arXiv:2406.00618v1 [physics.atom-ph] 2 Jun 2024

Magnetic Feshbach resonances in ultracold atom-molecule collisions
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We report numerically exact quantum scattering calculations on magnetic Feshbach resonances in
ultracold, strongly anisotropic atom-molecule [Rb(*S) + SrF (- 1)] collisions based on state-of-the-
art ab initio potential energy surfaces. We find broad resonances mediated by the intermolecular
spin-exchange interaction, as well as narrow resonances due to the intramolecular spin-rotation
interaction, which are unique to atom-molecule collisions. Remarkably, the density of resonances in
atom-molecule collisions is not much higher than that in atomic collisions despite the presence of a
dense manifold of molecular rotational states, which can be rationalized by analyzing the adiabatic

states of the collision complex.

Introduction. Magnetic Feshbach resonances (MFRs)
are a powerful tool to control interatomic interactions in
ultracold atomic gases [1, 2] being at the very heart of
many intriguing quantum phenomena, such as the for-
mation of weakly bound few-body states [3, 4], quantum
chaos in ultracold collisions of lanthanide atoms [5, 6],
and the BEC-BCS crossover [1, 7]. The physical mecha-
nism responsible for MFRs relies on the coupling between
the open (i.e., scattering) and closed (i.e., bound) states
of the collision complex, which is greatly amplified when
these states become degenerate, leading to a resonance
enhancement of the scattering cross section [2]. This cou-
pling can arise from a variety of mechanisms, ranging
from short-range spin-dependent and hyperfine interac-
tions in ultracold atomic collisions [2, 5, 8-10] radiative
transitions [11-13], dc electric fields [14, 15], off-resonant
laser fields [16], and radiofrequency dressing [17-19]. On
the theoretical side, MFRs are most accurately described
by rigorous coupled-channel (CC) quantum scattering
calculations [2], which yield numerically exact solutions
of the Schrodinger equation for a given interatomic in-
teraction potential, thus providing unbiased insights into
ultracold collision physics.

While MFRs in ultracold atom-atom collisions are
well-understood [2], much less is known about their
atom-molecule [20-24] and molecule-molecule [25] coun-
terparts, which have recently been observed by several
groups. This is due to enormous computational chal-
lenges [26, 27] caused by a large number of rotational,
fine, and hyperfine states coupled by strongly anisotropic
interactions, which are involved in ultracold collisions of
trapped molecules produced by photoassociation (such
as KRb and NaK [27-30]) and laser cooling (such as
SrF, CaF, and YO [31-36]). Because the computational
cost of solving CC equations scales steeply with the num-
ber of molecular rotational states (NS, [37]), their di-

max
rect numerical solution rapidly becomes computation-

ally impractical [26, 27] for all but the simplest atom-
molecule collisions involving weakly interacting atoms
(such as He, Mg, and N) [38-40]. Restricted basis set
computations have been performed on selected systems
[24, 41, 42] yielding useful qualitative insights into MFRs
in Na + NalLi collisions [24, 42]. However, numerically ex-
act CC calculations on MFRs in ultracold atom-molecule
collisions with realistic (strongly anisotropic) interactions
have remained elusive due to the unresolved challenges
mentioned above. At present, such calculations are lim-
ited to atom-molecule pairs, whose hyperfine structure
can be neglected (e.g., by selecting fully spin-polarized
initial states [43-45]), precluding theoretical insights into
a growing number of experimental observations of MFRs
in ultracold atom-molecule collisions [20-23] and the ex-
ploration of MFRs in new molecular systems.

Here, we report the first numerically exact CC
calculations of MFR spectra in ultracold, strongly
anisotropic atom-molecule collisions. We focus on ultra-
cold Rb(2S) + SrF(?X 1) collisions, which are experimen-
tally relevant in several contexts. First, StF(?S+) was
the first molecule to be laser-cooled [31] and confined in a
magneto-optical trap [32], and collisions with co-trapped
Rb atoms have been proposed as a means to further cool
SrF molecules by momentum-transfer collisions with ul-
tracold alkali-metal atoms [45, 46], a technique known as
sympathetic cooling [43-48]. Second, ultracold collisions
of closely related CaF(?Y%) molecules with co-trapped
Rb atoms [49], and with other CaF molecules have al-
ready been observed [50] and suppressed [51] using mi-
crowave shielding. Our results could thus be verified in
near-future ultracold collision experiments.

