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The properties of bosonic Ytterbium photoassociation spawar the intercombination transitib§o—> P;

are studied theoretically at ultra low temperatures. Weatesttate how the shapes and intensities of rotational
components of optical Feshbach resonances are affectedaby taning of the scattering properties of the

two colliding ground state atoms. Particular attentioniieg to the relationship between the magnitude of
the scattering length and the occurrence of shape resaamdegher partial waves of the van der Waals

system. We develop a mass scaled model of the excited statatipbthat represents the experimental data for
different isotopes. The shape of the rotational photoaagon spectrum for various bosonic Yb isotopes can

be qualitatively different.

PACS numbers: 34.50.Rk, 34.10.+x, 34.20.Cf, 32.80.Pj

I. INTRODUCTION combinations can be found in Reff. [15].
Yb is an excellent example of a system for which the scat-

The properties of intercombination transitions in alkelin tering properties can be easily tuned by the change of the iso
earth atoms and atoms with similar electronic structure ha¥pic combination, thus changing the reduced mass of the col
become an object of a growing number of experimental andiding pair. Such mass tuning of the scattering propertés c
theoretical studies. It is mostly caused by a variety of newdlso be very useful in other similar species with several iso
applications in the physics of ultra cold atoms: from lasertopes. Developmentin the laser trapping and cooling of atom
cooling and trappind [1.] 2] 3] to optical frequency standard Such as Cd[17] and Hg [18.119] will hopefully allow photoas-
[4,8,06)7]. sociation investigations of these systems in the futured-Ca

Great progress in this area has been achieved for Ytterbiufium and Hg, like Yb, are good candidates for mass tuning
(Yb), which has 7 stable isotopes with atomic weights 1680f the scattering length because of their numerous isotopes
170, 171, 172, 173, 174, and 176. Quantum degenerate gagésaddition, Hg is seen as a very promising candidate for fu-
have been obtained for the bosonic isotofé¥b [g], 170YyhL  ture optical frequency standards. The clock frequency shif
[9], and '76YD [10], and the fermionic isotope¥'Yh and duced by black body radiation is especially small in [19],
173y}[Ld]. Photoassociation spectroscopy has been carriegompared with other Group Il elemenits|[20].
out for bosond [12, 13] as well as fermiohsl|[14]. A two-color
photoassociation experiment has allowed a precise datarmi
tion of the ground state s-wave scattering lengths for ati-co 1. PHOTOASSOCIATION RESONANCE
binations of Yb isotopes [15]. Finally, it was demonstrated
that the significant change of the scattering propertiesdbr The two-body loss rate coefficief (A; I, T) in the pho-
liding ground state atoms can be achieved with optical Feshtoassociation process for a thermal cloud of ultracold atom
bach resonances in these systems [16]. at temperaturé needs to be evaluated as an average over all

This work is devoted to the theoretical study of the photoaspossible momenta of two colliding atoms. This loss rate is
sociation spectra near the intercombination transitiSf—  directly dependent on the light intensifyleading to the pho-
3Py of Yb for bosonic isotopes. We take advantage of thetoassociation as well as on the detuning of the light from the
experimental photoassociation spectra'fdi b, and'™Yb,  atomic resonanca and detuning\. corresponding to the op-
from Tojoet al. [13] to precisely determine the binding ener- tical resonance coupling the scattering ground statewith
gies of excited state molecular energy levels. In additiom, the excited 2” bound state[[21].
report new measurements of the binding energies of excited The averaged loss rate can be writterl as [22]:
170Yh, and!72Yh,. Analysis of the photoassociation spec-
tra also requires knowledge of the scattering properti¢isen K(A;LT) = (K(A; L, Pe, Dr) g, i 1)
ground electronic state of two colliding atoms. The neagssa
information and experimental data for all ground statedp@  where
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is the loss ratel [23, 24, 5] corresponding to particular mowidth also depends on the kinetic energy of the relative omoti
mentum vectors of the relative motion of the two colliding of the two colliding atoms,.. This is because the energy nor-
atomsp,- as well as the motion of their center of mgssCon-  malized ground scattering std@_j{ (er)> strongly depends on
tributions from all possible transitions between excitedd  this energy. Finally the magnitude of the light-induced thid
and ground scattering states are included in this expmessiois dependent on the unit normalized excited bound $fate
They are taken in the sum with weights dependent on the to- The light induced shif{[25] can be calculated from the Fano
tal angular momentuni, of the two-atom system. In Ed.1(2) theory ]

the magnitude of the wave vector corresponding to the velati
motion isk, = p, /A, the kinetic energy of relative motion is

e, = h?k2/(2u), andy is the reduced mass of the colliding E.,(I,e,) = 2i73/ daw

atoms. The Doppler shiftis describeddy = —hkas-p./ M ™ Jo e )

where the magnitude of the laser light wave vectais = n Z [(We| Vias (1) W) @)
w/c and the mass of the molecule created in the photoasso- o e — By ’

ciation process is\I. The shift of the photoassociation res-
onanceFecmol = h2kl2as /(2M) caused by the photon re-
coil is also included here. Finally, the light induced shifia ~ WhereP is a principal part integral over all collision ener-
given photoassociation resonance can be expressed as a sgi@s, and the sum occurring in this expression is taken dver a
E.(I,e,) = Zg E.,(I,¢,) of contributionsE.,, (I, ¢,) of all unity normalized bound stat@ ) of the ground electronic
possible optical transitions between the excited bount sta potential. Like in the case of the light induced width, thghli

"¢” and ground scattering stateg” Similarly, the total width  induced shift is linearly dependent on the laser intensind

of the resonanc&.(l,e,) = T'pe + Zq Ieg(I,e,), where of course org,..

Tey(1,e,) is the light induced width between the”and "g" The photoassociation process can be viewed as a case of
states and’,,. describes all possible other processes leadinghe optical Feshbach resonance [25,29, 30]. The optical cou
to loss of the excited state. If radiative decay is the domtina pling of the ground scattering state to the excited bourig sta
loss process, thel,. can be taken as the natural width of the changes both the amplitude and the phase of the scattering

excited molecular state. wave function. The amplitude can be detected through loss of
The light induced width [23, 24, 5] atoms from the trap. The phase change can also be detected
[1€,31]. This approach leads to conclusion that the séatter
Teg(l,e,) =27 ’<\I}€| Vias(I) ‘q;;r(ET» ’2 (3) length describing ultra cold collisions of the two grounaltst

atoms can be modified by light due to the coupling with an ex-
is linearly dependent on the light intensifythrough the op- cited bound state. This effect was demonstrated with a Bose-
eratorVi.s(I) describing optical coupling between particular Einstein condensate (BEC) &fRb [32,[38]. The expression
excited and ground states. For the case investigated heee mdor a scattering length modified by light can be written in the
details about this operator can be found in Réfs. [22, 26is Th following form [25]:

