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Gaining control over chemical reactions on the quantum level is a central goal of the modern field of cold
and ultracold chemistry. Here, we demonstrate a novel method to coherently steer reaction flux of a three-body
recombination process across different product spin channels. For this, we employ a magnetically-tunable Fesh-
bach resonance to admix, in a controlled way, a specific spin state to the reacting collision complex. This allows
for the control of the reaction flux into the admixed spin channel, which can be used to significantly change
the reaction products. Furthermore, we also investigate the influence of an Efimov resonance on the reaction
dynamics. We find that while the Efimov resonance can be used to globally enhance three-body recombina-
tion, the relative flux between the reaction channels remains unchanged. Our control scheme is general and can
be extended to other reaction processes. It also provides new opportunities in combination with other control
schemes, such as quantum interference of reaction paths.

A chemical reaction in a low-density gas phase is typically
well-described by a fully coherent quantum mechanical evolu-
tion. Therefore, such a gas is a promising testbed for quantum
control of chemical processes. In fact, recent platforms based
on ensembles of ultracold atoms or molecules have paved
the way for extended quantum mechanical steering of reac-
tions. Demonstrated control schemes include the use of pho-
toassociation [1–3], Feshbach resonances [4–9], microwave-
engineered collisions [10–14], electric-field-controlled reac-
tions [15], relative positioning of traps [16–19], confinement-
induced effects [20–25], quantum interference [26, 27], or
rely on propensity rules and conservation laws [28, 29]. This
progress has been further promoted by emerging technologies
that enable state-to-state measurements (e.g. [30–34]).

A prominent tool for controlling chemical reactions is a tun-
able Feshbach resonance. A Feshbach resonance in atomic
gases occurs when the energy of the scattering state of two
colliding atoms is tuned into degeneracy with that of a molec-
ular state, leading to the mixing of two such states [8]. As they
offer unique control over the interparticle interaction, tunable
Feshbach resonances have been essential for the development
of the field of ultracold quantum gases. An established ap-
plication of Feshbach resonances for chemical reactions is
the controlled production of ultracold molecules. By mag-
netically ramping over a Feshbach resonance, ultracold pairs
of atoms can be converted into an extremely weakly-bound
molecule, the Feshbach molecule [4, 5, 8, 35–37]. In three-
body recombination where three free atoms collide to form a
diatomic molecule, Feshbach resonances have been used to
tune the total molecular production rate and specifically to
suppress atom loss [38–41], and to demonstrate the Efimov
effect [40, 42, 43]. Feshbach resonances and resonant scat-
tering have also been proposed for controlling complex few-
body reactions, see e.g. [44, 45].

Here, we demonstrate the use of a Feshbach resonance in
a three-body recombination process to steer reaction flux be-

tween families of molecular product channels with different
spin states. More specifically, by tuning the magnetic field
towards a Feshbach resonance we can gradually increase the
initially negligible reaction rate into a specific spin channel,
so that it becomes close to the total rate into all channels.
The process is coherent and represents a novel tool for state-
selective controlling of molecular production rates, using the
applied magnetic field as a precisely tunable control knob.

The experiments are carried out with a 860 nK-cold cloud
of about 2.5× 105 85Rb atoms where each atom i is in the
hyperfine state ( fi,m fi) = (2,−2) of the electronic ground
state. The atoms are confined in a far-detuned crossed opti-
cal dipole trap, for more details see Methods and [46]. In the
atom cloud, three-body recombination spontaneously occurs,
predominantly producing weakly-bound molecules in states
of the coupled molecular complex X1Σ+

g − a3Σ+
u . By tuning

the magnetic field B in the vicinity of the s-wave Feshbach
resonance at B = 155 G [47, 48] we can control the product
distribution of the molecules. For the details of the Feshbach
resonance, see also Supplemental Materials. The molecules
are state-selectively detected via resonance-enhanced multi-
photon ionization (REMPI), see Methods for details.

