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Boundaries of universality of thermal collisions for atom - atom scattering

Xuyang Guo
Department of Chemistry, University of British Columbia, Vancouwver, B.C. V6T 1Z1, Canada

Kirk W. Madison
Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of British Columbia, Vancouver, B.C. V6T 1Z1, Canada

James L. Booth
Physics Department, British Columbia Institute of Technology, Burnaby, B.C. V5G 3H2, Canada

Roman V. Kremg]
Department of Chemistry € Stewart Blusson Quantum Matter Institute,
University of British Columbia,
Vancouwver, B.C. V6T 1Z1, Canada

(Dated: September 4, 2024)

Thermal rate coefficients for some atomic collisions have been observed to be remarkably inde-
pendent of the details of interatomic interactions at short range. This makes these rate coefficients
universal functions of the long-range interaction parameters and masses, which was previously ex-
ploited to develop a self-defining atomic sensor for ambient pressure. Here, we employ rigorous
quantum scattering calculations to examine the response of thermally averaged rate coefficients for
atom - atom collisions to changes in the interaction potentials. We perform a comprehensive anal-
ysis of the universality, and the boundaries thereof, by treating the quantum scattering observables
as probabilistic predictions determined by a distribution of interaction potentials. We show that
there is a characteristic change of the resulting distributions of rate coefficients, separating light,
few-electron atoms and heavy, polarizable atoms. We produce diagrams that illustrate the bound-
aries of the thermal collision universality at different temperatures and provide guidance for future

experiments seeking to exploit the universality.

I. INTRODUCTION

Within the Born-Oppenheimer approximation, the
scattering cross sections for collisions between atoms are
assumed to be determined by the adiabatic interaction
potentials, which parametrize the Schrédinger equation
for the collision complex. The interaction potentials are
generally obtained by electronic structure calculations
with approximations that introduce errors limiting the
accuracy of quantum scattering calculations. The ef-
fect of these errors on numerical predictions of quan-
tum dynamics observables, such as collision cross sec-
tions or scattering rates, for heavy multi-electron atoms
is not well understood. At the same time, numerical so-
lutions of quantum scattering equations are used for as-
trophysical models, for benchmarking experimental mea-
surements and as calibration parameters for various ex-
perimental techniques. For example, Refs. [1H9] de-
tail the use of laser-cooled atoms to measure the den-
sity of ambient gases in a vacuum by observing collision-
induced heating and loss rate of trapped sensor atoms.
The relation between the observed trap loss and density
is through a collision cross section, which is assumed to
be known from an independent source, often a theoreti-
cal calculation. For vacuum metrology based on trapped
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sensor atoms [3], the current goal is to reduce the uncer-
tainty of observables to less than 1 %. However, it is not
clear if electronic structure calculations can produce in-
teraction potentials for heavy, multi-electron atoms and
molecules with errors small enough to meet these accu-
racy requirements. For such applications, it is necessary
(i) to be able to quantify the errors of the numerical pre-
dictions of quantum dynamics observables; and (ii) de-
sign the experiments within the range of parameters and
with atomic species that reduce the effect of errors of in-
teratomic interaction potentials on quantum scattering
calculations.

Recent experimental work on measuring pressure of
H,, He, Ar, CO,, Kr and Xe gases with trapped 3'Rb
atoms [4H7], accompanied by scattering calculations with
model Lennard-Jones potentials [3, 4l [I0] and selected
rigorous calculations for atom - atom and atom - molecule
collisions [3], 8, [TTHI6], illustrated the invariance of room-
temperature thermal collision rate coefficients to vari-
ations of the short-range part of the underlying atom
- atom and atom - molecule potentials. The rates for
trap loss induced by collisions with atoms in a thermal
background gas were found to be universal functions of
the trap depth, the long-range interaction parameters,
and the mass of the trapped sensor atom [3H5] [10] [17].
At the same time, it was observed that certain back-
ground species, most notably light few-electron atoms
and molecules, exhibited significant deviations from the
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predicted universal behavior. Furthermore, experiments
with two trapped species, “Li and 8"Rb, performed in
two different laboratories [7, @] produced systematically
different results for the “Li/®"Rb ratios of thermal rate
coefficients. Klos and Tiesinga [I5] performed rigorous
scattering calculations, including an estimate of calcula-
tion uncertainties, to calibrate the measurements in Ref.
[7]. Tt was found that the ratios of rate coefficients for
collisions with He, Ne, Kr, and Xe agree with the exper-
imental results, but disagree for Ar. However, the most
recent cross-calibration experiment combining two traps
loaded with “Li and 8"Rb [9] to measure the “Li/®*"Rb
ratios of the rate coefficients for collisions with He, Ne,
Ar, Kr, and Xe, revealed systematic differences of up to
3% from the theoretically predicted ratios [I5]. For Ar,
Kr and Xe, these differences exceeded the stated uncer-
tainties of the theoretical calculations.

