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We use coupled-channel statistical calculations to explore the effects of external magnetic fields
and hyperfine interactions on the ultracold chemical reactions of triplet alkali-metal dimers with
alkali-metal atoms. Using the Na + NaLi(a3Σ+) → Na2(1Σ+

g ) + Li reaction as a representative
example, we find that the reaction rates are sensitive to the initial hyperfine states of the reactants,
and that the chemical reaction of fully spin-polarized NaLi(a3Σ+, v = 0, N = 0) molecules with Na
atoms is suppressed by a factor of '10-100 compared to that of unpolarized reactants. We interpret
these findings within the adiabatic state model, which treats the chemical reaction as a sequence
of nonadiabatic transitions between the initial high-spin (non-reactive) and final low-spin (reactive)
diabatic states of the reaction complex. Our results demonstrate that it is possible to efficiently
control the chemical reactions of open-shell alkali-metal dimers with alkali-metal atoms by tuning
the internal hyperfine states of the reactants and by applying an external magnetic field.

Introduction. Recent experimental advances in molec-
ular cooling and trapping have opened up new avenues
of research into controlling chemical reactivity with ex-
ternal electromagnetic fields [1–3], the idea that fasci-
nated scientists for decades, and led to the development
of new research frontiers at the interface of chemistry
and physics, such as mode-selective chemistry [4, 5],
quantum coherent control [6], and attochemistry [7]. In
particular, the production and trapping of ground-state
molecular radicals NaLi(a3Σ+), SrF(2Σ+), CaF(2Σ+),
YO(2Σ+), YbF(2Σ+) [8–14] and studies of their colli-
sional properties at µK temperatures [15, 16] suggested
the possibility of using the reactants’s electron spin de-
grees of freedom to tune ultracold reaction dynamics by
magnetic fields.
The prospect of using magnetic fields as a tool to

control chemical reactivity is central to ultracold chem-
istry [1, 2] and a very important one in chemical kinetics
[17] and biological magnetoreception [18], where radical
pair reactions in cryptochrome proteins are thought to
play a key role in magnetic-field-guided orientation of
birds and insects [19, 20]. However, despite the long-
standing significance of this question and the recent ex-
perimental observation of inelastic collisions in an ultra-
cold Na-NaLi(a3Σ+) mixture [16], no theoretical stud-
ies have been reported on ultracold reaction dynamics
involving ground-state alkali-metal dimers and atoms
in the presence of external magnetic fields and hyper-
fine interactions. This is because such reactions occur
through the formation of a deeply bound reaction com-
plex [21–23], whose numerous strongly coupled bound
and resonance states defy rigorous quantum scattering
calculations [22–24].
Here, we explore the dynamics of the ultracold chemi-

cal reaction Na + NaLi(a3Σ+)→ Na2(1Σ+
g ) + Li in the

presence of magnetic fields and hyperfine interactions
using the extended coupled-channel statistical (CCS)
model [25] parametrized by ab initio calculations. The

model assumes the existence of a long-lived reaction
complex at short range, whose properties can be mod-
eled statistically (i.e. using classical probabilities) [26–
28]. Statistical (or universal) models [26–40] have been
successfully applied to calculate the rate of ultracold
chemical reactions of alkali-metal dimers [30, 32–34, 37]
and the density of states of the (KRb)2 reaction com-
plex [41]. However, the previous calculations have been
limited to the case of zero magnetic field and did not
account for electron spins, hyperfine interactions, and
non-adiabatic effects, all of which we will consider in
the present work.

A promising scenario for controlling ultracold chem-
istry explored here is based on spin polarizing the re-
actants to create a nearly pure high-spin state of the
reaction complex [1, 42, 43]. Since high-spin electronic
states are often nonreactive, the chemical reaction of
spin-polarized reactants can only occur via nonadiabatic
transitions to low-spin (reactive) electronic states which
are typically mediated by weak relativistic spin-orbit
and spin-spin interactions (in light molecular systems)
[44–48] leading one to expect suppressed chemical re-
activity of spin-polarized reactants [1, 42, 43]. Indeed,
we find that the fully spin-polarized spin states of NaLi
and Na are ∼10-100 times less chemically reactive than
unpolarized spin states. We also map out the magnetic
field dependence of the reaction rate and find that it is
significantly enhanced above 1000 G due to the avoided
crossings between the rotational states of NaLi(a3Σ+).
Our results show that chemical reactions of triplet-state
alkali-metal dimers with alkali-metal atoms can be effi-
ciently controlled by tuning the hyperfine states of the
reactants and by applying an external magnetic field.
Theory: Ab initio calculations and extended CCS

