
the Feshbach state to the deeply-bound state via a train of N pairs of resonant and coincident pump
and Stokes pulses, with negligible transient populations of excited states. For the five-state system,
it is found that this M-type system can be generalized into a Λ-type structure with the simplest
resonant coupling under the assumption of large one-photon detuning together with a requirement
of the relation among the four incident pulses. Thereafter, this generalized model permits us to
employ the reduced three-state propagator to design four coincident pulses to achieve the desired
population transfer. For the numerical study, 87Rb2 is considered and, it is shown that the weakly-
bound Feshbach molecules can be efficiently transferred to their deeply-bound states without strong
laser pulses, and the populations of all intermediate states can be well suppressed.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Interest in ultracold molecules has grown rapidly in recent years, [1, 2] as they offer exciting prospects in areas
such as ultracold chemistry, [3] precision measurements, [4] quantum computation [5] and quantum simulation. [6]
But for many of the envisaged studies and applications, initial preparation of the molecular sample in the rovibronic
ground state, i.e., the lowest energy level of the electronic ground state, is a prerequisite, which remains a significant
challenge. [7]

In the ongoing experiments, ultracold molecules are first created via binding together pre-cooled atoms. This
process exploits the existence of scattering resonances, known as Feshbach resonances. [8] Subsequently, the weakly-
bound Feshbach molecules must be quickly moved to their absolute ground state through the well-known STIRAP
technique. [9–16] During this process, at least one intermediate excited state should be introduced as a bridge between
the Feshbach and the ground state, which should have favorable transition dipole moments and good Frank-Condon
(FC) overlaps with the vibrational wavefunctions of the Feshbach and deeply-bound ground states. The underlying
physical mechanism of STIRAP relies on the existence of a dark state, which should be followed adiabatically. [17, 18]
However, the adiabatic requirements are not always affordable in reality, and the highest efficiencies for STIRAP
transfer reported hitherto are around 90%. [19, 20] High transfer efficiency minimizes the loss in phase-space density
when an ensemble of Feshbach molecule is transferred to the ground state. [21]

Although many optimization strategies for STIRAP have been developed, [22–24] but these come at the expense
of strict relations on the pulse shapes, [25, 26], or even require additional couplings between the states that are
involved, [27, 28] which may be impractical for molecules due to different spin characters or weak Franck-Condon
overlap between the molecular states that are involved. [29–32] Remarkably, Rangelov and Vitanov have proposed a
coincident pulses technique to complete population transfer in three-state systems by a train of N pairs of coincident
pulses, [33] in which the population in the intermediate excited state is suppressed to negligible small value by
increasing the pulse pairs. This technique is very attractive because it does not introduce additional couplings, and
the pulse shape is not important since the technique uses fields on exact resonance. Recently, the technique has been
generalized to tripod system for coherent control of nuclear states. [34] However, the research on the preparation of
ultracold deeply-bound molecules by coincident pulse technique in three-state Λ-type have not been reported so far.
It is also very important to generalize coincident pulse technique into M-type systems, this is due to the fact that
the chainwise-STIRAP in M-type molecular system has been proven to be a good alternative in creating ultracold
deeply-bound molecules if the typical STIRAP in Λ-type system does not work due to weak FC factors between the
molecular states that are involved. [29, 30]

In this paper a theoretical method for the efficient and robust creation of deeply-bound molecules based on the
coincident pulses technique is proposed. In the present approach molecules are brought to their deeply-bound ground
state through a three-state Λ-type and a five-state M-type transfer schemes, respectively. For the three-state transfer
scheme, the technique can efficiently transfer the populations from the Feshbach state to the deeply-bound state via
a train of N pairs of resonant and coincident pump and Stokes pulses, the population in the intermediate excited
state is suppressed to negligible small value by increasing numbers of pulse pairs. For the five-state transfer scheme,
we first reduce the dynamics of the M-type molecular systems to that of effective three-state counterparts under the
assumption of large one-photon detuning, by further setting a requirement towards the relation among the original
incident pulses, i.e., the pulses at both ends are equal valued and simultaneous, and are the root mean square (rms)
of the middle two pulses. In this case, the reduced system can be further generalized into a Λ-type structure with
the simplest resonant coupling. Thereafter, this generalized model permits us to to employ the reduced three-state
propagator to design four coincident pulses to achieve the desired population transfer. The calculations reveal that
the weakly-bound molecules can be efficiently transferred to their deeply-bound states without strong laser pulses,
and the populations of all intermediate states are well suppressed.