The collision universality can liberate measurement
analyses and calibration from the uncertainties of elec-
tronic structure calculations. It is therefore important to
identify the origin and quantify the boundaries of univer-
sality. To achieve this, we perform a comprehensive anal-
ysis of the universality of rate coefficients for atom - atom
elastic scattering. This work is based on rigorous quan-
tum scattering calculations employing the most accurate
available interaction potentials as a reference. We illus-
trate the collision universality by treating the quantum
scattering observables as probabilistic predictions deter-
mined by a distribution of interaction potentials [I8]. We
show that for heavy background gas atoms (Ar, Kr, Xe),
the distributions of rate coefficients are highly concen-
trated, yielding consistent collision rate coefficients over
a wide range of interaction potentials. At the same time,
the variance of the distributions for light background
gas atoms is shown to be very large. This characteris-
tic change of the rate coefficient distributions marks the
transition from the universal scattering regime to ther-
mal scattering that is sensitive to the short-range part
of the interaction potentials. We explore the variance
of the resulting distributions of observables as a func-
tion of long-range interaction parameters, the mass of the
background gas atoms, and the temperature. This yields
diagrams that illustrate the limitations of the thermal
collision universality at different temperatures and pro-
vide guidance for future experiments seeking to exploit
the universality. Finally, we examine in detail the dis-
crepancy of the experimental measurement [9] from the
theoretical prediction [I5] and show that a 2-4% change
in the long-range interaction parameters can account for
the differences between the experimental measurements
and the results of the quantum scattering calculations.

II. CALCULATION DETAILS
A. Scattering calculations

We compute and analyze rate coefficients for collisions
of trapped atoms ("Li and 8"Rb) with atoms of mass m
in an ambient thermal gas (background gas BG) with
temperature T' by integrating the energy dependence of
the cross sections o (FE) with the Maxwell-Boltzmann dis-

tribution as follows:
E
/ Eo(F)exp ( kBT>dE

w(T) = /8kBT 1
(1)

where kg is the Boltzmann constant and £ is the colli-
sion energy. We consider collisions of “Li and 8"Rb with
closed-shell atoms He, Ne, Ar, Kr, or Xe. Such collisions
do not permit inelastic scattering at collision energies rel-
evant for this work.

The collision cross sections o are obtained from the
numerical solutions of the time-independent Schrodinger
equation, which, upon partial wave expansion of the full
wave function, can be written as

d? 2 I(1+1)
dR? R? h2
where R is the distance between the centers of mass of the
colliding atoms, [ is the rotational angular momentum of

the collision complex, V(R) is the adiabatic interaction
potential,

Fi(R) = =S V(R)F(R), (2)
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1 is the reduced mass of the collision complex. We use the
log-derivative method [I9] to compute Fj(R) and match
the numerical solutions to the scattering boundary con-
ditions, yielding scattering phase shifts 7;(E). The scat-
tering cross section is then computed as

41 &
Y5l (20 + 1) sin? ;. (4)

=0

k* =

o(E) =

We include enough terms in the partial wave sum to
ensure convergence of the cross section to < 0.1 % and
extend the range of collision energies in Eq. to ensure
convergence of the thermal rate coefficients to < 0.25 %.
For analysis purposes, we also compute the rate coeffi-
cients k(T') using the scattering phase shifts given by the
semiclassical Jeffreys—Born approximation [10]
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where C,, are the coefficients of the long-range expansion
of the interaction potential
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The rate coefficients thus computed are determined en-
tirely by the long-range part of the interaction potential.

B. Atom-atom interaction potentials

The goal of the present work is to examine the response
of the thermal collision rate coefficients to variations
of the interaction potentials V(R) at short range R. To
achieve this, we model V(R) by the Morse long-range
(MLR) functions [20]:

ULR(R)

v = (1 s

2
exp [~6(R) 45 (R) )
(7)
where D, is the potential energy at the interatomic equi-
librium distance R, and S(R) is a polynomial function

N
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of the reduced coordinates 3 (R) defined as
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with Ryef representing a reference distance [2I]. Follow-
ing Ref. [20], we fix p =4 and ¢ = 5.

The radial variable yp? is given by Eq. (8) with Ryer =
R.. The constraint parameter (B, is fixed to [, =
In{2D./urr (Re)}. Finally, the long-range part of the
potential ur,r is computed as

06 Cs C(10

urr(R) = D6ﬁ + DSE + DlOﬁv (10)

where D,, are the damping functions given by the gener-
alized Douketis function [22] 23]:

Dy (r,s) = (1 — exp (_ b(s)(pR) C(s)(pR)2>)n+s7

o 172
(11)

where b(s) and ¢(s) are system-independent parameters
determined by the choice of s. In this work, we use
s = =1, b = 3.3, and ¢ = 0.423, as in Ref. [20]. The
. . 2 .
dimensionless parameter p = % [22] is calcu-
lated as the harmonic mean of the atomic counterparts

2
_ P; \ 3
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tion potentials of the respective atom and hydrogen. For
Rb-BG interactions (BG = He, Ne, Ar, Kr, Xe), we use
the MLR parameters from Ref. [20]. For Li-BG interac-
tions, we obtain MLR, parameters by fitting the ab initio
interaction potentials from Ref. [15], with the fitting root
mean squared error < 1 cm™1.