The Rb-SrF collision complex is characterized by two
deep and strongly anisotropic PESs of singlet and triplet
symmetries [52], which can couple hundreds of rotational
states [45], in addition to the pronounced hyperfine struc-
ture of both SrF and Rb, causing major computational



challenges, as mentioned above. Here, we address these
challenges using a recently developed total rotational an-
gular momentum (TRAM) representation [53], which en-
ables us to efficiently incorporate all rotational, fine, and
hyperfine states of the collision partners in converged CC
calculations on realistic ab initio PESs. Our calculated
MFR spectra are dominated by broad resonances with
a density of about 5 resonances per 1 kG, which should
be readily observable experimentally. Our results open
up the possibility of rigorous CC calculations of MFRs
on a wide range of ultracold atom-molecule collisions of
experimental interest.

Theory. The Hamiltonian for a 2?3 molecule (such as
StF) colliding with a 2S atom (such as Rb) may be writ-
ten in atomic units (k= 1) as [53, 54]
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where p is the reduced mass of the atom-molecule
trimer described by the Jacobi vectors R (pointing
from the molecule’s center of mass to the atom)
and r (joining the nuclei of the diatomic molecule),
and L? is the squared orbital angular momentum for
the collision. The atom—molegule interaction Vi, =
> srg V(R 0)|[SMg)(SMs|+ Vinaa, where Vs (R, 0) are
the singlet (S = 0) and triplet (S = 1) adiabatic PESs
(see below), and Vinqq and the magnetic dipole-dipole
interaction. We adopt the rigid-rotor approximation by
setting r = r,, the equilibrium distance in SrF, which
is expected to be qualitatively accurate for collisions of
rigid molecules such as SrF [55]. As such, the atom-
molecule PES only depends on R and 6, the angle be-
tween R and r. In Eq. ( ), Hmol describes the isolated

2%} molecule, Hpmo = HrOt ﬁsmn Hrsrﬁ;f % where
Hfr?(fl =B, N2 is the rotational Hamiltonian, B, is the ro-

tational constant, N is the rotational angular momentum
of the diatomic molecule and Hrsnp;fl = gspuoBSz +al-S
is the spin Hamlltoman, which accounts for the elec-
tron and nuclear spins within the molecule described by
the operators S and I interacting with each other via
the Fermi contact interaction (coupling constant a) and
with an external magnetic field B directed along a space-

. . . . . "
fixed z-axis. The spin-rotation interaction H;f;f o

'Yer : s + # (%)1/2 Zq(—l)qu_q(ﬂr, ¢r)[I ® S]gz) in-
cludes the electron spin-rotation and anisotropic hyper-
fine interactions, parametrized by the coupling constants
vsr and ¢. The internal structure of atomic Rb(2S) is de-
scribed by the Hamiltonian ﬁat = gsuoBgaZ +Aaia . Sa,
where S, and I, are the atomic electron and nuclear spin
operators, and A, is the hyperfine constant.

To map out the spectrum of MFRs in ultracold
Rb + SrF collisions, we solve the Schrodinger equa-
tion H|¥) = E|V¥), where E is the total energy and
|¥) is the scattering wavefunction, by expanding the
wavefunction of the atom-molecule collision complex as
|U) = R 'Y, Fi(R)|®;). We use a recently devel-

oped total rotational angular momentum (TRAM) ba-
sis |®;) = |(Nl)JTMT>|nS>|nga)>, which enables a com-
putationally efficient treatment of the essential hyperfine
structure of the collision partners interacting via highly
anisotropic potentials in an external magnetic field [53].
Here, |(N1)J,M,) are the eigenstates of J2 and J,, where

jf = N + L is the TRAM of the collision complex and
J, is its projection on the field axis. The atomic and

molecular spin functions are denoted by |n§“)> and |ns).