II. MODELS, METHODS AND RESULTS

A. Λ-type transfer scheme

Figure. 1(a) shows a traditional three-state Λ-type transfer scheme, in which the initial Feshbach state |g1〉 and the
intermediate excited state |e1〉 are coupled by the pulse with Rabi frequencies Ω1(t), the intermediate excited state
|e1〉 and the final ground rovibrational state |g2〉 are coupled by the pulse with Rabi frequencies Ω2(t). Note that the
direct coupling between |g1〉 and |g2〉 is usually not feasible due to their different spin character and a negligible FC
factor, and excited state |e1〉 should have favourable transition dipole moments and good FC overlaps with both |g1〉
and |g2〉 vibrational wavefunctions.
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FIG. 1. Schematic representations of coherent transfer ultracold molecule via (a) a three-state Λ-type scheme and (b) a five-
state M-type scheme. Γi(i = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5) represents the phenomenological decay rate due to spontaneous emission and collides
of the corresponding state.

The total molecular wave function can be expanded as

|ψ(t)〉 = c1(t)|g1〉+ c2(t)|e1〉+ c3(t)|g2〉, (1)

the vector c1(t), c2(t) and c3(t) are the probability amplitudes of the corresponding state. The evolution of the system
can be described by the time-dependent Schrödinger equation:

i~
∂

∂t
c(t) = H(t)c(t). (2)

In the rotating-wave approximation (RWA), the time-dependent Hamiltonian can be written as (~ = 1):

H(t) =
1

2





0 Ω1 0
Ω1 0 Ω2

0 Ω2 0



 . (3)

In which Ω1 and Ω2 are Rabi frequencies of pump and Stokes laser fields. The null main diagonal elements in the
matrix H(t) are due to the assumption of one- and two-photon resonances, which is an essential condition of the
standard three-state coincident pulses technique. Here it is assumed that the two Rabi frequencies are pulse-shaped
functions with the same time dependence, but possibly with different amplitudes, i.e.,

Ω1(t) = ζ1f(t), (4a)

Ω2(t) = ζ2f(t). (4b)

In this case, the Schrödinger equation (2) is solved exactly by making a transformation to the so-called bright-dark
basis. [33] The exact propagator is given by

U(ϕ) =





1− 2 sin2 ϕ sin2 A
4 −i sinϕ sin A

2 −2 sin 2ϕ sin2 A
4

−i sinϕ sin A
2 cos A

2 −i cosϕ sin A
2

−2 sin 2ϕ sin2 A
4 −i cosϕ sin A

2 1− 2 cos2 ϕ sin2 A
4



 , (5)

where tanϕ = Ω1/Ω2 = ζ1/ζ2, the rms pulse area A is defined as A =
∫ t

ti

√

Ω2
1(t) + Ω2

2(t)dt. According to propagator

(5), one can find the exact analytic solution for any initial condition.
The Hamiltonian H(t), Eq. (3), should drive the initial Feshbach state |g1〉 to the target deeply-bound ground state

|g2〉, the populations at the end of the interaction are

P1 = |UN
11|2, P2 = |UN

12|2, P3 = |UN
13|2. (6)
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Obviously, if ϕ = π/4 (corresponding to ζ1 = ζ2) and the rms pulse area is A = 2π, the population of state |g1〉 can be
completely transferred to the final state |g2〉. However, Eq. (6) implies the intermediate excited state |e1〉 will receive
a significant transient populations. It is to be expected that the resulting efficiency may be extremely low due to
transient excitation of very short lived excited state. [35–37] In order to suppress the population of the intermediate
excited state, one can use a sequence of N pairs of coincident pulse, each with rms pulse area A(t) = 2π at the end
of the kth step and mixing angles ϕk, the overall propagator is given by