, where IP; and IPy represent the ioniza-

III. RESULTS
A. Universality of thermal collisions

The collision universality introduced in Refs. [3-
9, [I0, I7] manifests itself in the invariance of thermal
collision rate coefficients (|1|) to changes in the short-range
part of the adiabatic interaction potentials. The rate co-
efficients are thus universal functions of the long-range in-
teraction parameters and the masses of the collision part-
ners. This universality is particularly important for vac-
uum metrology as it ensures that total scattering rate co-
efficients—and therefore the inferred gas density or pres-
sure—remain unaffected by the uncertainty in the short-
range part of the interaction potentials [3H5] 10 [17]. In
this section, we examine in detail the response of thermal
rate coefficients to variations of interaction potentials for
a range of different collision systems in order to elucidate
the origin of the universal behavior of rate coefficients
observed in Refs. [3H5] 10} [17].

To demonstrate the collision universality, and the
breakdown thereof, we begin by comparing the results
of rigorous quantum scattering calculations based on full
interaction potentials with semi-classical calculations us-
ing Jeffreys-Born approximation parametrized only
by the long-range part of the interaction potential @
The calculations are performed for the collision systems
and the conditions relevant for the vacuum metrology
experiments [3H8|, [10] 5], 16 24, 25]. Table [I| lists the
computed rate coefficients as well as the normalized dif-
ference:

D =" 15C o 100%, (12)
Ksc

where Q denotes the quantum scattering calculations us-
ing the MLR fits of the corresponding ab initio poten-
tials and SC denotes the semi-classical calculations . It
can be observed that D for heavy background gas atoms
(Ar, Kr, Xe) is much smaller than for light background
gas atoms (He, Ne). We note that the SC results based

TABLE I Collision rate coefficients (in units of
x 107 m®/s) calculated at T = 294.15 K for different colli-
sion systems from quantum (Q) and semi-classical (SC) cal-
culations.

Sensor Gas KQ KSC D of Eq. (12) in %
Rb He 2.444 3.077 -20.57
Rb Ne 1.985 2.288 -13.22
Rb Ar 3.045 3.012 1.07
Rb Kr 2.794 2.780 0.51
Rb Xe 2.889 2.890 -0.03
Li He 1.647 2.295 -28.23
Li Ne 1.559 1.705 -8.53
Li Ar 2.332 2.293 1.69
Li Kr 2.146 2.113 1.52
Li Xe 2.237 2.198 1.79




on Eq. are fully parametrized by the long-range co-
efficients C),, and completely ignore the short-range part
of the interaction potential. The good agreement of the
rigorous quantum scattering calculations and the SC re-
sults, therefore, shows that the rate coefficients for colli-
sions with Ar, Kr, and Xe are predominantly determined
by the long-range part of the interaction potential. Con-
versely, the lack of agreement between rq and ksc in-
dicates, though not proves, that the rate coefficients for
collisions with He and Ne are sensitive to the short-range
part of the interaction potential. The results of Table [I]
thus indicate that the thermal collision rate coefficients
at room temperature must be universal for Ar, Kr, and
Xe, but not for He or Ne.

To verify this with rigorous quantum scattering cal-
culations, we prepare a distribution of potential energy
curves generated by varying the well depth D, and
the equilibrium distance R, of the interaction poten-
tials over the ranges R, € [0.25,7.25] A and D, €
[1,110] ecm~!, yielding a total of 900 potentials for each
collision system. These potentials are then used in quan-
tum scattering calculations of the rate coefficients .
Given these 900 collision rate coefficients, we train a
two-dimensional quintic spline interpolator to generate
the multivariate distribution f.(De, R.). We increase
the number of grid points for interpolation until the con-
vergence of fi(De, R.). The relative standard deviation
(RSD) of the distribution for each collision system is pre-
sented in Table[[Tl The results illustrate that RSD mono-
tonically decreases with the mass of the collision partner
for both Rb and Li sensor atoms. We also observe that
RSD is significantly larger for He and Ne than for Ar, Kr,
or Xe. The dependence of the room-temperature rate co-
efficients ratios x(D.)/kqg on D, is further illustrated in
Figure [ Combining the results of Tables [[] and [[] and
Fig. |1} we classify Ar, Kr and Xe as universal and He and

TABLE II. Mean, standard deviation (SD) and relative stan-
dard deviation (RSD) in % of the distributions of x for
the ranges of R. € [0.25,7.25]A and D. € [1,110] em™!,
excluding unphysical potentials. Mean are in the units of
x 107%% m?®/s. RSD* denote the relative standard deviation
of the distribution of x for the ranges of R. € [0.8 X Re,0,1.2 X
Re,0] and D, € [0.8 X Deyo,1.2 X Deygl, where Re o and De o
are the well depth and the equilibrium distance from the MLR
fits of the corresponding ab initio potentials.