model. To describe ultracold reactive collisions between
Na atoms and NaLi molecules in the metastable a3Σ+

electronic state, we performed ab initio calculations of
the electronic potential energy surfaces (PESs) of the
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematic of the Na + NaLi(a3Σ+) reactive scat-
tering through a CI between the 2A′ PESs leading to either
ground state NaLi(X1Σ+) or Na2(X1Σ+

g ) molecules. The CI
is indicated by the red/blue cone. (b) Ab initio adiabatic
PESs for Na-NaLi as functions of the Na-to-NaLi separation
R and of the bending angle θ with r = 9.1a0, close to the
equilibrium distance of the NaLi(a3Σ+) potential. The blue
(12A′) and red (22A′) PESs have a CI, where two PESs of
the same electronic symmetry touch. The green surface is
the spin-polarized, nonreactive PES of the 14A′ symmetry.

long-lived intermediate Na2Li reaction complex. The
complex is characterized by two 2A′ and one 4A′ trimer
electronic states. The potential landscape of these bar-
rierless PESs is shown in Fig. 1. The PESs are expressed
in the Jacobi coordinates R—the atom-molecule sepa-
ration vector and r—the vector joining the nuclei of the
diatomic molecule. For our purposes it is sufficient to
determine the PESs, which are only functions of R and
θ (the angle between R and r) in the two-dimensional
plane with the internuclear distance of NaLi fixed at its
equilibrium value (r = re) [25]. Our ab initio calcu-
lations of the two-state 2A′ PESs reveal a conical in-
tersection (CI) between the two doublet states which
is located at R ' 8.5a0 and θ = 70o. The relevant
multi-dimensional PESs have been determined using the
internally-contracted multi-reference configuration in-
teraction (MRCI) method [49] with single and double
excitations and Davidson correction [50] as further de-
scribed in the Supplemental Material [51].

From the energetics of the relevant molecular states
in the entrance and exit reaction channels we deter-
mine that the production of the Na2(a3Σ+

u ) molecule
in the Na(2S) + NaLi(a3Σ+) reaction is endothermic
by about 50 cm−1 without the zero-point vibrational
energy (ZPE) correction. The inclusion of the ZPE de-
termined by quantizing the Na2(a3Σ+

u ) and NaLi(a3Σ+)
potentials in the discrete variable representation, low-
ers the reaction endothermicity to 41.7 cm−1. This
suggests that the vibrational excitation of the reactant
NaLi(a3Σ+) molecule to the v ≥ 2 vibrational states
will allow for production of triplet-state Na2 products.
However, the CI allows for an efficient transfer of the re-
actant NaLi(a3Σ+) molecules into either NaLi (X1Σ+)
or Na2(X1Σ+

g ) states of the ground electronic config-
uration. A schematic depiction of reactive scattering
between Na atoms and NaLi(a3Σ+) molecules through
a CI is demonstrated in Fig. 1(a). The reactants start
out on the asymptotically degenerate 22A′ and 14A′ ex-
cited PESs. The reaction flux on the 22A′ PESs can
reach the CI and make a transition to the ground 12A′

PES leading to ground-state reaction products. Only
the 22A′ and 14A′ PESs are included in our CCS cal-
culations, which is justified by the fact that the CI is
located deeply inside the reaction complex region not
explicitly included in the calculations [51].

The extended CCS model [25] describes the quan-
tum dynamics of barrierless chemical reactions in the
presence of external magnetic fields and hyperfine in-
teractions. Assuming the existence of a long-lived re-
action complex, whose formation from the reactants
or decay to products can be treated as independent
events [26, 27], the state-to-state reaction probabil-
ity between the reactant and product states r and p,
Pr→p(E) = pp(E)pr(E)∑

c
pc(E)