Lpe[A — A — Eo(1,0) — Erec,mol]
AT = 1P (1 P ’ ’ 5
CL( 9 ) abg + ; eg ( ,O) [A — Ae _ Ee(I, 0) _ Erec,mol]z + [Fe(l7 0)/2]2 ’ ( )

whereay, is the background scattering length of the systemwith light intensity /. The optical length characterizes the
in absence of the light. The optical Iengﬂgt(l, Er) [30,[34] strength of an optical Feshbach resonance, namely the abil-
is ity of light to change the scattering length of the groundesta

Ty (1,2)) atoms; see also Ref. [35] for a review of Feshbach resonances
AL (6) including optical ones. The scattering length can be change
2krT'pe on the order of its background magnitufde,| while mini-
mizing losses if the optical length is very large comparetth wi
lang| SO that the optical control can be achieved at large de-

opt
ley (I,e,) =

Because of the-wave threshold law, this quantity approaches
an energy-independent constantas— 0 that varies linearly
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tuning. the |jlJM;p) basis. Herg is the total electron angular mo-
mentum/ is the rotational angular momentum, ahd= j +
is the total angular momentum. The projections]?)bn a
space-fixed axis isM. Finally p is the total parity. We add
an indexe to all quantities introduced here to indicate that
The particular properties of the photoassociation resothey correspond to the excited electronic state. It shoeld b
nances are strongly dependent on the properties of the@tomioted that/, as well as), are good quantum numbers of the
interaction of the colliding atoms. In general we describeHamiltonianH. In our case withj. = 1 andp. = —1 we
the colliding system using the Hamiltonian operatdr =  can solve the Schridinger equation using only two channels
T+ Ha + Vint + Vior- In this expressiol” is the kinetic  for eachJ,: one withl. = J. — 1 and one with, = J, + 1.
energy operator for relative radial motioR4 is the atomic  |n this basis the interaction operaft,; is not diagonal. Its
Hamiltonian operator representing internal atomic degm#e  matrix elements can be expressed in terms of poteritigls
freedom,Vi,; is the interaction operator described by nonrel-andv; () which correspond to states with= 0 and2 = 1,
ativistic molecular Born-Oppenheimer potentials, aig is  respectively, wheré is the projection of the total electron
the rotational energy operator. Refererice [22] gives mere d angular momenturj, along the interatomic axis. The other

tails for the case investigated here. components of the Hamiltonian operatbr,H 4, andV,, are
Let us first focus on the interaction in the excited state. Indiagonal in our basis.

this paper we limit our discussion to photoassociation near

the intercombination transitiohS,—P;. Therefore we will

discuss the atomic interaction properties only near thgodis The matrix elements of the subh,; + V;,: can be written
ciation limit 1S, +3 P;. In this case it is convenient to use in a compact form [36]:

I11. DERIVATION OF A SINGLE CHANNEL MODEL

le=J.—1 le=J.+1
VIe(Jet1) le=Jc—1
s Vo(r) + Vi) + B(r) Je(J. — 1) VoD i (r) - V(o)) (7)
Je(Je+1) . o
Y= i) = Vo(r)] 2LV (r) + 5757 Va(r) + B(r)(Je +2)(Je + 1) l=J +1

whereB(r) = h?/(2ur?). Henceforth we will omit explicit ~ diagonalization of this matrix gives the following eigehyes:
indication of ther-dependence of;, V; and B. Analytic

1 4B 4B2(2J, +1)2
= = — (v — 1-— 2B[J.(J. + 1)+ 1] ¢ , 8
Vo 2{V0—|—V1 (W Vo)\/ Vl—V0+ Vi = Vo) + [Je(Je + 1) + ]} (8)
v = L Vo+Vi+ (Vi —Vo)y/1— 1B 4BQ(2JE+1)2+2B[J(J +1)+1] 9)
1 = 2 0 1 1 0 ‘/1_‘/0 (‘/1_‘/0)2 e\Je .

These eigenvalugg, and)’; can be used as effective poten- of » where|V; — V4| > B, i e., when the anisotropy of the
tials for single channel calculations of excited boundestat interaction between two atoms is much bigger than the rota-
Such an approach allows one to approximate the influence dfon energy. In such a case the eigenvalues and corresggpndin
Coriolis coupling on the molecular structure in simple $#ng eigenvectors of the matrix in Eq[](7) can be written in the
channel calculations. following form:

The quantum numbeR becomes a good one in the range



Jo/(2J.+ 1)
VO = VO+B[J6(J€+1)+2]—> ) (10)
Ve +1)/(2Jc + 1)

V(e +1)/(2Je +1)
Vi = Vi+BJ.(J.+1) — . (11)

Je/(2Je +1)

In many cases these potentials provide a successful agamel.. Therefore the light induced width, Eq.](3), is pro-
proximation for single channel calculations of bound state portional to the fraction of the total wave function of the ex
of real systems. Such an approach is particularly good focited bound state in the channel with= {,. This fraction
Yb, because the potential curves at long range are domian be found from Eqs[_(JL0) arld{11). Moreover, the light in-
nated by the resonant dipole interaction. In the case of Yhluce width is proportional to the square of the proper Clebsc
Vi —Vo| = 2C3/r® > B upto very large. Thisis a quite  Gordan coefficienf(.J, K M,q|J.M.)|, whereK = 1 for the
different case from St [37], where th&; value is more than dipole transition ang = —1, 0, or + 1 describes the polar-
20 times smaller than for Yb. In the case of Sr the competitionzation of light. This way one can introduce the rotationaé|
between the van der Waals and resonance interactions is irstrength factor
portant. In the range aof where the interaction is dominated
by the resonant dipole term the ungerade potential@fer0 rot 2Jy+1 9 9
and() = 1 are attractive and repulsive, respectively. Thereforef Mg, q) 2L +1 [{Jg1001Je0) [ [(Jg K Myl JeMe) [
only the potential/, will support a series of bound states hav- (15)
ing 0;” symmetry near the dissociation limit. Thg potential ~ which is dependent on the light polarizatigrand the pro-
becomes attractive at smafldue to chemical bonding and jection M, of the total angular momentun, in the ground
may support a bound state near the dissociation limit. In thelectronlc state, see Reff. [39].
rest of the paper we will describe excited bound state® of The rotational line strength factor given by Eq.1(14) can be
symmetry using single channel solutions of the Schrodingeobtained as an average

equation.
This simple approach to the description of atomic interac- rot 1 Z UM, q) (16)
tions allows us to write the appropriate expressions for the €9 2J,+1 < 94
light induced width and shift:
3 I3 over all possible orientations of the total angular momentu
Dey(l,e,) = 1“,44:——Aﬂ§°t e ey (12)  J,; compare Refs.[[38, 89]. This quantity is independent of
the light polarization;. To derive Eq. [(T4) one can use the
and following relation
Eog(le) =Taie D pgrev) - qg) S KMl M = 250 )
My