Unlike the total angular momentum of the collision
pair, J,. is rigorously conserved even in the presence of ex-
ternal magnetic fields and isotropic hyperfine interactions
[53]. The different values of J,. can only be coupled by
weak spin-rotation interactions, such as the spin-rotation
and anisotropic hyperfine interactions [53]. The ensu-
ing near-conservation of J,. is key to the computational
efficiency of the TRAM basis, which enables the inclu-
sion of a sufficient number of closed rotational channels
(Nmax = 175 [56]) to produce converged results for highly
anisotropic Rb + SrF collisions. We integrate the CC
equations numerically using the log-derivative method
[67, 58] to obtain the asymptotic behavior of the radial
solutions F;(R), from which the S-matrix elements and
scattering cross sections are obtained as a function of col-
lision energy and magnetic field as described in Ref. [53]
(see also the Supplemental Material [56]).

Ab initio calculations. To describe the quantum dy-
namics of ultracold Rb + SrF collisions it is essential
to have a realistic description of both the singlet and
triplet PESs. Here, we employ the state-of-the-art ab ini-
tio triplet PES [45] computed using the coupled cluster
method with a large basis set. To determine the singlet
PES, we calculated the singlet-triplet energy splitting of
Rb-SrF using the Complete Active Space Self-Consistent
Field (CASSCF) method using an aug-cc-pVQZ basis set
and ECP28MDF core potentials for Rb and Sr. The ac-
tive space for this calculation includes the open-shell or-
bitals of both Rb and SrF, accommodating 2 electrons in
2 orbitals. The exchange energy thus obtained is added
to the triplet PES [45] to produce the singlet PES. This
procedure ensures the correct behavior of the singlet PES
in the limit R — oo, where the exchange energy decays
exponentially, and accurately accounts for dispersion in-
teractions, which should asymptotically be identical for
both the singlet and triplet PESs. We verified the cor-
rectness of the singlet-triplet energy splitting using addi-
tional spin-flip Symmetry Adapted Perturbation Theory
(SAPT) calculations [59], in which the asymptotic be-
havior is calculated based on monomer properties [56].

Magnetic Feshbach resonances in wultracold atom-
molecule collisions. We consider ultracold Rb atoms and
SrF molecules colliding in the initial states |i)®|j), where
|i) and |j) stand for the initial hyperfine-Zeeman states of
Rb and SrF, labeled in the order of increasing energy, as
shown in Fig. 1(c). In the low B field limit, these states
are identical to the atomic and molecular hyperﬁne states
|Eymp,) and |(NSI)Fmp), where F = N + S + 1 is the
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FIG. 1. Magnetic field dependence of (a) elastic and (b)
inelastic cross sections for Rb(|6)) 4+ SrF(|2)) collisions cal-
culated with J7** = 0 (solid lines) and J*** = 1 (dashed
lines). The collision energy is E. = 0.1 uK. (c¢) Hyperfine-
Zeeman energy levels of Rb(?S) (upper panel) and SrF(*%T)
(lower panel) in its ground rovibrational state.

total angular momentum of SrF, which is a vector sum
of the rotational, electron spin, and nuclear spin angular
momenta. We are interested in the experimentally rele-
vant case of SrF molecules colliding in their ground ro-
tational states (N = 0), which can be prepared by laser
cooling and trapped in an optical dipole trap [32, 35].
The hyperfine structure of SrF(N = 0) consists of two
hyperfine manifolds with F© = 1,0, which are split by
an external magnetic field into 4 levels [see Fig. 1(c)].
Non-fully spin-polarized initial states of Rb and SrF can
undergo collision-induced spin-exchange, i.e., |6) ® |2)
— |3) ® |3), which conserves the projection of the to-
tal internal angular momentum of the collision partners
Mp = mp, + mp,. The rigorous treatment of the spin-
exchange collisions and of the hyperfine structure of the
collision partners constitute two key improvements over
the previous calculations [45].

Figures 1(a) and (b) show the integral cross sections for
ultracold Rb 4+ SrF collisions as a function of magnetic
field calculated with two different basis sets containing
the single lowest (J®* = 0) and two lowest (J7** = 1)
TRAM blocks. Both of these basis sets are converged
with respect to the maximum number of rotational ba-
sis states of SrF (Npax = 175 [56]), so any difference
between them quantifies the extent of TRAM conserva-
tion in ultracold Rb + SrF collisions. We observe that,
save for a single narrow feature near 400 G, the cross sec-
tions calculated using the two basis sets are essentially
the same across the entire magnetic field range, confirm-
ing that J, is indeed a nearly good quantum number in
Rb + SrF collisions. The broad MFRs occur due to the
intermolecular spin-exchange interaction [56] (see below),
and the narrow peaks can be attributed to the coupling
between the different values of J,. induced by the spin-
rotation interaction in SrF. We will focus on the broad
MFRs obtained from J'** = 0 calculations.