, where pr(E) and pp(E) are the
energy-dependent capture probabilities of the reactants
and products into the reaction complex obtained by
solving the time-independent Schrödinger equation in
the entrance reaction channel subject to a short-range
capture boundary condition for the reactive 22A′ PES
and a regular boundary condition for the nonreactive
4A′ PES [25, 51].
Ultracold reaction dynamics in a magnetic field. We

begin by describing the hyperfine energy level struc-
ture of the reactant Na(2S) atom and the rovibrational
ground state of the NaLi(a3Σ+) molecule in a magnetic
field. Figures 2(b) and (c) show the Zeeman levels of
Na and NaLi(a3Σ+, v = 0, N = 0) obtained by diag-
onalization of the atomic and molecular Hamiltonians
[51]. There are a total of 36 molecular energy levels in
the N = 0 manifold of NaLi(a3Σ+), which can be clas-
sified in the weak-field limit by the values of the total
angular momentum of the molecule F and its projection
on the field axis MF [52, 53]. The calculated zero-field
hyperfine splittings are in good agreement with recent
experimental measurements [8, 51]. In the strong field
limit we observe a clear hierarchy of energy level split-
tings. The largest splitting is caused by the Zeeman
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FIG. 2. (a) Magnetic field dependence of the Na + NaLi
reaction rate coefficient calculated for the fully spin-
polarized (8,36) [diamonds] and non-fully spin polarized
(7,36) [squares] initial states at T = 2µK. The numbers in
parentheses represent energy-ordered hyperfine states of Na
and NaLi marked in panels (c) and (b). Also shown are the
results for the Na(2) + NaLi(3) spin-polarized initial state
in the absence of the hyperfine structure (dots). Panels (b)
and (c) show the Zeeman energy levels of NaLi(a3Σ+, v =
0, N = 0) and of the ground-state Na atom.

interaction, which splits all N = 0 levels into three Zee-
man manifolds according to the values of MSA

. The
next largest splitting is caused by the hyperfine struc-
ture of the Na atom within the NaLi(a3Σ+) molecule
(the ratio of atomic hyperfine constants aNa/aLi = 5.8
[51]), which leads to 4 manifolds of states labeled by
MINa = −3/2,−1/2, 1/2, 3/2, the projection of the nu-
clear spin of 23Na on the field axis. The smallest-
scale splittings in each of the fixed-MINa manifolds are
caused by the hyperfine interaction of fermionic 6Li with
MILi = −1, 0, 1.

To explore the influence of reactant spin polarization
on chemical reactivity, we consider reactive collisions of
NaLi molecules in the highest-energy level |36〉 of the
N = 0 manifold with Na atoms in the hyperfine states
|7〉 and |8〉 [see Figs. 2(b) and (c)]. Note that state |36〉
is a triply spin-polarized state of NaLi, where all of the
spins in the molecule are aligned along the magnetic
field. Similarly, state |8〉 of Na is doubly spin-polarized
(|F = 2,mF = 2〉), in contrast to state |7〉, in which the

nuclear spin is not fully parallel to the magnetic field.
In the absence of the hyperfine structure, the Zeeman
states of NaLi and Na shown in Fig. 2 reduce to 3 molec-
ular states |SAMSA

〉 (MSA
= 0,±1), and 2 atomic states

|SBMSB
〉 (MSB

= ±1/2). The fully spin-polarized ini-
tial states of Na and NaLi are labeled as |2〉 and |3〉.
In Fig. 2(a) we plot the magnetic field dependence of

the reaction rates for the (8,36) and (7,36) initial states
of Na + NaLi(a3Σ) at T = 2 µK. The rates are nearly
temperature independent, as expected for a two-body
inelastic process near an s-wave threshold [54]. The
order of magnitude of the unpolarized reaction rate (5-
9×10−10 cm3/s) is typical of an s-wave capture process,
such as a barrierless chemical reaction [30, 32, 38].
More significantly, we observe that the chemical reac-

tivity of fully spin-polarized reactants Na(8) + NaLi(36)
is suppressed by a factor of '10-100 compared to that
of non-fully spin-polarized reactants Na(7) + NaLi(36).
Remarkably, flipping the electron spin of one of the reac-
tants leads to a dramatic change in chemical reactivity.
The rate of the Na(7) + NaLi(36) reaction displays

the opposite trend, beginning to decrease at B ' 500 G.
The latter trend is similar to that observed in Ref. [25]
and can be explained by referring to Eq. (1): the weight
c2(B) of the “reactive” electron spin state | 12 ,−