U (N) = U(ϕN )U(ϕN−1) · · · U(ϕ2)U(ϕ1), (7)

where ϕk is given by

ϕk =
(2k − 1)π

4N
, k = 1, 2, ..., N. (8)

As a result, the maximum population of the intermediate excited state |e1〉 in the middle of each pulse pair is damped
to small values by increasing the number of pulse.
In what follows, let us analyze the formation of 87Rb2 starting from an initial Feshbach molecular state and taking

into account major decay mechanisms to verify the validity of the present protocols. [9] Since the excited state of the
molecule faces the decays due to spontaneous emission and collisions, and the ground molecular states (for bosonic
molecules) experience fast inelastic collisions with the background atoms, the decay of each state shown in Fig. 1(a)
should be considered. Accordingly, the evolution of the system can be governed by the Liouville-von Neumann
equation:

i~
dρ

dt
= [H̃, ρ] + Γρ, (9)

in which ρ is the density operator and Γ represents phenomenological decay rates.
The left column of Fig. 2 shows the Rabi frequencies for several pulse trains of different number of pulse pairs, the

corresponding the population evolutions are displayed in the right column of Fig. 2. Clearly, we can see that in all
cases the population is transferred from state |g1〉 to state |g2〉 in the end in a stepwise manner, and the amplitudes of
pulses are just around 30πMHz. As expected, the maximum transient population of the intermediate excited state |e1〉
can be damped by increasing the number of pulse pairs. The transfer efficiency of 1, 2 and 5 pairs of pulses is 86.13%,
91.27% and 97.63% respectively. The above results validate the potential of the present protocol in maintaining the
phase-space density of the ultracold gases.

B. M-type transfer scheme

If the typical STIRAP in Λ-type system does not work due to the weak FC overlap between the molecular states
that are involved, STIRAP in M-type molecular system has been proved to be a good choice for the preparation of
ultracold deeply-bound molecules. [29–32] Figure. 1(b) shows a five-level M-type transfer scheme, in which both the
initial Feshbach state |g1〉 and final ground rovibrational state |g3〉 are coupled through three intermediate vibrational
states. The couplings between states in the figure is represented by Rabi frequency Ωj(j = 1, 2, 3, 4). Two excited
states act as bridges for transfer, one should have a good FC overlap with |g3〉, and the other with the initial Feshbach
molecular state |g1〉. In this case, the two lower states within each sub-Λ system are far closer in energy than the
initial and final states, thereby greatly boosting the chance of locating an excited state capable of a large FC transition
to both lower states.
The total molecular wave function can be expanded as

|ψ(t)〉 = c1(t)|g1〉 +c2(t)|e1〉+ c3(t)|g2〉
+c4(t)|e2〉+ c5(t)|g3〉. (10)

The Hamiltonian in the RWA reads(~ = 1):

H(t) =











0 Ω1/2 0 0 0
Ω1/2 ∆ Ω2/2 0 0
0 Ω2/2 0 Ω3/2 0
0 0 Ω3/2 ∆ Ω4/2
0 0 0 Ω4/2 0











. (11)
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FIG. 2. (Color online) Rabi frequencies (left column) and populations (left column) as a function of t for (from top to bottom)
N = 1, 2, and 5 pairs of pulses. Here, the two Rabi frequencies of the kth are set to be Gaussian with the amplitude envelopes
of the forms Ω1(t) = Ω0 sinϑk exp [−

t−τ
tf

]2,Ω2(t) = Ω0 cosϑk exp [−
t−τ
tf

]2, respectively, where Ω0 = 2
√

π/tf (corresponding to

rms pulse area A = 2π) and the mixing angles ϕk(k = 1, 2, ..., 5) is given by Eq. (7). The parameters used are Γ1 = 0.01MHz,
Γ2 = 30MHz, Γ3 = 0MHz, [30] and tf = 10ns.