In Egs. [I2) and[{d3) 4 is the natural decay width of the

atomic transition and\ 4 the wavelength of the atomic tran- Which is fulfilled for J. = J, — 1 and J, + 1, K = 1 and
sition. The dimensionless rotational line strength faftora M. = M, + ¢. Equation @4) can be also expressed in terms
transition from the ground scattering state to the exdited of a ngner 35 symbol, see Ref[[39):

state in a bosonic isotope has the simple approximate form

obtained by Machholret al. [3€]: oo [(J4100[2.00)* 27, 41 <Jg 1J, )2 18)

eg — 3 -3 000

12J.41 _ J 1 Jg+1 _
537413571 = 335,41 O0Je=Jg+1,

= This work is limited only to the case of weak interaction with
§5I AT = %wﬁl for J. = J,— 1. light. Therefore we can ignore the dependence of the light
(14)  induced width and shift on the projectidd, and use the pro-
for evenJ,. This expression can be obtained using the apjection independent Ed._(114).
proach descrlbed in Ref[_[22]. To extract the rotationa¢lin  The total angular momentum, in the ground scattering
strength factorf2°" one can start from Eq.[J(3) and use Eq. state is the same as the rotational angular momenjufrhis
(B3) from Ref. i] In our case, this allows us to show thatis a consequence of the fact that the atomic interactionén th
the laser radiation couples the ground scattering charawvel h ground electronic state hé§]+ symmetry and the total elec-
ing [, = J, only with the excited state channel having the tronic angular momentur,, = 0. In homonuclear pairs of

rot
€g
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bosonic atoms only eves, are allowed. Finally, the Franck- coolingtimeis 6 s. A laser beam for photoassociation was ap-
Condon factors [25]: plied to the trapped atoms, and the number of remaining atoms
was measured through an absorption image with Sye! P,
transition after the release from the optical trap. The iagpl
photoassociation light intensity varied between \/cn?
to 90 mW/cn?, depending on which excited level was be-
and ing probed. We obtained the atom-loss spectra by scanning
- ; the photoassociation laser frequency. These spectraedlow
FC—E _ : ! ! ‘. the determination of the bound states energies of a series of
e (1) /o ar ¢e(r)gg(r,sr)/0 dr'ge(r') fo(r's r) J. = 1and.J, = 3 07 levels for each of the two isotopic
] ) (20) species. Tablg | lists the measured energies along with thei
can be expressed in terms of the reguldr; ;) and irregu-  error bars. The data for tHé&*Yb, .J, = 1 states were taken
lar g,4(r; &) solutions of the the Schrodinger equation for the 5t apout 4.K, and the other data in Talle | were taken at tem-
ground scattering state and the wave functigir) for the  peratures in the range from 5 to 2K. The shift with temper-
excited bound state. o . . ature and light intensity of the photoassociation featwas
The expressions for the light induced width and shift can baaken into account in the data analysis. These shifts aréynos

further simplified by using the reflection approximation/[24 responsible for the magnitude of the error bars listed iférab
,]. The Franck-Condon factors can then be written in thg

following form:

2

SQC—F(ST) =

(19)

/0 e go(r) fy320)

The same technique was used to determine bound states en-
ergies of the excited homonuclear molecules made from two

0F. 1 S )
o er) = B Do FACEDIE (21)  other bosonic isotope$’°Yb and'72Yb. Long MOT time of
n Yo about 60 s was needed fo Yb because of its small natural
and abundancé [9], and the evaporative cooling had to be done in

a short time of about 1.5 s fdf2Yb because of three-body
recombination atom loss due to its large negative scatferin
length [16]. Tabl€Tl lists the values of measured binding en
ergies in the excited;” J. = 1 levels of'7°Yh, and'?Yb,
whereD¢s = 8V6/8r|rc — 6Vg/6r|m the fraction% is molecules. These data were taken at abouk2The uncer-
the mean vibrational spaciny, andV, are the effective po- tainties shown in Table Il are mostly due to the light-inddice
tentials in the excited and ground electronic states. lerie shift.
the Condon point. When the reflection approximation is ap-
plicable, the Condon pointis approximately the classicé¢p
turning point for the excited bound state.

The reflection approximation is very good for a number of V. MODEL POTENTIALS
Yb bound states close to thé, 43 P; dissociation limit. This

is in contrast with other species such as Ca 'OirEI?r, for which The |ocation of a photoassociation resonance as the laser
the reflection approximation needs to be modified [41]. Sincgrequency is scanned is directly related to the bindinggner

Egs. [12) and{21) show that the lightinduced width is prepor of the excited molecule Ab initio potential curves are still
tional to | f4(rc)|?, photoassociation spectroscopy providesjngfficiently accurate to describe the position of the most
an excellent tool to investigate the properties of the gloun eakly bound states. Therefore we introduce an analytic
state scattering wave functidn [42]. This will be explored b e potential valid at largeand fit its parameters to match
low for photoassociation of Yb near the intercombinatioeli  ,o5sured bound state energies near the dissociation émit f
different isotopes. The basic concept is similar to thatduse
very successfully for bound state and scattering prosectie
IV. EXPERIMENTAL DATA the ground staté [15, 43]. The potential is chosen to have the
correct long range form and an arbitrary short range forrh tha
Experimental information is crucial for determining the pa permits us to represent the correct absolute phase due to the
rameters that describe the long range interaction nedSfe  unknown short range interactions. This allows us to suecess
3P, dissociation limit. We used the experimental data ob-fully mass scale the excited state binding energies foecfit
tained by Tojoet al. [13] to find the parameters needed to isotopic combinations. Mass scaling is more fully desatibe
describel; (r) for the 0] state. As described in Ref. [13], in the next Section.
Yb atoms were decelerated by a Zeeman-slowing laser for the The interaction potential of two atoms in thig excited

'S)—'P; transition, and were collected in a magneto-opticalglectronic state for large interatomic separations can &é w

trap (MOT) with a laser for théS,—*P; transition. After the  approximated by the following expression (see Ref. [37]):
compression of the MOT, the atoms were transferred into a
O
() -
r

_ 10E, 1
g Cler) = > n D—ng(rc;sr)fg(rc;ar). (22)

crossed optical trap with laser beams at 532 nm. The atoms ()
were evaporatively cooled by decreasing the trap potential Vo(r) = Ce
depth. Typically, MOT duration time is 10 s and evaporative 76




TABLE I: Comparison of measured binding energies in exciigdstate for'”Yb, and*"®Yb, with binding energies calculated from the

optimal model obtained by least squares fit of experimeratd br' ™ Yb, and'"®Yb, isotopes. See details in the text. All quantities are
given in MHz.

174Yb 176Yb
Je=1 Je =3 e =1 Je=3

Experiment Theory Diff. Experiment Theory Diff. ExperimeTheory Diff.  Experiment Theory Diff.