Our scheme for controlling the reaction flux into different
spin channels is illustrated in Fig. 1. In the three-body re-
combination process, the Rb atoms (a,b,c) collide and (a,b)
form a molecule, see Fig. 1(a). In the particular reactions
we study here, the third atom (c) is far enough away, so that
it interacts with the atoms (a,b) merely mechanically and
no spin flip between (c) and the pair (a,b) occurs [29, 49].
Therefore, spin physics aspects of the reaction can be under-
stood to a large extent in a two-body picture, where atom (a)
collides with atom (b). At large internuclear distances the
(a,b) scattering state has the hyperfine spin quantum num-
bers (F, fa, fb,mF) = (4,2,2,−4), where F denotes the total
angular momentum of the molecule excluding rotation, and
mF = m fa + m fb represents its projection. We denote this
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FIG. 1. Scheme for controlling the reaction flux into different spin
channels using a two-body Feshbach resonance. (a) Atoms (a,b,c)
undergo three-body recombination, where (a,b) form a molecule.
During this process, atom (c) is outside the ranges (cyan areas) for
spin-exchange interaction with the other atoms. (b) Schematic rep-
resentation of the Born-Oppenheimer potential energy curves for the
atom pair (a,b). At close distance, the incoming scattering state (1)
with spin |↑⟩ experiences admixing of the bound state (2) which has
spin |↓⟩. Upon collision with the third atom (c) (not shown here) the
scattering state can then relax into molecular bound states (3) or (4),
with their respective spin states |↓⟩ and |↑⟩.

spin state by |↑⟩. At short internuclear distances the scatter-
ing state couples to an energetically near-by molecular bound
level, giving rise to the Feshbach resonance. This level has the
spin state (F, fa, fb,mF)= (4,3,3,−4) which we denote by |↓⟩
[50]. The coupling leads to an admixture of the |↓⟩ state to the
initial scattering state with spin |↑⟩, and the strength of this
admixture can be magnetically controlled. Next, in the me-
chanical collision with atom (c), the scattering state of (a,b)
can transition into a molecular bound state. Due to angular
momentum conservation, the spin state of the newly formed
molecule must, however, have overlap either with the spin
state |↑⟩ or with |↓⟩ [51]. In fact, by tuning the |↓⟩ admix-
ture of the (a,b) scattering state we can control the reaction
flux into molecular product channels with spin |↓⟩.

We now demonstrate this control scheme experimentally.
Figure 2 presents REMPI spectra in a selected frequency
range, showing signals from three different molecular product
states. The spectra have been taken within a range of mag-
netic fields B between 4.6 G and 159.3 G. (Note the nonuni-
form step size of B.) ν represents the REMPI laser frequency
and ν0 is a frequency reference, see Methods. Each dip in a
trace for a chosen B-field corresponds to a state-specific prod-
uct molecule signal. Colored diamonds mark the known reso-
nance positions predicted from coupled-channel calculations.

The molecular levels are labeled by their spin states (|↑⟩ or
|↓⟩), and by their vibrational (v) and rotational (LR) quantum
numbers [48]. In Fig. 2 we observe one molecular state with
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FIG. 2. Observation of |↑⟩ and |↓⟩ molecules. Shown are REMPI
spectra as a function of the REMPI laser frequency ν for various
magnetic fields B. Here, ν0 = 497603.591 GHz. Each dip in a trace
corresponds to a signal from a distinct molecular level. The REMPI
signals are normalized, ranging from 0 to 1, as indicated by the ver-
tical bar. The bar is valid for all data traces. The diamonds mark
the theoretical positions of possible molecular signals and the colors
indicate the spin state as well as the vibrational and rotational level
(v,LR). The faint color bands connecting the diamonds are guides to
the eye. We note that the binding energy of the |↑⟩ level is smaller
than that of the two |↓⟩ levels. In the shown spectra, however, the sig-
nal for |↑⟩ is at higher frequency ν since the intermediate rotational
level for the REMPI is different, see also Methods.