When the single-photon detuning ∆ are very large, meaning |∆1| ≫
√

Ω2
1(t) + Ω2

2(t), |∆2| ≫
√

Ω2
3(t) + Ω2

4(t)), the
excited states |e1,2〉 can be adiabatically eliminated. Accordingly, Hamiltonian (11) can be reduced to the effective
form shown below,

He(t) =





∆e1 Ωe1 0
Ωe1 ∆e2 Ωe2

0 Ωe2 ∆e3



 , (12)

where Ωe1 = −Ω1Ω2/(4∆) and Ωe2 = −Ω3Ω4/(4∆), and three diagonal elements (dynamic Stark shifts), defined
as ∆e1 = −Ω2

1/(4∆),∆e2 = −(Ω2
2 + Ω2

3)/(4∆),∆e3 = −Ω2
4/(4∆) respectively. In order to make coincident pulse

technique in the strict sense possible, we need to further assume that the three diagonal elements are equal to each
other, i.e., ∆e1 = ∆e2 = ∆e3 = ∆′. This requires that the four Rabi frequencies should satisfy the following condition:

Ω1 = Ω4 =
√

Ω2
2 +Ω2

3. (13)

Notably, this kind of pulse sequence is different from previous the straddling-STIRAP [38] and the alternating-STIRAP
scheme, [39] which are two possible versions of STIRAP for multilevel systems with odd number of levels. By setting

cj = c
′

je
−i∆′t(i = 1, 3, 5), the Hamiltonian (12) can be further equivalent to

H
′

e(t) =





0 Ω
′

e1/2 0

Ω
′

e1/2 0 Ω
′

e2/2

0 Ω
′

e2/2 0



 . (14)
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where Ω
′

e1 and Ω
′

e1 represent the two-photon Rabi frequencies, defined as

Ω
′

e1 = −Ω2

√
Ω2

2
+Ω2

3

2∆ , (15a)

Ω
′

e2 = −Ω3

√
Ω2

2
+Ω2

3

2∆ , (15b)

respectively. Therefore, we obtain an effective Λ-type structure with the simplest resonant coupling, as illustrated in
Fig. 1(d). In principle, the effective Hamiltonian H

′

e(t), Eq. (14), can drive the initial Feshbach state |g1〉 to the target
deeply-bound ground state |g3〉 via using the reduced three-state propagator. In order to implement the coincident

pulse technique, we impose the condition that the two-photon Rabi frequencies Ω
′

e1(t) and Ω
′

e2(t) are pulse-shaped
functions that share the same time dependence, but possibly with different magnitudes. This leads to

Ω2(t) = af(t), (16a)

Ω3(t) = bf(t). (16b)

Therefore, we can obtain the reduced three-state propagator, whose form is consistent with the Eq. (5). In this

case the angle is redefined as tanϕ = Ω
′

e1/Ω
′

e2 = Ω2/Ω3 = a/b, and the rms pulse area A is redefined as A =
∫ t

ti

√

Ω′2
e1(t) + Ω′2

e2(t)dt.

According to the above analysis, the reduced system is compatible with three-state coincident pulses technique.
However, the two-photon Rabi frequencies for transitions between |g1〉 and |g2〉 and between |g2〉 and |g3〉 may be
infeasible. [29–32] Therefore, it is necessary to go back to the five-state structure and design the physically feasible
driving fields. Like Eqs. (15), we can impose

Ω
′

e1 = −Ω
′

2

√
Ω

′2

2
+Ω

′2

3

2∆′ , (17a)

Ω
′

e2 = −Ω
′

3

√
Ω

′2

2
+Ω

′2

3

2∆′ . (17b)

By inversely deriving, the explicit expressions of Ω
′

2 and Ω
′

3 are obtained as follows:

Ω
′

2 = Ω
′

e1

(

4∆
′
2

Ω′2
e1

+Ω′2
e2

)1/4

, (18a)

Ω
′

3 = Ω
′

e2

(

4∆
′
2

Ω′2
e1

+Ω′2
e2

)1/4

. (18b)

According to Eq. (13), one can impose Ω
′

1,4 =
√

Ω
′2
2 +Ω

′2
3 , and calculate inversely the modified fields as

Ω
′

1,4 =
[

4∆
′2(Ω

′2
e1 +Ω

′2
e2

]1/4

. (19)