-4.4(1.0) -4.2 -0.2 -3 -3.1 2.1

-9.6(1.0) -9.7 0.1 -7.5 -7.9(2.0) -7.5 -0.4 -5.9(2.0) -5.0.2-

-19.7(1.0) -20.1 04 -16.1(2.0) -16.7 0.6 -16.5(2.0) -16M5 -13.9(2.0) -13.1 -0.8
-37.4(1.0) -385 1.1 -32.5(2.0) -33.3 0.8 -32.0(2.0) -31@28 -27.4(2.0) -26.8 -0.6
-68.5(1.0) -69.1 0.6 -61.7 -56.2(2.0) -57.0 0.8 -50.0(2.050.5 0.5
-119.1(2.0) -117.8 -1.3 -107.5 -98.5 -89.4
-191.3(1.0) -192.3 1.0 -179.0(2.0) -178.2 -0.8 -162.6 -150
-302.3(1.0) -302.5 0.2 -284.5(2.0) -283.9 -0.6 -258.2(24258.3 0.1  -242.8(2.0) -241.7 -1.1
-461.1(1.0) -461.3 0.2 -437.4 -398.1(2.0) -397.1 -1.0 :3{®O) -375.5 -0.9
-684.6(1.0) -684.9 0.3 -654.7(2.0) -654.6 -0.1 -594.4(2%93.8 -0.6  -567.3(2.0) -566.3 -1.0
-993.7(1.0) -993.7 0.0 -955.9 -867.6(2.0) -866.7 -0.9 :B@0) -832.2 -0.5
-1412.8(1.0) -1413.0 0.2 -1366.7(2.0) -1366.4 -0.3  -1P400) -1238.9 -1.2 -1196.2
-1973.5(1.0) -1973.9 0.4 -1918.1(2.0) -1917.3 -0.8 -1538. -1686.5

TABLE II: C _ . 4 bind ios in extite 7 is the atomic lifetime. We use the least-squares method
: Comparison of measured binding energies in e o () ~(e) (e (e) .

state for'™Yb, and'">Yb, with binding energies calculated from to optimize the values OC?’ ! Co CS. , andot® Wh'.le

the optimal model obtained by least squares fit of experiaietata matching the CalCUIated_b'nd'n energ'lei to the e)l(%e”ahem
for "™Ybs, and 'Y, isotopes. See details in the text. All quanti- Values measured by Tojet al. [13] for *™*Yb and "0 Yb.

ties are given in MHz. We obtainC{? = 0.1949(11) Eja which corresponds
Toyp vy to r = 869.6(4.5) ns, C\ = 2.41(0.22) x 10® Ejaf,
Je=1 Je=1 Cl® = 2.3(1.6) x 10° E,a8, ando(©) = 8.5(1.0) ao, where
Experiment Theory Diff. ~ Experiment Theory Diff. ap ~ 0.05292 nm and E;, ~ 4.360 x 10~'® J. The er-
29 20 rors quoted give the one standard deviation statisticahditt
79 55 error, and do not reflect any systematic errors in the model.
156 124 Adding theCE(f)_ coefficient to the model was needed to im-
310 267(1.0) -251 -16 pr(o;/e the quality of the fit forJ, = 3 levels. In)troducmg
573 48.9(1.0) 471 -18 C; allowed us to determine the sensitivity O‘ée. to vari-
99.9 3.3 ation of the shorter range of the po_terltlal. )ThIS sensytivit
166.1 1426(5.0) -1402 -2.4 also contributes to the standard dewaﬂorﬂéf" . For com-

pleteness we give the fitting parameters to enough significan
digits to reproduce the calculated values to 10 kHz, as shown

in Table[l: C{* = 0.19488626 Eja3 (- = 869.64762 ns),
cl® = 2405.3647 Ejnaf, C9 = 229451.31 E,ad, and
o(©) = 8.4897163 ay.

-268.1(3.0) -265.4 -2.7  -228.7(1.0) -226.4 -2.3
-412.9(3.0) -410.4 -25  -355.3(1.0) -352.9 -2.4
-619.3(3.0) -616.6 -2.7  -544.1(5.0) -534.1 -10
-906.3(3.0) -903.9 -24  -798.1(5.0) -787.9 -10.2

-1296.9 -1145.1(5.0) -1136.6 -8.5 o . .

1826.5 -1608.1 Table[l compares the binding energies predicted by the
model to the experimental data f&* Yb, and'"Yb,. The
model predicts the experimental values to within about one

where the resonant dipole-dipole interaction coefficient MHz on the average, consistent with the experimental error
bars.
e 3h (A 8 Having the data for two different isotopes allows us to con-
Cs/=-=(=—) . (24) ;
27\ 27 struct an appropriately mass-scaled model for the excited s

levels, similar to what is possible for the ground state [15]
ando(®) is a free parameter that allows us to adjust the phas@hile cautioning that the short range physics is complitate
associated with the short range potential. The wavelengthy the interaction of other molecular states with €hjestate
of light in vacuum corresponding to the transition betweenand may not be fully represented by a single potential, our
atomic states .S, and3P; of Yb is A = 555.802 nm, and  mass scaled model determines that the most deeply bound ob-



TABLE III: Corrections to binding energies of ti bound states TABLE IV: Comparison of experimental ground state bindimge
with J. = 1in the'™*Yb, molecule caused by the Coriolis coupling gies [15] with the present model. All values are given in MAthe
and retardation effect; see the text for details. All caitetl values lastcolumn is the difference between the experimentalegadind the

are given in MHz. present model.
Binding Corrections Isotope v.J, Experiment Theory Theory Diff.
Energy Coriolis Retardation 1 Retardation 2 [15] [15] Present work
4.2 -0.004 05 05 yp 1 0  -70.404 -70.405 -70.378 -0.026
-9.7 -0.005 -0.6 -0.6 1 2 -37.142 -37.118 -37.093 -0.049
-20.1 -0.006 -0.8 0.7 "yp1 0 -10.612 -10.642 -10.629 0.018
-38.5 -0.008 -1.0 -0.9 2 0 -325.607 -325.607 -325.602 -0.005
-69.1 -0.009 -1.2 -1.0 1 2 -268.575 -268.576 -268.570 -0.005
-117.8 -0.011 -1.4 141 3yp 1 0 -1.539 -1.613 -1.609 0.070
-192.3 -0.013 1.7 1.2 yp 1 0 -123.269 -123.349 -123.321 0.052
-302.5 -0.015 -1.9 -1.2 1 2 -81.786 -81.879 -81.851 0.065
-461.3 -0.017 2.2 -1.2 "yp1 0 -64.418 -64.548 -64.522 0.104
-684.9 -0.020 2.5 1.1 1 2 -31.302 -31.392 -31.367 0.065
-993.7 -0.022 2.8 0.9 yp 1 0  -27.661 -27.755 -27.735 0.074
-1413.0 -0.025 -3.1 -0.5 1 2 -3.651 -3.683 -3.667 0.016
-1973.9 -0.027 -3.5 0.0

was given by Eq.[{0) with those obtained using the effective

served levels at-1973.5 MHz for 174Yb, and—1240 MHz ~ Potential in the form of Eq.[{8), and find only a small differ-
for 176Yh, respectively correspond to the= 106 and 108 €nce in binding energies for; bound states witly. = 1 in
vibrational levels of the model potential. the '™Yb, molecule. Tabl€Tll shows the magnitude of the