Sensor Gas Mean RSD % RSD* %  Universality
Rb He 3.573 27.1 41.4 Non-universal
Rb Ne 2.418 13.7 9.1 Non-universal
Rb Ar  3.043 5.3 1.2 Universal
Rb Kr  2.787 3.2 0.5 Universal
Rb Xe  2.881 2.8 0.2 Universal

Li He 2.851 44.0 35.4 Non-universal
Li Ne 1.939 20.9 8.2 Non-universal
Li Ar  2.350 8.3 1.5 Universal
Li Kr 2.162 4.1 0.5 Universal
Li Xe  2.243 2.5 0.3 Universal

Ne as non-universal, at room temperature. This is consis-
tent with the experimental observations [3H5] [, [10, [16].

We note that the range of the interaction potentials
considered to generate f(D., Re) is much wider than
the typical errors of quantum chemistry calculations
[15, 20, 26]. The range was deliberately exaggerated to
examine the response of the thermal rate coefficients to
variations in short-range interactions for both universal
and non-universal collision systems. To provide a more
realistic illustration for the uncertainty of the collision
rate coefficients due to possible errors of the ab initio cal-
culations of the interaction potentials, we calculate the
relative error
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FIG. 1. Dependence of room-temperature rate coefficient ra-
tios % for Rb — BG (upper panel) and Li - BG (lower panel)
scattering on the well depth D, of the modified interaction
potentials. The markers show the values of D. for the best
fit of the ab initio interaction potentials for He (cyan-blue,
diamonds), Ne (orange, squares), Ar (purple, triangles), Kr
(pink, circles), and Xe (green, stars). The rate coefficients are
normalized by the magnitude of the rate coefficient at these
values of D.. The open symbols indicate the values of D,
corresponding to m(0.48 Ry D, /1)?/2 = ks T [10]. Rate coeffi-
cients for interactions potentials with D. below this value are
expected to be sensitive to the short-range part of the inter-
action potential.



where kq are the collision rate coefficients listed in Ta-
ble[[and kg are the rate coefficients from the quantum
scattering calculations parametrized by the interaction
potential with the well depth D, and the equilibrium dis-
tance R, sampled from ranges R, € [0.8 X Re 0, 1.2X R, o]
and D, € [0.8 x D, o,1.2 x D, o] centred at the fits of the
corresponding ab initio potentials. Here, R. o and D, o
are the well depth and the equilibrium distance charac-
teristic of the individual collision system, obtained from
the MLR fits @) of the corresponding ab initio potentials.
The values of R, ¢ and D, o, and consequently the ranges
of R, and D,, are thus different for the different collision
systems. The distribution of the relative errors as a func-
tion of R, and D, is shown in Figure 2 With the 20%
variation for the short-range part of the interaction po-
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FIG. 2. Relative errors (in %) defined by Eq. for Rb—Xe
(upper panel) and Li-He (lower panel) collisions as functions
of the well depth D. and the equilibrium distance R. of the
corresponding interaction potentials. The green plus symbol
denotes the well depth D, o and the equilibrium distance R. o
from the MLR fits (Eq. E[) of the corresponding ab initio po-
tentials for Rb — Xe and Li — He. The values of R. and D.
are sampled from the +/- 20 % intervals of Re,o and De for
each collision system. RSD is the relative standard deviation
of the rate coefficient distributions over these ranges of R.
and D..

tential, the thermal rate coefficients for Rb-Xe change by
less than 1%, while the same variation of the potentials
leads to relative errors in the collision rate coeflicients
for Li-He reaching 81%. Figure also illustrates that the
collision rate coeflicients are more sensitive to variations
of the equilibrium distance than of the well depth.

To obtain more detailed information, we next examine
the energy dependences of the cross sections for all col-
lision systems involving Rb considered in this work. We
fix the equilibrium distance and well depth parameters
to the values for the MLR fit @ of the corresponding ab
initio potentials. In addition, for Rb — Xe, we consider
several interaction potentials with the well depth param-
eter in the range D, € [1,206] cm~!. While D, for
Rb — Xe is 102.6 cm ™!, we aim to include an example of
Rb — Xe scattering with an artificial interaction potential
resembling the interaction strength of Li and He.