In order to make sure the reduced three-state Λ-type system can be transformed back to the five-state M-type
system, the system must satisfy the adiabatic elimination condition or equivalently ∆

′ ≫ Ωj(j = 1, 2, 3, 4). Here it is

reasonable to assume ∆
′

= ∆ since the detuning ∆ is on the order of GHz while the four Rabi frequencies are on the
order of MHz (see parameters in Figure. 3). Therefore, the five-state molecular Hamiltonian can be rewritten as

H
′

(t) =













0 Ω
′

1/2 0 0 0

Ω
′

1/2 ∆ Ω
′

2/2 0 0

0 Ω
′

2/2 0 Ω
′

3/2 0

0 0 Ω
′

3/2 ∆ Ω
′

4/2

0 0 0 Ω
′

4/2 0













. (20)

The above equation implies that we obtain a five-state coincident pulses technique. We can continue to carry out
numerical calculations together with Eq. (9) to verify the feasibility of this protocol. The parameters used are
Γ1 = Γ3 = 0.01MHz, Γ2 = Γ2 = 30MHz, Γ5 = 0, [30] tf is chosen as 100ns and ∆ is chosen as 4πGHz.
As a example, Figure. 3(a) shows the corresponding time sequence of the four Rabi frequencies for 5 pairs of

pulses, these four coincident pulses are responsible for the distribution of populations from state |g1〉 to state |g3〉, as
illustrated in Fig. 3(b). The results clearly show the feasibility of the present protocol that high transfer efficiency can
be obtained with the peak amplitudes of Rabi frequencies are just around 9.5MHz. During the transfer process, the AE
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FIG. 3. (Color online) Rabi frequencies (left column) and populations (left column) as a function of t for (from top to
bottom) N = 2 pairs of pulses. For convenience, the two-photon Rabi frequencies of the kth are set to be Gaussian with

the amplitude envelopes of the forms Ω
′

e1
(t) = Ω0 sinϑk exp [−

t−τ
tf

]2,Ω
′

e2
(t) = Ω0 cos ϑk exp [−

t−τ
tf

]2, respectively, where Ω0 =

2
√

π/tf (corresponding to rms pulse area A = 2π) and the mixing angles ϕk(k = 1, 2, ..., 5) is given by Eq. (7). For the Rabi

frequencies Ω
′

1,2,3,4, they are chosen accordingly with respect to Eqs. (18) and (19).

protocol ensures the decoupling of the excited states |e1,2〉 from the dynamics, which are only used to induce couplings
but never significantly populated. Thus, the decay rates of them nearly do not influence the transfer efficiency.
Finally, let us briefly discuss the detection of ultracold deeply-bound molecules. Experimentally, the molecules

should be transferred back to the Feshbach state and detected by standard absorption imaging technique. High
detection efficiency is critical for the preparation and characterization of novel many-body phases of dipolar molecules,
such as crystalline bulk phases, [40] exotic density order, [41] or spin order in optical lattices. [42] Generally, the back-
transfer is realized by reversing the time sequence of the incident pulses for the creation process. Figures. 3(c) and 3(d)
directly gives corresponding examples of the detections following the creation results in Figures. 3(a) and 3(b). It is
clear that the one-way transfer would nominally convert Feshbach molecules to the rovibrational ground state, while
the round-trip transfer would nominally bring the population back. In these figures, one can clearly see the round-trip
transfer of population with perfect efficiencies, which imply high efficiencies of the detection.

III. SUMMARY

To conclude, a new theoretical method for the efficient and robust creation and detection of ultracold deeply-bound
molecules in a three-state Λ-type system and in a five-state M-type system have been demonstrated. The method
is based on the three-state coincident pulses technique and the generalized five-state coincident pulses technique.
Numerical analysis show indeed that both protocols both protocols allow for efficient formation of molecule without
strong laser pulses, and the populations of all intermediate states can be well suppressed by increasing the number
of pulse pairs. The key of the generalized five-state coincident pulses technique is to first reduce the dynamics into
its effective three-state counterpart via adiabatic elimination together with the requirements of the relation among
the incident pulses. Finally, I believe that the proposed protocols could present new possibilities for the creation and
detection of deeply-bound molecules.
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