An excellent test of mass scaling is to test it using other isocor'O“S. corrections in the cqum_n labeled "Coriolis™. Tse
topic combinations. Tab[&lll shows a comparison of our newforrections calculated from the single channel model, By. (
measured binding energies f6P Yb, and'72Yb, with those ~ '€ below 30 kHz and much less than the experimental error
predicted by our mass scaled single-potential model. Tisere bars. The relative importance of this correction INCTEHES
reasonable agreement of about 3 MHz between measured al bqund state energy apprpaches the thresholq. The Boriol
calculated levels, except for the three most deeply bound le COUPling mostly play a marginal role in the Ylexcited state
els observed fol”2Yb,. While 3 MHz is on the order of the  SYSt€M. By contrast, Ref.L[37] showed it needs to be taken
experimental uncertainty, the accuracy of mass scalingbray Into account to C‘).rreCt'>;8°a'C”'ate two most weakly boojyd
more limited for the excited states than for the ground state St&tes With/e =1 in the**Sr, molecule.
where it was found to be good to approximately 0.1 MHz [15] Similar tests were carried out to check the possible in-
for binding energies up to 325 MHz. Another source of errorfluence of retardation effects [45.]46]. To do this we have
in our single channel excited state model could be the negleéeplaced in the effective potential, Eqd._1(10) ahd (23), the
of interactions with short range eigenstates of other symmestandard term describing the resonance interac4i61§5) /73
tries. For example, it may be that bound states,afymmetry by the term in which retardation is taken into account:
near the threshold perturb thg¢ bound states that are near in _ C(e)/rb’)[cos(r/)\) + (r/X) sin(r/X)], wherex = \/(2m)
energy to them. This could be the reason for relatively Iargeﬂé, ], The corrections to the binding energies caused by
deviations for the three most deeply bound stat€$%fb. this change are listed in the column "Retardation 1" of Table

Our model potential describing the interaction in the elecflll] These corrections are on the order of a few MHz. In con-
tronic excited stat®;F has a very different shape from those trast, the same corrections f6tSr, molecule [37] are more
obtained in arab initio calculation by Wang and Dol¢ [44]. than one order of magnitude smaller. To check whether such
Clearly such a model can not be treated as a good represensdifts might be detectable in fitting the data, we have matiifie
tion of the short range interaction. Nevertheless, itsiappl ¢(¢) so as to change the quantum defect and fit the binding
bility over a range of isotope masses gives us confidence thanergy of the most bound level. The column labeled "Re-
the number of bound states determined from our model is cottardation 2” show the differences from the values calcdlate
rect to within one or two bound states. The vibronic quantumwithout retardation. Since these differences are on therord
number for thé " Yb bound state at -4.4 MHz is 118 with the of 1 MHz or less, comparable to the experimental uncertainty
ground state labeled as zero. Also the long range interactiothe present data are not sufficiently accurate to come to any
should be well described by the model used here. definitive conclusions about the observability of retaiatat

We have tested the possible influence of the Coriolis coucorrections.
pling on the results of our calculations. We have compared Reference[15] fits ground state binding energy data for two
our calculation used for the fits in which effective potehtia isotopes using a similar form for the ground state potential
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without the dipolar term, a= 2—3/2% (2uCs/1%) * is a characteristic length asso-
o) (@) 6 o) ciateq with the van der Waals potential, whErie t.he.gamma—
V,(r) = =0 (C’_> B (25) function. This length also defines a characteristic eneogy f
J 76 r 8’ the van der Waals potential,= /?/(2ua?). The phase is
defined by

This model with mass scaling predicted the observed binding

energies for 4 other isotopic molecules with an error on the o @ /°° \/T(T)dr 27)
order of0.1 MHz or less. Here we have refitted the ground A o 9 ’

state potential by simultaneously fitting the data for at-is

topes in Ref[[15]. The fit has a slightly bettgt than the pre-  wherer, is the inner classical turning point 6f(r) at zero
vious one, but does not represent a significant improvemenenergy. The number of bound stat€sn the potential is/[52]
For the sake of completeness, we give the model parameters

for the global fit with enough significant digits to reproduce N = [? _ ﬂ 41 (28)
the calculated values in TaH]E_II\C’ég) = 1930.2481 Epa$, T 8

(9) _ _ .
Cs” =194683.32 Epag ando¥) = 9.0240156 ao. where the brackets. .| mean the integer part.

The Oég) and Cég) obtained here as well as in Ref. [15]  The scattering length varies periodically with phéséav-
agree very nicely with those calculated by Zhang and Daling a singularity wherb/7 = N — 3/8. This variation can

garno [47]. The reported values in Ref, [47] g@éﬁ = be observed experimentally for different isotopes of thaesa
2070 Ej,al andC{? = 2.023 x 10°Ejad, respectively, with species. If we assume that the interaction potential isaivees

an estimated uncertainty of 10%. It should be emphasizefP" all isotopes so that mass scaling applieg,) can be var-

that the shape of our potential can significantly differ fahm  '€d Py changing the reduced mass The relation between
real one. Nevertheless our model potential should cogrect/SCatering length, the energies of near threshold bounessta

represent the number of vibronic bound states in the groun@d the reduced masses of the colliding atoms was carefully
electronic state of Ybmolecule. Therefore even if our model Studied by Kitagawat al [I_E] for ground state interactions
is significantly different from arab initio potential like that ~©f various Yb isotopes. It is useful to define a reduced mass

reported by Buchachenlet al. [4€] it should give about the differenceAn needed to changg(u) by m, that is, to change
same number of vibronic bound states. the number of bound states in the potential by one. Itis ap-
It should be noted that similar analysis to that for Ybl [15] Proximately
was carried out recently for the scattering properties @ th N
ground electronic state of various isotopes of Sr by Martine Ap 2N (29)