spin |↑⟩ and two molecular states with spin |↓⟩. The resonance
positions change in a characteristic way with the B-field due to
the Zeeman effect. We use this as fingerprint information for
identifying the molecular levels. The strength of each signal
roughly reflects the recombination rate towards each respec-
tive state. In the magnetic field range up to about 120 G each
REMPI spectrum exhibits only a single resonance dip which
can be unambiguously assigned to the state |↑⟩. At about
120 G, two additional molecular signals start to appear stem-
ming from molecular states in the spin state |↓⟩. The strengths
of the signals of these states become similar to the |↑⟩ signals
when approaching the Feshbach resonance at 155G. For mag-
netic fields above the Feshbach resonance, all signals decrease
very quickly within a few Gauss.

From our REMPI spectra, molecule detection rates for
each observed molecular state are extracted. These rates are
roughly proportional to the partial three-body recombination
rates for the flux into individual product channels (see [46]
and Methods). The obtained rates for the states in Fig. 2 are
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FIG. 3. Opening up a product spin channel. (a) Molecule detection rates for three product states for which the quantum numbers | ↑ / ↓⟩(v,LR)
are given in the legend. The gray dashed line marks the experimental detection limit and the light-green and purple shaded areas indicate the
position of the Efimov and Feshbach resonance, respectively. The error bars in the plot indicate one standard deviation (1σ ). (b) Calculated
three-body recombination rate coefficients. The black dashed line is the total rate coefficient L3,tot. Solid colored lines correspond to partial
rates for the states under discussion. Gray lines correspond to other molecular states. No calculations are shown for 152 G ≤ B ≤ 157 G, see
text. We expect theoretical errors up to a few tens of percent for the partial rate for vibrational levels down to v =−4, judging from when more
vibrational states are included in our effective potentials [46]. (c) The normalized reaction rate coefficients L3/L3,tot do not exhibit a maximum
at the Efimov resonance.

shown in Fig. 3(a) for the magnetic field region in the vicinity
of the Efimov and Feshbach resonances, located at 140 G and
155 G, respectively.

The data show that the rates for the | ↓⟩ states indeed
strongly increase from below the detection limit (gray dashed
line) to about a factor of 50 above the detection limit as the
magnetic field is increased from B < 115 G towards the Efi-
mov resonance. The detection limit is mainly determined by
the background noise of our REMPI scheme. By contrast, the
rate for the |↑⟩ state is rather constant for all B-fields below the
Efimov resonance. At the position of the Efimov resonance at
140 G we observe a clear enhancement of the rates for all
molecular states. In fact, the signals for all three states attain
similar strength, which demonstrates the large relative tuning
range of our scheme. At this point the spin product channel
|↓⟩ has been fully opened up for the reaction flux.

The relatively constant production rate for the |↑⟩ state be-
low the Efimov resonance might be unexpected at first in view
of the known a4 scaling of the recombination rate in the limit
of zero temperature [6, 52], where a is the scattering length.
It can, however, be explained to a large extent as an effect of
our finite temperature of 860 nK [53, 54], as further discussed
below.

We carried out numerical model calculations for the partial
rate coefficients L3 for each molecular quantum state, using
the adiabatic hyperspherical representation [39, 55, 56] (see
Methods). This determines the partial recombination rate,
L3( f ) ·

∫
n3d3r/3, into a molecular state f , where n is the

atomic density distribution. The calculations take into account
thermal averaging of the partial rate constants. The results are
shown in Fig. 3(b). The region from 152 to 157 G, i.e., the
direct vicinity of the Feshbach resonance is excluded since
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the numerical calculations quickly become computationally
highly demanding in this resonant regime [57].

Among all the possible molecular states produced by re-
combination (gray dotted lines), we highlight in color the
molecular states under discussion. In addition, we present the
total three-body recombination rate coefficient (dashed black
lines).