The upper panel of Figure [3] shows the cross sections
for Rb — Xe collisions as determined by the interaction
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FIG. 3. Upper panel: Energy dependence of the cross sections
for Rb — Xe collisions computed with four different interaction
potentials parametrized by D, = 1 cm™" (light blue), 40 cm™*
(blue), 102.6 cm ™" (red), 206 cm™' (dark blue). The red curve
corresponds to the parameters of the best fit of the Rb — Xe
ab initio interaction potential. The vertical grey dashed line
represents E, = kT = 204.44 cm™' at T = 294.15 K. Lower
panel: Energy dependencies of the cross sections for Rb — BG
collisions: BG = He (cyan-blue), Ne (orange), Ar (purple),
Kr (pink), Xe (green).



potentials with four values of the well depth parameter:
D, =1, 40, 102.6 (D, ) and 206 cm~!. The energy de-
pendences of the cross sections exhibit glory oscillations
[17, 27, 28] in the energy range from 40 to 206 cm~!. The
corresponding collision rate coefficients are [2.02, 2.88,
2.89 and 2.90] x 10715 m3/s. This illustrates that the in-
tegration over the Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution aver-
ages out the influence of the oscillations on the total rate
coefficient. The outlier rate coefficient 2.02 x 10715 m3 /s
obtained with D, = 1 cm™! indicates a transition to a
non-universal scattering regime.

The lower panel of Figure |3| compares the energy de-
pendences of the cross sections for the different collision
systems considered here. The results illustrate that the
number of oscillations increases and the amplitude of the
oscillations decreases with the reduced mass of the col-
lision system [I0) 17, 27H29]. This increase in the fre-
quency of the glory oscillations and the suppression of
the amplitude reduce the effect of the differences in the
cross section on the thermal rate coefficients, reducing
the sensitivity of the collision rates to the short-range
part of the interaction potentials [10].
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FIG. 4. Number of oscillations in the energy dependence

of the cross sections vs the number of bound states (upper
panel) and D, (lower panel) for Rb — Xe (green stars) and Li
— He (cyan-blue diamonds) interactions. The solid lines are
the linear fits (upper panel) and the fits to Eq. in the
lower panel.

The energy range of the glory oscillations relative to
the peak of the Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution deter-
mines the effect of thermal averaging. As shown in Ref.
[10], the glory oscillations in o(E) extend to the en-
ergy Emax = m(0.48RyD./h)?/2 where Ry is the clas-
sical turning point of the interaction potential vanishes
at zero collision energy. The scattering cross section at
E > FE.x is predominantly determined by the short-
range part of the interaction potential [I0]. By equating
Frax to kgT, this relation between Ey,,. and D, can be
used to estimate the values of D, that mark the transi-
tion between universal and non-universal scattering. The
values of D, for F,.x = kgT are illustrated by the open
symbols in Figure The results in Figure [I] suggest
that thermal collisions are expected to be sensitive to
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FIG. 5. Upper panel: Cross sections for Rb-BG scattering as
functions of D, at the energy E, = kgT = 204.44 cm™* cor-
responding to the maximum of the Maxwell-Boltzmann dis-
tribution at 7" = 294.15 K for different BG gases: He (cyan-
blue), Ne (orange), Ar (purple), Kr (pink), and Xe (green).
The percentages are the relative standard deviation (RSD) of
the distributions of o vs D.. Lower panel: Relative standard
deviation (RSD) of the distributions f.(D.) of the rate co-
efficients at T' = 294.15 K for Rb-BG (full bars) and Li-BG
(open bars) scattering. The bars labeled § are computed with
a delta function at the energy E, = kT = 204.44 cm™ ! in-
stead of the Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution. It should be
noted that, as can be seen in the upper panel, the values of
RSD are enhanced by the variation of the cross sections at
small values of D..
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FIG. 6. Relative standard deviation of the rate coefficient distributions as functions of the mass of the background gas atom
and the value of Cs for different temperatures indicated in the upper left corner of each panel. The solid and dashed lines
represent RSD = 8 % and 14 %, respectively. The symbols show the parameters for the actual Rb-BG (squares) and Li-BG
(circles) collision systems with BG = He, Ne, Ar, Kr, Xe. The full symbols show universal scattering, while the open symbols
show non-universal collision systems. The green symbols show collision systems in the regime between the two boundaries.

the short-range part of the interaction potential for D,
below the value, where the derivative of the thermal rate
coefficients with respect to D, vanishes.

The number of the glory oscillations in the energy de-
pendence of the cross section is known to be approxi-
mately equal to the number of rotation-less bound states
for the Lennard-Jones interaction potentials [17], 27, [28].
Since the present work employs more physical MLR func-
tions @) to model the interaction potentials, it is impor-
tant to confirm the relation between the number of bound
states and the oscillatory behavior of the energy depen-
dence of the collision sections illustrated in Fig. We
compute the bound states by diagonalizing the Hamil-
tonian matrix using the discrete variable representation
approach of Colbert and Miller [30, [31] for each inter-
action potential used in the scattering calculations. As
shown in the upper panel of Figure[d] the number of oscil-
lations is a linear function of the number of rotation-less
bound states. The slopes of the solid lines in the upper

panel of Figure [4 obtained from linear regression are 0.99
and 0.90, respectively.