et al, using a realistic potentieﬂhg]. The scattering pro@sti - gjnce N — 72 for 174yh we see that a mass difference of 5
from this work are in very good agreement with results 0b-53tomic mass units is sufficient to change the number of Yb
tained using a potential derived from Fourier transforncspe pond states by one. Alternatively, varyipgontinuously by
troscopy by Steiret al. [5]. 5 atomic mass units will cause the scattering length to vary
across a singularity over its full range frorpo to +oo, as
found by Ref.[[15]. There are actually 7 stable isotopes af Yb
and thus 28 different discrete physical valuepfthat are
available in the laboratory using different isotopic conwbi
As discussed in Sectignlll, the strength and shape of a phaigns.
toassociationlineisto a Iarge extent determined by tharg]lo The |0ng-range ground state Scattering wave function at
state scattering wave function at the Condon point for #e-tr  very low collision energy depends on three basic parameters
sition. Since the Condon points for photoassociation ta-nea namely the separation between colliding atomthe relative
threshold excited states tend to be at quite Iarge integancl kinetic energy of collisiorz,., and the guantum defect associ-
separatior, the scattering wave function needs to be knownated with the phasé or, equivalently, the scattering length
only at relatively large. Consequently, in order to describe The reduced magsis a parameter that allows control of the
photoassociation in the ultra low scattering energy regth®  quantum defect. Thus, the long-range scattering wave func-
detailed knowledge of the atomic interaction at short rangegjon for the van der Waals System has an universal charac-
can be compressed to a very few parameters. ter that can be expressed by a system-independent function
The most important quantity describing scattering duringof the dimensionless variablega, ¢,/ and ui/Ap. All of
an ultracold collision is the scattering length If the long  the needed information about the ground state scatteridg an
range potential has the van der Waals fdrpir) = —Cs/7°,  bound state wave functions can be calculated from a knowl-
the scattering length is very well approximated by a simpleedge of the scaling parametersi, ¢,/ and(u—puo)/ Ay and
analytical relation given by Gribakin and Flambaum [51]  the value of reduced mags for which the scattering length
T is singular in a given system.
a=a [1 — tan (ﬂI) - g)} (26) The analytical solutions of the Schrodinger equation are
known for several class of potentials, thus allowing thévder

see also Refs.[[52, 53]. Here the mean scattering lengttions of compact expressions for the scattering length. [54]

VI. GROUND STATE SCATTERING WAVE FUNCTION
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that is probed changes with the binding energy of the excited
bound level. Probing experimental levels with binding ener
giesE,/h between 2000 MHz and 3 MHz allow probing the
scattering wave function between around 8@ad 800 g.

In order to illustrate some properties of the scatteringavav
function we will begin by setting the collision energy to axeo
stant value corresponding tg /kp = 100 pK. As we will
show in the next section, shape resonances could be clearly
observed at this energy, which is below the top of gheave
centrifugal barrier. Figur€l2 shows the dependence of the
square of the wave function magnitude prand». Chang-
ing 1« corresponds to the change of the quantum defect of the
colliding system, which changesand the bound state spec-
trum. Calculations have been done for a few lowest partial
wavess, d, g, andi.

In Fig. [2 the brighter areas show regions of higher ampli-
tude and the dark lines show the nodes of the wave function.

range by the centrifugal barrier is especially evident for t

0F, J. = 1 bound level for'™Yb. The dotted lines indicate the ¢-wave and theé-wave. For this Yb system, the singularities

experimentally observed range of levels. The arrow inégdhe

in the s-wave scattering length occur fép, = 167.3, 172.1,

mean scattering lengtlhh = 75.18 ao. The lower panel shows the and 176.9n,, [15]. Near these values, anvave node moves
centrifugal barriers for the long range ground state paéfar .J, =

l, = 0 (s-wave), 2 ¢-wave), 4 g-wave), and 6iwave). An energy

(Vo + Viot) /b = 1 mKis equivalent tqV, + Viot) /b = 21 MHz.

in to smaller distances on the orderaof= 75.18 ag as2u in-
creases and a new bound state appears in the potential. There
is also ag-wave shape resonance with a dramatic enhance-
ment of short-range amplitude near th@gevalues where:

is singular, as expected from the analytic van der Waals-quan

Van der Waals systems such as those discussed here cantgg defect theory. Similarly, there are andi-wave shape
nicely described and very well understood using analyticalesonances near the valuegpf= 169.7 and 174.5:,, where
theory. Gao @5@6] used the framework of quantum de# = @ for the Yb system. Near these shape resonances, a node
fect theory for a van der Waals system to work out a num.noves to shorter distances inside the centrifugal barsigr.a

ber of practical formulas and results. For example, when thécreases and there is an extra bound state in the potential.
s-wave scattering length is singular, there is a bound state a [f the collision energye,. is lowered, the wave functions

E = 0 not only for thes-wave but also fof, = 4,8,12,....

On the other hand if the scattering length is equat there
will be zero energy bound states for = 2,6, 10, ....

The

show similar patterns, except that the short-range wave-fun
tion is much more attenuated due to lower penetration throug
the centrifugal barrier. Clearly, with 28 different phyalieal-

practical consequence for real potentials is that when thees for2u available, we can expect significant isotopic vari-
s-wave scattering length is near such special values, thegion in the photoassociation spectra, depending on thgeran
other threshold bound states show up as shape resonances®bCondon points sampled and the temperature of the sam-
other partial waves. A shape resonance is a quasibound stg¢. Spectral lines with Condon points outside of the barrie
with enhanced amplitude trapped behind a centrifugal &arri Will have less isotopic sensitivity, whereas lines with Gon

that can lead to enhanced photoassociation. While the waweoints in or inside the region of the barrier will show much
functions we show are calculated numerically by solving themore sensitivity to the isotopic combination.

Schrodinger equation for our potential, the analytic ltssare

very helpful for interpreting their features, and for e\atlng
approximations like the reflection formula.

As we already emphasized before, a photoassociation ex-

VIl. 1SOTOPIC VARIATION OF PHOTOASSOCIATION

SPECTRA

periment can be used to map the square of the scattering

wave function in the ground electronic state at the Condon In this section we will show how the scattering properties of
points corresponding to the different excited bound levelsthe different Yb isotopes affect their photoassociaticecsa.
Figure[1 shows on the lower panel the effective potentialAs an example we performed calculations of the lightinduced
Vy(r)+ B(r)J4(J4+1), in the ground electronic state, where trap-loss coefficient at various gas temperatures in ramge f

Jg is the rotational quantum number for the partial wavelO K, to1 mK. Results fofl" = 100 pK are particularly in-

¢ = J,. The Fig.[Q shows the centrifugal barrier for a few teresting, since the line shapes are relatively sharp anchgr
partial waves with low.J,. The upper panel of this figure scattering resonances can have significant influence on the
shows the excited stag potential together with bound states spectrum. To emphasize the qualitative differences betwee
and their outer turning points, which are essentially thmesa spectra of the different isotopes we first focus our attentio
as their Condon points. This panel shows howithevalue

on relatively deep bound states having binding energy atoun
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FIG. 2: (Color online) The squared magnitude of the numéyicalculated scattering wave functiog, (r, €.-)|* of two colliding ground state
Yb atoms is shown as a function of intermolecular separatiand reduced mass of colliding systemwherem,, ~ 1.6605 x 10~%7 kg .
The calculations were carried out for energy of collisign= 100 pK and forJ, = I = 0 (s-wave), 2 (-wave), 4 g-wave), and 6i-wave).
The dark lines show the nodal lines of the wave functions,red®the bright areas show the largest amplitudes.