Our calculations show that due to thermal averaging, the
calculated recombination rate coefficient for the probed |↑⟩
state increases only moderately towards the Efimov reso-
nance. For more details on how finite temperature affects the
recombination rate coefficient, see Supplemental Materials.
The increase of the theoretical curves is still faster than for
the experimental data. This may be mainly explained by im-
perfections of the experiment. During the B-field ramp atoms
are already lost due to three-body recombination and the sam-
ple slightly heats up. As a consequence, the density of the
atom cloud sinks. In addition, the B-field ramp is not perfect,
but tends to lag behind and to overshoot, which can lead to
averaging out of signals. Furthermore, there could be a small
variation in the REMPI efficiency as a function of magnetic
field. These variations hamper a direct comparison between
ion rates and L3 coefficients.

Nevertheless, the main characteristics of the experimental
data are qualitatively well described. For example, the ob-
served sharp drop of the recombination rate above the Fesh-
bach resonance is also clearly reproduced by the theory. The
reason for this drop is the rapid decrease of the scattering
length towards its zero crossing near B = 166G and the close-
by minimum in L3 due to Efimov physics [39, 58]. We note
that above the Feshbach resonance the Feshbach molecular
state appears (see dark-green solid line in Fig. 3(b)), and takes
the main fraction of the total reaction flux.

Our calculations show that the effect of the Efimov reso-
nance is to increase the partial three-body recombination rate
coefficients with the same overall factor, not favoring particu-
lar product channels. This is evident from Fig. 3(b) where all
partial rate coefficients exhibit a similar maximum at the loca-
tion of the Efimov resonance. It also becomes manifest when
normalizing the partial rate coefficients to the total rate coef-
ficient (see Fig. 3(c)), as each maximum at the Efimov reso-
nance disappears. The global enhancement is due to the fact
that the Efimov resonance is a shape resonance which occurs
in a single three-body adiabatic channel. As such, approach-
ing the resonance increases the overall amplitude of the three-
body scattering wavefunction at short distances where the re-
action takes place, therefore, enhancing all the partial rates by
the same factor [43].

Remarkably, near the Feshbach resonance we also find,
both experimentally and theoretically, molecular products in
spin states other than |↑⟩ and |↓⟩, as shown in Fig. 4. This
points towards physics beyond the | ↑⟩-| ↓⟩ Feshbach mix-
ing. In the experiments, these are molecular products with
spins (F, fa, fb) = (4,3,2) and (5,3,2). In this notation, we
omit mF , as it is always mF = −4. Thus, we observe prod-
uct states where only one of the fi has flipped, and where

6 8 10 12 14
ν-νB (GHz)

0.6

0.8

1.0

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

N
or

m
al

iz
ed

 a
to

m
 n

um
be

r

0 50 100 150
Magnetic field (G)

(a)

(b)

(c)

10-2

10-4

(4,3,3)

(4,2,2)

(4,3,2)

(5,3,2)
(6,3,3)P

ro
du

ct
 fr

ac
tio

n

F = 5

F = 4

F = 4

1

(4,3,3) (4,3,2) (5,3,2)(4,2,2)= =

FIG. 4. Spin families of molecular products. (a) and (b) Detec-
tion signals of product molecules of various spin families by REMPI
spectroscopy at a magnetic field of B = 4.6 G and B = 155 G, re-
spectively. Vertical lines correspond to calculated resonance posi-
tions for molecular states assigned to spin families (F, fa, fb) accord-
ing to the legend on top of the figure. The marked individual states
have vibrational quantum numbers in the range from v = −1 to −7
and rotational quantum numbers LR = 0,2,4 or 6. The REMPI path
is via a 3Πg intermediate state, see Methods. We have νB = ν0 =
497831.928 GHz for (a) and νB = ν0 − 228 MHz for (b). The 228
MHz shift compensates for the Zeeman shift, allowing for a better
comparison of the two spectra. (c) Calculated, summed-up molecu-
lar product fraction for each spin family (F, fa, fb) as indicated next
to the curves.