To obtain the dependence of the oscillatory behavior
of the cross sections on D., we use this linear regression
along with the semi-classical approximation based on the
generalized Bernstein function [27]

[2uR2D,
Nosc = Nbound =« % + /Ba

where Nog. is the number of oscillations in the energy
dependence of the cross section, Npounq is the number
of rotation-less bound states in the corresponding inter-
action potential, p is the reduced mass, and Ry is the
interatomic separation where the interaction potential
vanishes. The dimensionless parameters « and 3 are ob-
tained by non-linear least squares fitting. The resulting
fits are shown in the lower panel of Figure @ The
outlier for the Rb — Xe fit corresponds to the outlier curve
in the upper panel of Figure[3] as well as the outlier rate

(14)



2.02 x 1071% m? /s, which again indicates the universality
break-down at the well depth parameter D, = 1 cm™?.
This illustrates that interaction potentials supporting a
large number of bound states and a large reduced mass
favor the scattering regime that reduces the sensitivity of
thermal collision rate coefficients to the short-range part
of the interaction potential.

To illustrate the change of the amplitude of the glory
oscillations with the collision partner in more detail, we
calculate the cross sections at the energy E, = kg1 =
204.44 cm~! as functions of D.. The results are shown
in the upper panel of Figure The cross sections as
functions of D, exhibit oscillations, whose frequency de-
creases with increasing D.. This corresponds to the di-
minishing rate of the increase of the number of rotation-
less bound states as the well depth grows. The effect
of the amplitude of the glory oscillations on thermal rate
coefficients can be demonstrated by the relative standard
deviation (RSD) of the distribution of the cross sections
vs D.. The values of RSD are shown as percentages in the
upper panel of Figure These values of RSD quantify
the uncertainty of the oscillating cross sections relative
to their means, which is equivalent to the uncertainty of
the rate coefficients when the collision energy distribu-
tion is a delta function at F,. Thus, the RSD provides
an estimate of the relative residual effect of the oscillation
amplitude on the rate coefficients.

Without the averaging effect of the Maxwell-
Boltzmann distribution, the values of RSD represent the
upper bound of the uncertainty in the thermal rate cal-
culation due to the uncertainty of the well depth of
the interaction potential. To illustrate how Maxwell-
Boltzmann averaging reduces the sensitivity to the glory
oscillations, we compare the RSD values computed with
and without the Maxwell-Boltzmann averaging for both
Rb — BG and Li — BG collisions. The results are shown in
the lower panel of Figure 5] With a heavier background
gas, the amplitudes of the glory oscillations at the en-
ergy E, = kT become lower, leading to a lower upper
bound of the uncertainty. For each background gas, the
difference between the bars with and without the § label
shows the reduction of the uncertainty upper limit due
to integration over the Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution.

The universality can thus be viewed as a consequence
of the thermal averaging that diminishes the effect of the
glory oscillations appearing in the energy dependence of
the cross section due to the short-range part of the in-
teraction potential. There are three factors that con-
tribute to the onset of universality: the energy range of
the glory oscillations relative to the maximum and width
of the Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution, the number and
the amplitude of the oscillations. For a given collision
system within the universal scattering regime, the am-
plitude of glory oscillations determines the upper bound
of the sensitivity to the short-range part of the inter-
action potential, while the number of glory oscillations
determines the reduction of the uncertainty due to in-
tegration over the Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution. The

number of the oscillations is determined by the number of
bound states in the corresponding interaction potential.
The Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution is determined by
temperature and the mass of the background gas atoms.
Whether a thermal rate coefficient is sensitive to the
short-range part of the interaction potential is thus de-
termined by the following factors: the binding energy of
the interaction potential, the mass of the background gas
atoms, temperature and the polarizability of the interact-
ing atoms as measured by the long-range Cg coefficient.
We note that the binding energy D, and the long-range
interaction coefficients Cg are not independent as atomic
interactions with large Cg generally have large D.. In
the following section, we examine the boundaries of the
universality in the [Cg, m,T| parameter space using dis-
tributions of thermal rate coefficients with D, and R,
treated as random variables.