2000 MHz. As can be seen in Figl 1 this corresponds to theate, and is dominated bywave scattering, for which only
Condon point placed near or inside the centrifugal barriers the J. = 1 state is visible. The calculated spectrum at tem-
peratureél’ = 100 uK has three lines. One is the = 1 line

due tos-wave scattering. This line has a normal thermal line
shape@Z]. Two other strong and sharp lines corresponding
to J. = 3 andJ. = 5 bound states are due to thewvave

We start our discussion frofi2Yb which has a large neg-
ative scattering length near aawave singularity[[15]. Con-
sequently, we expect g@wave shape resonance at low scat-

tering energy. The upper panel of Figl 3 shows the energ¥esc>en<slnce shown in upper panel of Fig. 3. Both lines have

dependence of the light induced width for thg =1, 3, 5 S .
and 7 levels with the same vibrational quantum number agubthermal width; see Ref. [57]. The shape of these two lines

the E(J. — 1)/h — —2235 MHz level. The light induced is determined mostly by the shape of thevave resonance.

widths were calculated for scattering states with totaléeny Finally, at a temperature of 1 mK one can clearly see the very
: Y broad thermally broadened lines coming freanand d-wave
momentum/, = J. — 1. The widths for the same scattering

. . . S partial waves. Thd-wave feature is much broader than the
partial wavng but with J; = .J. + 1 will be very similar in wave one. This is caused by the fact that for collision energy
energy variation. Thg-wave resonance can be clearly seen he liaht induced width for thewave d
in upper panel of Fid.13. ar_ound_lmKt e lightinduced wi or vave decreases

with an increase of the collision energy, while for #evave

To see how the photoassociation spectrum changes with thihe light induced width increases. This affects the shape of
temperature of the gas sample we have calculated the thethe line and leads to some shifting and widening of the line
mally averaged light induced trap-loss coefficients for-tem coming from thed-wave compared to that coming from the
peratures’ =10 iK, 100 1K and 1 mK; see Fig[]3. These s-wave. In addition, thg-wave shape resonance gives rise to
correspond tdT'/h of 210 kHz, 2.1 MHz, and 21 MHz re- a sharp subthermal feature.
spectively. At temperature 10K the spectrum is narrow,
with a width determined mainly by the spontaneous emission The second example is fdf*Yb, which has a measured
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FIG. 3: (Color online) Results for the excitég bound states of the FIG. 4: (Color online) Results for the excitéd bound state of the
1"2Yp, molecule near thg, = 1 level atE/h = —2237 MHz;  '™Yb, molecule near thd. = 1 level atE/h = —1974 MHz. The
other rotational levels with the same vibrational quantummber  panels are the same as described in the caption ¢fl Fig 3s-Tee
are evident. The top panel shows contributions to the ligitced  scattering length i205(2) ao, which is aboutl.4a, and there is a
width ", coming from the optical coupling of the ground scatter- broadd-wave shape resonance neayks = 220 pK near the top
ing states havingl, = I, = 0 (s-wave), 2 (-wave), 4 g-wave), of the d-wave centrifugal barrief [15].
and 6 ¢-wave) with excited bound states havidg = J, + 1, as a
function 2°f the collision energy,., calculated for the light intensity
1 W/em®. Thes-wave scattering length is quite large in magnitude, | e - This resonance had a crucial role in the correct inter
—598(63) ao [15], so that this system hasgjawave shape resonance . o
neare, /kp = 200 pK that leads to resonantly enhancéd= 3 and p_r(_atatllon of ?E)hotoassc_)uatmn Spetha hear the resoneaice t
5 features in the photoassociation spectrum. The lowee thaels sition ~ 5o - 1_31 and in the determination of the_z scatt_erlng
show contributions to the fully thermally averaged losg fatcom-  length for this isotope [58]. When the spectrum IS domlpated
ing from the optical coupling of the ground scattering stataving by the features due to the ground stdte/ave, the intensity
J, =1, = 0 (s-wave), 2 (-wave), 4 g-wave), and 64wave) with  ratio of theJ. = 3 and.J. = 1 features should be 3/2 from Eq.
excited bound states having = J, + 1 andJ. = J, — 1,asa (I4). Suchd-wave doublets if7*Yb were observed by Tojo
function of the laser detuning from the atomic resonandeutated et al[[13], who found that the transition to the bound state with
for various temperatures = 10 1K, 100 pK, andl mK andthe -, — 3 can be stronger than the transitionto = 1 at rela-
light intensity0.1 mW /cm”. tively low collisions energies corresponding to a tempet
of about25 K, what can be explained by our model.
The spectrum at temperature 1 mK is also dominated by

scattering length relatively close to[[15,(58]. In such case thed-wave component. However one can notice sharp struc-
one can expect that bothdawave and an-wave resonance ture on the top of a weak and broad feature due tojthe 5

can occur near threshold. As with Fifl 3 f6fYb Fig. 4  bound-state, mostly due to the ground stateave. The sharp
shows the light induced width for tHé*Yb bound-states with ~ Structure is a consequence of thevave resonance. The

the total angular momenturh =1, 3, 5 and 7, with the same wave component has a subthermal width connected te-the
vibronic quantum number as the level &t{.J, = 1)/h = wave resonance seen in upper panel of Eig. 4. One can also
—1973 MHz. The figure clearly shows théandi-wave res- notice a weak line corresponding #p = 7 bound state sup-
onances. As fol”2Yb, the spectrum at a temperature of 10 ported by this-wave resonance.

1K is dominated by the-wave component. However, unlike  Figure[® shows our calculations f51°Yb. This isotope has
172Yp, the d-wave shape resonance leads to a wéak= 3 a relatively small negative scattering lengthl[15]. The figu
feature even at such low temperature. The spectfa=ati00  shows the light induced width fofSYb bound-states with
pK and 1 mK clearly show the influence of thlewave reso- the total angular momenturf, =1, 3, 5 and 7, with the same
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'1:7I(§3 5: (Color online) Results for the excitéd bound state of the FIG. 6: (Color online) Results for the excitéd bound state of the
Ybz molecule near the/. = 1 level atE/h = —1739 MHz. 176vh, molecule near thel. — 1 level atE — —83 MHz. The
The panels are the same as described in the caption ‘Eﬂ Fig @. Thpanelé are the same as de;cribed in the caption ¢f| Fig 3.§mabb
DUt there 1 & broag-wave shape résonance at elately high en- ¢ DInding energy ismuch smallr than in FGI3, 4[2nd 6.
P y hig Condon points are outside the centrifugal barriers excdmmnhe
ergy nears,/kp = 1 mK near the top of thg-wave centrifugal collision energy is very low; see Fig] 1.

barrier [15].

vibronic quantum number as the level Bt.J, = 1)/h = pK, 100K, and 1 mK. The higher temperature 10R spec-