even the total angular momentum F can change. Following
a similar analysis as used in Refs. [29, 46], the observation
of such states can be understood as follows in terms of two-
body physics. The spin state (4,3,2) can be produced via two-
body spin-exchange interaction at short distances, starting ei-
ther from state |↑⟩ ≡ (4,2,2) or from |↓⟩ ≡ (4,3,3). Close
to the Feshbach resonance the scattering wavefunction ampli-
tude is strongly enhanced at short range and with it also the
rate for spin-exchange. Producing the spin state (5,3,2) is
possible due to the presence of a finite B-field which breaks
global rotational symmetry and couples different F quantum
numbers. A (5,3,2) state is typically energetically close to a
corresponding (4,3,2) state, such that coupling between them
is resonantly enhanced.

In Fig. 4(a) and (b) REMPI spectra at magnetic fields of
B = 4.6 G and B = 155 G, respectively, are compared. The
spectrum at high magnetic field exhibits many more resonance
lines than the spectrum at low field. In a thorough analysis of
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the spectra, similarly as in Ref. [30], we identified a total of
four spin families for B = 155 G and only a single one for
B = 4.6 G. The individual spin states are marked with colored
bars in Fig. 4(a) and (b).

Figure 4(c) shows our numerical calculations for the prod-
uct fractions of the molecules in the different spin families
(F, fa, fb) as a function of the external magnetic field B. Here,
for each individual family we sum up the populations for all
corresponding molecular states having the same spin charac-
teristics. In agreement with our previous discussion, spin-
exchange is strongly enhanced when approaching the Fesh-
bach resonance. Furthermore, Fig. 4(c) reveals a hierarchy in
the propensity for the production of spin states. Changing the
total angular momentum F is more strongly suppressed than
changing an atomic f quantum number, see also [59].

In summary, we have demonstrated a powerful scheme to
control the reaction pathway in a three-body recombination
process of ultracold atoms. Using a magnetically tunable Fes-
hbach resonance we admixed a well-defined spin state to the
reaction complex of three atoms and by this steered the reac-
tion flux between the corresponding spin channels. We find
that a large fraction of the total reaction flux can be redirected
in this way. Furthermore, we show that in contrast to the Fes-
hbach resonance an Efimov resonance only enhances globally
the reaction rate, while maintaining the relative flux between
reaction channels. We investigated our control scheme both
experimentally and theoretically, using high-resolution state-
to-state measurements and state-of-the-art numerical three-
body scattering calculations, respectively.

The demonstrated reaction control holds large promise for
general few-body reactions, as it is simple and can easily be
extended. Feshbach resonances are ubiquitous in cold atomic
and molecular gases. The scheme is fully coherent and can
thus be used as a central building block in interferometric con-
trol, where the Feshbach resonance functions as a beam split-
ter for the incoming wave function. The split up parts can
then potentially follow different pathways towards the same
final product state where they interfere. For example, the final
product state could have tunable spin-mixed character which
can be set by further control methods such as state dressing
with optical or microwave fields. In this way, additional tun-
ing of the interference can be achieved.
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METHODS

Preparation of ultracold atomic sample

The experimental sequence starts with capturing 85Rb
atoms in a magneto-optical trap. After a magnetic transport
over 40cm the atoms are subsequently loaded into an optical
dipole trap where evaporative cooling is performed. They are
then transported to the center of the Paul trap via a moving
1D-optical lattice. At the final stage of the sample prepara-
tion, the atoms are confined in a far-detuned crossed-dipole
trap formed by 1064 nm lasers. The trapping frequency is
ωx,y,z = 2π×(156,148,18)Hz. The resulting atom cloud con-
sists of a pure sample in ( fi,m fi) = (2,−2) hyperfine spin
state with the typical particle number of 2.5 × 105. The tem-
perature of atoms is 860 nK. This temperature was chosen as
it provided the strongest recombination signals at a reasonably
cold temperature.