B. Boundaries of collision rate universality

To provide guidance for experimental measurements
using universality, we explore the boundaries of univer-
sal scattering as functions of the dipole-dipole interac-
tion coefficient Cg, masses of background gas atoms,
and temperature. We consider Li as the trapped atom
and a range of artificial collision systems with the fol-
lowing parameters: mp, € [1,150]a.m.u and Cg €
[10,1000] E}, - a§.  We then perform quantum scatter-
ing calculations for each artificial collision system to ob-
tain the RSD of the distribution f,(D,, R.) using the
approach described in Section [[ITA] To illustrate how
the regime of universal scattering changes with temper-
ature, we plot RSD of the distributions fx(De,R.) as
functions of Cg and the mass of background gas atom at
T = 170,294, 650, and 1000 K in Figure [f] Guided by
the results in Table [lI] we consider RSD < 8% to indi-
cate universal scattering, and > 14 % to indicate non-
universal scattering. These boundaries are shown by the
lines in Figure [} To produce definitive conclusions, we
treat the results with 8 % < RSD < 14 % as borderline.
We use the same values of RSD at different temperatures
to examine the shift of these boundaries with T

It can be observed that the regime of universal scat-
tering shrinks as temperature increases. This reflects
the effect of the broadening of the Maxwell-Boltzmann
distribution, allowing the distribution to reach beyond
the energy range of the glory oscillations. At the same
time, Rb-Xe scattering remains universal up to T = 1000
K. In general, it can be seen that a larger value of D,
and a larger mass of the background gas atom leads to
weaker sensitivity of the rate coefficients to variations in
the short-range part of the interaction potential.

It is important to quantify the residual sensitivity of
rate coefficients to the short-range part of the interaction
potentials for thermal collisions within the regime of uni-
versal scattering. Table [[T] shows RSD* of the thermal
rate coeflicient distributions induced by a distribution of



interaction potentials covering a 20 % range of D, and
R, values for each collision system. This variation of
interaction potentials significantly exceeds the expected
uncertainty of the ab initio calculations and fits of the
interaction potentials [I5]. The values of RSD* reported
in Table [[] for Ar, Kr and Xe can thus be viewed as
the upper limits of the uncertainties of the rate coeffi-
cients at room temperature for the fixed values of the
long-range interaction parameters C,,. If the ranges of
D, and R, are reduced to 10 %, the values of RSD*
reduce to 0.1 % (for Rb-Xe and Li-Xe), 0.2 % (for Rb-Kr
and Li-Kr), 0.5 % (for Rb-Ar) and 0.7 % (for Li - Ar).

C. Experiment - theory discrepancy

As shown in Figure [7] the most recent experimental
measurements [9] of the following ratio of the rate coef-
ficients (at 298 K)

RLi—BG
KRb—BG

R= (15)

differ systematically (by up to 3 %) from the theoretical
predictions in Ref. [15], even for the heavy BG atoms Ar,
Kr, and Xe expected to exhibit universal scattering. The
difference is even larger (up to 8%), compared to the ra-
tios from the experimental measurements in Ref.[7]. The
experiments in Refs. [7] and [9] use different approaches.
Thus, the experiment in Ref. [7] produces measurements
of the rate coefficients for Li and Rb using different ap-
paratuses, whereas the experiment in Ref. [J] exposes
two traps, one with Rb and one with Li, to the same
ambient gas. While we do not address the discrepancy
between the experimental measurements in this work, we
examine the implications of the discrepancy between the
measurements in Ref. [9] and the results of the theoreti-
cal calculations.

0.80
0781  Jo
0.76
o 0.74 1
0.72+
®-- This work
0.701 —@— This work (modified Cg)
A Exp.[9]
0.68 1 B Exp. 7]
® Theory [15]
0.66 — T T : :
He Ne Ar Kr Xe

FIG. 7. Ratios of rate coeflicients from different sources:
squares from Ref. [7] and open circles from Ref. [15]; trian-
gles from Ref. [9] and full circles with lines from the present
calculations with the unmodified (broken line) and modified
(solid line) values of the Cs coefficients.

We repeated the calculations of Ref. [I5] using the in-
teraction potentials from Ref. [I5] and obtained the rate
coefficients in agreement with the theoretical results of
Ref. [15], as shown in Figure [/l This confirms the con-
sistency of both the current calculations and the calcu-
lations in Ref. [I5] for the specific interaction potentials
employed in Ref. [I5]. These interaction potentials used
the values of C from Ref. [32] summarized in Table [[TI}
We now show that a ~ 4% modification of the values of
these Cy coefficients can bring the results of the theoret-
ical calculations in alignment with the lower limit of the
experimental measurements in Ref. [9].