1
2 〉 in the

hyperfine state |7〉 of Na

|7〉 = c1(B)| 12
1
2 〉|

3
2

1
2 〉+ c2(B)| 12 ,−

1
2 〉|

3
2

3
2 〉 (1)

decreases with increasing magnetic field, as the state
tends to the unreactive spin-polarized state | 12

1
2 〉|

3
2

1
2 〉 in

the large-field limit (where | 12
1
2 〉|

3
2

1
2 〉 denotes the Zee-

man state with SB = MSB
= 1/2, IB = 3/2, and

MIB
= 1/2). The hyperfine state |7〉 of Na becomes

less and less reactive towards NaLi with increasing field
because the reactive weight c2(B) ' B−1 [25].
A similarly dramatic sensitivity of ultracold reaction

rates to the initial states of the reactants was mea-
sured for ultracold reactions of KRb molecules [55]. The
physical reason behind the quantum state selectivity in
that experiment is the quantum statistics of identical
fermions, which does not apply to nonidentical reac-
tants. Here, the suppression of chemical reactivity of
spin-polarized molecules is due to a different, more gen-
eral mechanism [42, 43] based on approximate conser-
vation of the total spin of the reaction complex.

Specifically, if the electron spins of the reactants are
completely polarized, the reaction complex is initialized
in the nonreactive state of total spin S = 3/2 described
by the 4A′ PES (see Fig. 1). Thus, in the absence of
spin-nonconserving interactions, such as the intramolec-
ular spin-spin or intermolecular magnetic dipole inter-
actions, the value of S must be the same for the reac-
tants and products. The energetically allowed products
of the Na + NaLi reaction—molecular Na2(1Σ+

g ) and
atomic Li(2S1/2)—correspond to S = 1/2. As a result,
the spin-polarized chemical reaction Na + NaLi(a3Σ+)
→ Na2(1Σ+

g ) + Li requires a spin-changing transition
S = 3/2→ 1/2 (also known as intersystem crossing [44–
48]) in order to proceed. We verified that omitting the
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spin-spin and magnetic dipolar interactions from CCS
calculations leads to a complete suppression of the reac-
tion Na(8) + NaLi(36) → Na2 + Li, while having little
effect on the reactivity of the initial state (7,36). Due
to the small magnitude of these interactions [44, 47, 48],
intersystem crossing transitions are slow, leading one to
expect the chemical reaction of spin-polarized reactants
to be suppressed compared to that of unpolarized reac-
tants, as is indeed observed in Fig. 2(a).
The increase of the spin-polarized reaction rate above

B = 1000 G shown in Fig. 2(a) is an interesting trend
not observed in our previous CCS calculations on the
Li(2S) + CaH(2Σ+) reaction [25]. We attribute this
trend to the crossings between the ground (N = 0) and
first excited (N = 1) rotational states of NaLi(a3Σ+) at
B ' 1,200 G shown in Fig. 2(b). While these crossings
are not avoided in the isolated NaLi molecule because
the rotational states have different parities [42, 43, 56],
they strongly affect the reaction rates by modifying the
avoided crossings of the Na-NaLi adiabatic potentials
(see below). At B ' 0.45 T avoided crossings oc-
cur between the N = 0 and N = 2 Zeeman levels of
NaLi induced by the intramolecular spin-spin interac-
tion [51, 57]. Near such crossings, the character of the
initial molecular state |36〉 changes abruptly from spin-
polarized to unpolarized, triggering the chemical reac-
tion. Accordingly, as shown in Fig. 2(a), the reaction
rates for the different initial hyperfine states become
nearly identical, signaling a loss of quantum spin state
selectivity.
We note that the spin-polarized reaction rates calcu-

lated with and without the hyperfine structure of Na
and NaLi taken into account [see Fig. 2(a)] are similar
in magnitude and magnetic field dependence. Indeed,
the fully spin-stretched hyperfine states |36〉 of NaLi
and |8〉 of Na can be written as direct products of the
electron and nuclear spin states. For these states, the
nuclear spin degree of freedom only causes a slight shift
in threshold energies, but otherwise plays the role of a
spectator. In contrast, the hyperfine mixing between the
electron and nuclear spin functions [see Eq. (1)] plays
a major role in ultracold reaction dynamics of unpolar-
ized hyperfine states, as can be seen by comparing the
reaction rates of the (8,36) and (7,36) initial states in
Fig. 2(a). Both of these states correspond to the same
(2,3) Zeeman state in the absence of hyperfine structure.