REMPI detection

In order to state-selectively detect the product molecules,
we apply two-step resonance-enhanced multiphoton ioniza-
tion (REMPI) with a cw-laser which has a linewidth of ≈
1 MHz. The laser beam is roughly an equal mixture of σ - and
π-polarized light. It has a power of 100mW and a beam waist
(1/e2 radius) of 0.1mm at the location of the atom cloud. We
use identical photons for the two REMPI steps at a wavelength
around 602 nm. For Figs. 2 and 3 the intermediate REMPI
states are levels of (2)1Σ+

u with J′ = 3 for |↑⟩ states and J′ = 1
for |↓⟩ states [29], where J′ represents the total angular mo-
mentum excluding nuclear spin. The J′ = 1 and J′ = 3 levels
are split by 2.9 GHz. The photoassociation laser frequency to-
wards the intermediate level J′ = 1 is ν0 = 497603.591 GHz
at B = 4.6 G. The binding energies of the experimentally ob-
served molecular states in Figs. 2 and 3 are 4.7 GHz× h for
|↑⟩, and span a range between 6.4 to 7.3GHz×h for |↓⟩. Here,
the binding energy is determined relative to the B-field depen-
dent (4,2,2) threshold. For Fig. 4, the intermediate REMPI
states are deeply-bound levels of (2)3Π 0+g with J′ = 1,3,5
[29]. Here, ν0 = 497831.928 GHz is the photoassociation fre-
quency towards J′ = 1 at B = 4.6 G. The binding energies of
the molecular states observed in Figs. 4 (a) and (b) span a
range between 0.6 and 12.6 GHz× h. Again, the binding en-
ergy is determined relative to the (4,2,2) threshold. In general,
the Zeeman effects of our intermediate states are negligible
compared to the ones of the ground state. We make an effort
to ensure that the REMPI efficiencies are similar for the states
that we probe, also at various magnetic fields, but a precise
calibration of the REMPI efficiency has not been done yet.
We note that the first REMPI step is generally not saturated.

When ions are produced via REMPI, they are directly
trapped and detected in an eV-deep Paul trap which is centered
on the atom cloud. Elastic atom-ion collisions inflict tell-tale
atom loss while the ions remain trapped. From the atom loss
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which is measured via absorption imaging of the atom cloud
the ion number can be inferred, for details see [29]. From the
ion numbers and the interaction time we obtain an ion produc-
tion rate (i.e. the molecular detection rate) which is generally
proportional to the state-selective molecular production rate
and the three-body recombination loss rate constant.

Model calculations

Our numerical simulations use the adiabatic hyperspherical
representation approach where the coordinates of three parti-
cles are given in terms of the hyperradius R for the overall size
of the system and a set of hyperangles Ω for the internal mo-
tion [39, 55, 56, 60]. The three-body Schrödinger equation is
solved by adiabatically separating the hyperradial motion

[
− h̄2

2µ

d2

dR2 +Uν(R)
]

Fν(R)

+∑
ν ′

Wνν ′(R)Fν ′(R) = EFν(R), (1)

from the internal motion

ĤadΦν(R;Ω) =Uν(R)Φν(R;Ω), (2)

where the hyperradius R appears only as a parameter. The
diagonalization of the hyperangular adiabatic Hamiltonian
Ĥad gives the three-body potentials Uν and the channel func-
tions Φν , which are also used for computing the nonadiabatic
couplings Wνν ′ , for the hyperradial equation.