1737 MHz. Although the scattering length is not near any 'um is dominated by broad-wave components, on top of

special value for van der Waals quantum defect theory, a wid@/nich & sharp subthermaiwave component is clearly seen.
g-wave resonance is clearly seen relatively high in energy ne This is because there is a node in theave scattering wave

1 mK. The spectrum at 10K is typical with only ans-wave  function at the Condon point at relatively low scattering en

line that can be observed. Upon increasing the temperaiure £79Y; unlike for other partial waves. This sharp structsre i
100K the spectrum is still dominated by thewave compo- & Nice example of thg subthermal line shapes discussed by
nent, although noticeabtewave components begin to appear. Machholmet al. [57] in the context of alkaline earth pho-
Moreover very weakg-wave components occur in this spec- toassociation. Increasing the temperature to 1 r_‘nK leads to a
trum. The picture changes dramatically when the tempezaturduasi-continuum as several partial waves contribute, @s se
increases to 1 mK, where thewave components dominate oM Fig.[6.
the spectrum. The examples in this section show that the photoassociation
Finally we would like to show how the spectrum is affected SPectra of various isotopes of the same species can diféér qu
when the Condon point for the transition is moved outside thdtatively. This variety is directly connected with the qam
region of the centrifugal barrier. This is done by choosing adefect in the ground electronic state which is dependent on
level with much smaller binding energy in our previous ex-"éduced mass and scattering length of the colliding species
amples. FigurEl6 shows the light induced width for tiieyb ~ This sensitivity of the rotational structure of photoasation
bound-states with the total angular momentuim=1, 3, 5 Ilne_zs can help in t_he determination or v_er|f|cat|on of th_asca
and 7, with the same vibronic quantum number as the level d4€1ng length, as it was recently done in case of calcium by
E(J. = 1)/h = —83 MHz. The upper panel of Fig] 6 shows Vogtetal [3].
that there are no shape resonances, since there are no ampliA realistic description of near threshold interaction ie th
tude enhancements from being behind the centrifugal barrieground and excited electronic states of the, Ybolecule is
The lower panels of Fig.]6 show the calculated spectra at 1possible thanks to the experimental data [13, 15] and the cal
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lines have subthermal widths depending on the isotope.€Thes
differences can be well understood as due to the isotopic var
ation in the properties of the scattering wave function & th
e ground electronic state. There is a clear connection betwee
Py shape resonances in ground scattering states and the appear
’ o ance of strong lines coming from higher partial waves at rel-
’ atively low temperature of the order 1Q. However, this
ot § only happens for excited bound states that have sufficiently
' . 7 short-range Condon points inside the location of the centri
e | gal barrier. On the other hand, near-threshold bound states
with long-range Condon points outside the centrifugal bar-
- rier do not show resonance enhancement. For example, we
showed that the presence &f = 3 lines for '72Yb at small
1 10t 1¢®  detunings does not indicate that/avave resonance occurs.
A/h [MHZ] Thus, a good experimental method to determine whether res-
onances are present or not would be to measure photoasso-
FIG. 7: (Color online) The optical lengths?® of the s-wave pho-  ciation lines for more deeply bound excited states that have
toassociation features as a function of the detunlngf the reso-  turning points near to or less that the ground state centrifu

nance from the atomic transition for the several bosonitofses of ga| barrier. The existence of resonances correlates wih th

Yb. The optical length determines the strength of an opfeah- approximate value of thewave scattering length.
bach resonance. The optical length varies linearly witkrasten-

sity T and these values have been normalizedl to 1 W /cm? for

er =0. The intercombination photoassociation spectra of Yb are
qualitatively different from spectra for group Il atoms buas

lati h h h o dels of the int . Ca and Sr. For the case of Ca theory shows that the excited
culations we have shown heré. Lur modeis of the Interactiog potential in the turning point range for levels near th

potentials can be used to predict the magnitude of the dptic%issociation limit is dominated by the van der Waaliéoten-

lengths in Eq.[{(6) for the set of optical Feshbach resonances) “since the resonant dipolar interaction is so small

corresponding to the photoassociation lines of the diffeYé %

T o ; e reflection approximation is not applicable in such a case
bosonic isotopes (fermionic isotopes are more complicate

) X ; = : ]. Strontium [37] is a system which is half way between
because of hyperfine structure n the excited s [14D- Fi Ca and Yb. Only the last three Sr bound states closest to the
ure[71 shows our calculated optical lengths for the homonu

clear bosonic isotopes of Yb. The isotof@Yb offers the dissociation limit can be treated as dominated by the regona

. : dipole interaction, while more deeply bound levels are dete
strongest optical Feshbach resonance because of its kegge n b Py

i ttering lenath. which enh h litud fthmined mostly by the van der Waals part of the interaction.
ative scattering iength, which enhances the amplitude®t Mpy, 14,4550 ciation can be observed in Ca or Sr for two series of
s-wave ground state wave function in the region of the Con

. . bound states dof;” and1,, symmetry, respectively. Although
don points. Bound levels near the excited state thresheie ha the resonant dipole interaction for thg state is repulsive, its

optical lengths at 1 W c¥ on the order of 0° &, similar to a - -
value measured for a weakly bound excited leveFair [37]. Ev\leakness allows it to be overcome by the attractive van der
I

Thi s that th be of tical aals interaction. In contrast the Yb interaction in theitet

h IS sggg;ahs S att gsel resc:rr:?nces T"’H eo prlac Ic bi:use ectronic state with dissociation limif, +2 P; is dominated
changing the scattering 'length for usetul ime scaies vrisie y the resonance interaction, so that only one potentialecur
ducing spontaneous emission loss processes by using krge

. . f 0;F symmetry is attractive at long range and supports a se-
tuning. Enomotet al. [L€] have expenmentallydemonstrateq ries of detectable bound states. The reflection approxamati

the possibility of some degree of optical Feshbach control i is well applicable in the case oft levels of Yb. Since the,,
%otential becomes attractive at much shorter range of the-in
atomic separation, the density of bound states near thicesho
is much less, and only one bound state withsymmetry is
expected near within a few GHz of threshold.

helpful in choosing good resonances for controlling ulbtelc
Yb collisions by light.

VIIl. CONCLUSION

The heavier group llb elements such as Cd and Hg will be

One could naively think that this is a simple system so thasimilar to Yb. For both species the interaction in the extite
not much difference should be observed between the spectstate is dominated by the resonance interaction, and treref
of three bosonic isotopes liKé*Yb, 174 Yb, and'"®Yb. How-  one can expect that the reflection approximation will beiappl
ever, our calculations show that for temperatures about 106able. Moreover both species have numerous stable isotopes
1K the spectra for various isotopes are qualitatively differ Consequently, mass tuning of the scattering length shaaild b
ent. This difference is manifested by the fact that differen applicable for both of these species, and the results aain
rotational lines are apparent in different isotopes. Mwego in this work can be treated as universal and generic for Cd and
the shapes of photoassociation lines are also affected.e Sorhig.
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