Section [[ITA] illustrates that the rate coefficients for
collisions of Li and Rb with Ar, Kr, and Xe are not sen-
sitive to variations of the short-range part of the interac-
tion potential. This leaves the uncertainty in the values
of the long-range interaction parameters as the only pos-
sible source of the uncertainty of the quantum scattering
calculations. To examine the sensitivity of the rate co-
efficient to the long-range dispersion interaction, we fix
the short-range part of each interaction potential to the
best fit of ab initio results and vary the Cy coeflicients
for both Li-BG and Rb-BG systems (BG = He, Ne, Ar,
Kr, Xe) in a range centered around the values from Ref.
[15], denoted in Fig. 8 by C§. For each combination of
the Cg coefficients, we calculate the ratio of the rate
coefficients. The results are presented in Fig. [§] for all
collision systems. The solid lines in Fig. [§| show the
range of the Cg values that produce the ratio within
the error bars of the experimental measurements [9]. We
note that the solid lines for Ne, Ar, Kr and Xe follow the
relation

Céd—BG — R%cé{b—BG (16)

for all BG = He, Ne, Ar, Kr, Xe [0]. For each back-
ground gas atom, a green circle in Fig. [§|shows the point
in the region between the solid lines that requires the
smallest corrections to the reported C6 values (shown by
the hollow circles) used in Ref. [I5]. The values of the
Cs coefficients represented in Fig. [§ by the green circles
are listed in Table [[T]] and used for the calculations pro-
ducing the upper line in Fig. in agreement with the
experimental measurements [9].

The results shown in Fig. [8|and Table[[TI] thus illustrate
that a change of Cg coefficients by < 4.2% is sufficient to
align the quantum scattering calculations with either of
the two experimental measurements. This indicates that
the experiments in Refs. [7] and [9] can be used to con-
strain the values of the Cg coefficients. We note that the
agreement of the theoretical calculations with the mod-
ified Cg coefficients and the measurements in Ref. [9] is
better than the agreement between the calculations in
Ref. [I5] and measurements in Ref. [7], which shows a
significant separation between the theoretical and exper-
imental results for Ne and Ar.
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the circles).

IV. CONCLUSION

We have presented a comprehensive analysis of the re-
sponse of thermally averaged rate coefficients for atom -

atom collisions to variations in the short-range part of the
interaction potentials as well as the dispersion interaction
parametrized by Cg. We use rigorous quantum scatter-
ing theory and interaction potentials based on high-level



electronic structure calculations to examine in detail the
mechanism of collision universality that manifests itself
in the invariance of thermal collision rates to changes
in the short-range part of the interaction potentials. It
is illustrated that collision universality is a result of the
averaging over the Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution that
reduces the effect of short-range interactions leading to
glory oscillations in the energy dependence of the cross
sections. Our scattering calculations systematically illus-
trate that the number of the oscillations increases with
the number of bound states supported by the correspond-
ing interaction potential and the amplitude of the oscil-
lations decreases with the reduced mass of the collision
complex. It is thus illustrated that heavy polarizable
species, characterized by interaction potentials support-
ing a large number of bound states, are more likely to ex-
hibit universal scattering than light, few-electron atoms.

In order to guide future experiments aiming to exploit
the universality of thermal rates, we examine the variance
of collision rate coefficients over the distribution of inter-
action potentials with widely varying short-range behav-
ior, at different temperatures. Our calculations produce
diagrams that identify regions of universality, as well as
the lack thereof, in the [atom mass, Cg, T] parameter
space. Given long-range interaction parameters, any col-
lision system can be identified with a region in these di-
agrams.

Our analysis of the sensitivity of thermal collision rate
coefficients to the long-range dispersion interaction pa-
rameter Cy indicates that measurements of trap loss due
to ambient pressure in an ultra-high-vacuum regime can
be used as sensitive probes of long-range interactions. We
have shown that a 3 % difference in the measurement of
rate coefficient ratios discriminates Cg values at the 4 %
level. We note that this change of the Cg coeflicients ex-
ceeds the uncertainties of the Cg coefficients estimated in
Ref. [32] by using experimental error bars for principle
transitions and by comparison of the atom - wall interac-
tion constants obtained by integrating the corresponding

TABLE III. Values of Cs coefficients, originally from Ref.
[32], employed for the calculations in Ref. [I5] and in this
work. All the Cg coefficients are in units of E, - ag, where
E), is the Hartree energy and ao is the Bohr radius. The Cs
coefficients from this work correspond to the full circles in

Fig.[§

Sensor BG  Refs. [I5,[32] This work  Difference %
Rb He 44.07 45.48 3.2
Li He 22.44 21.74 -3.1
Rb Ne 86.50 84.10 -2.8
Li Ne 43.60 44.81 2.8
Rb Ar 334.0 321.89 -3.6
Li Ar 173.0 178.64 3.3
Rb Kr 494.0 479.70 -2.9
Li Kr 259.0 268.83 3.8
Rb Xe 776.0 743.25 -4.2
Li Xe 409.0 426.22 4.2
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dynamic polarizabilities. Our present results call for re-
examination of these uncertainties of the Cg coefficients
in Ref. [32] or for a careful examination of the effect
of higher-order Cs and Cq¢ coefficients on thermal col-
lision rates. Our results underscore the importance of
high-precision calculations of long-range interaction pa-
rameters for vacuum metrology with trapped atoms. For
example, reducing the error bars on the calculated Cg co-
efficients can be used to validate the experimental mea-
surements, especially for heavy ambient gas atoms.
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