In our model, the hyperangular adiabatic Hamiltonian reads

Ĥad =
Λ̂2(Ω)+15/4

2µR2 h̄2 + ∑
i, j=a,b,c

i̸= j

V̂ab(R,Ω)+ ∑
i=a,b,c

Ĥsp
i (B),(3)

where Λ̂ denotes the hyperangular momentum operator [55,
60] and µ = m/

√
3 is the reduced mass of three identical

atoms of mass m. The atomic spin Hamiltonian Ĥsp
i for atom

i contains the hyperfine and Zeeman interaction, and to a
very good approximation within the present work its eigen-
states are | fi,m fi⟩. For two Rb atoms (e.g., i and j) of the
5S1/2 + 5S1/2 asymptote, the pairwise interaction V̂i j can be
expressed in terms of the electronic singlet and triplet Born-
Oppenheimer potentials. We use the potentials from Ref. [61]
with an additional repulsive term C/r12

i j to reduce the num-
ber of bound states in our simulation. Here, ri j is the in-
teratomic distance. Removing deeply bound states mitigates
the computational hardship without affecting too much the re-
sults, as generally more deeply bound states play a less im-
portant role in the three-body recombination process [46].
The truncation of the potentials shall be explained in more

detail in a separate publication [62]. In brief, two parame-
ters C (Cs and Ct) are adjusted individually for the truncated
singlet and triplet potentials so that they contain 6 and 5 s-
wave bound states, respectively, and so that the known singlet
and triplet scattering lengths are reproduced. Additional fine-
tuning of the two C parameters together with the atomic hy-
perfine splitting aims at reproducing the Feshbach resonance
at about 155 G. As a result, the atomic hyperfine splitting is
reduced by about 5% compared to the literature value. We use
Cs = (0.3242030 rvdw)

6 ·C6 and Ct = (0.3258900 rvdw)
6 ·C6,

where rvdw = 1
2 (

mC6
h̄2 )1/4 is the van der Waals length and C6 is

the van der Waals coefficient.
Interactions between the particles and with the exter-

nal magnetic field B couple various angular momenta.
Therefore, the incoming spin channel |2,−2⟩|2,−2⟩|2,−2⟩
can in principle be coupled to a range of spin channels
| fa,m fa⟩| fb,m fb⟩| fc,m fc⟩, where fi can be 2 or 3. We essen-
tially only have the restriction that Mtot = m fa +m fb +m fc is
conserved, as long as spin-spin interaction can be neglected.
However, motivated by previous work [29], where we found
a spin conservation propensity rule in three-body recombina-
tion of Rb atoms we restrict the spin of the third atom to be
| fc,m fc⟩= |2,−2⟩ in our calculations. One reason for this re-
striction could be that the third atom (c) interacts mainly me-
chanically with the other two, (a,b), while they are forming
a molecule. This approximation leads to a model of five cou-
pled three-body channels with the quantum numbers (F, fa, fb)
= (4, 2, 2), (4, 3, 2), (4, 3, 3), (5, 3, 2), and (6, 3, 3).

SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIALS

Feshbach resonance at 155 Gauss

The s-wave Feshbach resonance used in this work is lo-
cated at 155.3 G. It couples the incoming (F, fa, fb,mF) =
(4,2,2,−4) state and the closed-channel bound state
(F, fa, fb,mF) = (4,3,3,−4). The scattering length across
the Feshbach resonance is well characterized by the relation
a(B) = abg(1− ∆B

B−B0
). Here, abg = −443a0, ∆B = 10.9 G,

B0 = 155.3 G is the background scattering length, the width
and the position of the resonance [47]. The scattering length
is shown in Fig. S1.

Temperature dependence of L3

The scaling of L3 ∝ a4 is better perceivable at lower tem-
peratures. In Fig. S2, we compare the L3 for the |↑⟩(−3,4)
state at 80 nK with the 860 nK result presented in the main
manuscript. The Efimov resonance at about 140 G perturbs
the overall scaling. At 150 G the L3 value for 80 nK is again
close to the a4 prediction.
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Fig. S 1. Scattering length in the vicinity of the s-wave Feshbach
resonance. The scattering length in units of Bohr radius is plotted as
a function of magnetic field.
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Fig. S 2. The three-body recombination rate constant L3 for the
|↑⟩(−3,4) state at 80 nK is compared to that at 860 nK. The dashed
line indicates the L3 ∝ a4 scaling.
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