To gain further insight into the mechanism of the
spin-polarized chemical reaction Na + NaLi(a3Σ+) we
plot in Fig. 3 the adiabatic eigenvalues εi(R) of the
atom-molecule Hamiltonian [29, 31]. The adiabatic po-
tentials allow us to visualize how the atom-molecule in-
teractions couple the different spin states of the reaction
complex, ultimately leading to the reaction [58–60]. At
large R, where the atom-molecule interaction vanishes,
the adiabatic curves tend to the atom-molecule thresh-
olds, approaching them from either below (for ` = 0) or
from above (for ` ≥ 1) as shown in Figs. 3(b)-(c).

Consider the S = 3/2, ` = 0 diabatic potential ob-
tained by following the corresponding adiabatic curves
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FIG. 3. (a) Adiabatic potentials of the Na-NaLi reaction
complex in the absence of the hyperfine structure at B =
0.01 T and M = 9/2. The nonreactive (S = 3/2, ` = 0)
and reactive (S = 1/2, ` = 2) diabatic states are shown by
the light blue (light grey) and red (grey) lines. The large-R
limits of these states are shown in panels (b) and (c). The
inset in panel (a) is an expanded view of the largest avoided
crossing. The basis set is restricted to Nmax = `max = 2.

through a series of avoided crossings shown in Fig. 3.
The potential is repulsive at short range with a well
depth of ' 200 cm−1, and correlates with the fully
spin-polarized initial state of Na(2)-NaLi(3). It experi-
ences several crossings with the S = 1/2 diabatic states,
which are attractive at short range and correlate asymp-
totically with unpolarized rotationally excited states of
NaLi. The largest avoided crossing is shown in the
inset of Fig. 3(a). The crossings are induced by S-
nonconserving interactions, predominantly by the in-
tramolecular spin-spin interaction of NaLi(a3Σ). The
chemical reaction is then naturally associated with non-
adiabatic transitions from the initial repulsive S = 3/2
diabatic state to the attractive S = 1/2 diabatic states
via a series of avoided crossings marked in Fig. 3(a).

As an approximation to multichannel CCS dynamics,
we developed a simple two-channel model involving the
pair of diabatic states shown in the inset of Fig. 3(a).
We found that the model underestimates the accurate
multichannel reaction cross sections by several orders of
magnitude (as does Landau-Zener theory), suggesting
the importance of multichannel effects. The energy gap
between the open and closed asymptotic thresholds [see
Figs. 3(b) and (c)] narrows down as the magnetic field
approaches the value, at which the N = 0 and N = 1
rotational levels cross. As a result, the avoided crossings
become wider and shift toward higher R leading to an
increase of the S = 3/2→ S = 1/2 transition probabil-
ity and hence the reaction rate, as shown in Fig. 2(a).

In summary, we have presented a theoretical study
of the ultracold chemical reaction of Na atoms with
NaLi(a3Σ+) molecules in their ground rovibrational
states in the presence of external magnetic fields and
hyperfine interactions. This reaction is representative
of a wide class of ultracold chemical reactions of alkali-
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dimer molecules with alkali-metal atoms currently stud-
ied by several experimental groups [3, 16]. To this
end, we extended the recently developed CCS method-
ology [25] to include the fine and hyperfine structure
of NaLi(a3Σ+) and carried out ab initio calculations of
the interaction potentials of the Na2Li reaction com-
plex. Our calculations reveal a substantial degree of
quantum state selectivity in the dependence of the re-
action rate on the initial states of the reactants (fully
spin-polarized vs. unpolarized). In the adiabatic pic-
ture, the Na + NaLi(a3Σ+) reaction occurs due to non-
adiabatic intersystem crossing transitions between the
high-spin and low-spin states of the reaction complex
mediated by the inramolecular spin-spin interaction of
NaLi(a3Σ+). These transitions are slow due to the small

magnitude of the spin-spin interaction, and hence the
spin-polarized reaction rate is suppressed by a factor of
10-100 compared to the universal limit. Our results also
suggest that it is possible to control ultracold chemical
reactions of alkali-metal dimers with alkali-metal atoms
by varying an external magnetic field. We expect these
results to be tested in near-future experiments with ul-
tracold atom-molecule mixtures.
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