In Fig. 2(a), we show the calculated spectrum of MFRs
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FIG. 2. (a) Calculated MFR spectra for elastic and inelastic

Rb(|6)) + SrF(]2)) collisions at E. = 0.1 uK. The elastic cross
section (black dashed line) is multiplied by 1000 for visual
clarity. The final states are marked as (¢,7), where ¢ and j
label the internal states of Rb and SrF (see text and Fig. 1(c)).
(b) Same as (a) but with only the N = 0 rotational of SrF
retained in the CC basis.

in ultracold Rb + SrF collisions obtained from fully con-
verged CC calculations with 1232 TRAM basis functions.
The resonance density (4-5 per 1 kG) is fairly insensitive
to the initial and final hyperfine states of Rb and SrF,
and is comparable to that of MFRs in ultracold Rb + Rb
collisions [60] The hyperfine structure of the collision
partners and their short-range spin-exchange interactions
play a crucial role in inducing the MFRs: When the spin-
exchange coupling is omitted in test calculations, most of
the MFRs shown in Fig. 2(a) disappear [56].

The relatively low density of MFRs in Rb + SrF colli-
sions is surprising, given the very large number of rovibra-
tional and hyperfine states of the Rb-SrF collision com-
plex that need to be included in CC calculations to pro-
duce converged results. Figure 2(b) shows a reduction in
the number of MFRs when the anisotropy of the Rb-SrF
interaction if turned off by setting Ny.x — 0, illustrating
the significant role of the anisotropic coupling between
the rotational states of SrF in enhancing the density of
MFRs. However, the enhancement is not dramatic. A
similar observation has recently been made for MFRs in
ultracold Na + NalLi collisions [24].

To further elucidate the role of anisotropic couplings
between different rotational states, we diagonalized the
atom-molecule Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) without the radial
kinetic energy term to produce the adiabatic states of
the Rb-SrF collision complex as a function of R. In the
adiabatic picture, the Rb + SrF collision partners ap-
proach each other at long range on a smooth adiabatic
potential, which experiences a series of avoided crossings
with other potentials as R is decreased, leading to in-
elastic transitions and MFRs [56]. The density of the
adiabatic potentials in the vicinity of and below the inci-
dent collision threshold is fairly well-converged already
for moderate values of Npya.x ~ 60. Further increas-
ing Npax only produces slight changes in the shapes of
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FIG. 3.  Calculated MFR spectra for Rb(|6)) + SrF(]2))

collisions at E. = 0.1 uK with the short-range interaction
PES scaled by a factor of 0.5. The elastic cross section (black
dashed line) is multiplied by 1000 for visual clarity.

the existing adiabatic curves, leading to small changes
in closed-channel bound states, which are not enough
to produce new bound states that could result in ad-
ditional MFRs. Therefore, the MFRs density saturates
at Nmax = 60, well below the value required for full con-
vergence (Npyax = 175). In other words, even though the
adiabatic states themselves are not completely converged
at low Npaq, their density near the incident threshold is.
This explains why highly excited rotational states do not
contribute directly to the MFR density, although they do
affect the positions and widths of the individual MFRs.

It has been hypothesized that MFRs in ultracold colli-
sions of alkali-dimers with alkali-metal atoms are caused
by the long-range LeRoy-Bernstein bound states [61],
which are only weakly affected by the atom-molecule in-
teraction anisotropy, since it typically decreases much
faster with R than the isotropic part of the PES. If this
hypothesis is true, the atom-molecule MFRs would be
very similar to the well-known atom-atom MFRs [2] in
that the effects of short-range interaction anisotropy can
be safely neglected. An opposing hypothesis states that
MFS are due to the short-range chaotic states of the
atom-molecule collision complex [62, 63]

To explore the short-range vs. long-range character of
atom-molecule MFRs, we performed additional CC cal-
culations with the short-range part of the Rb-SrF PESs
scaled by a factor of A = 0.5 (see [56] for details). Be-
cause the long-range parts of the scaled and unscaled
PESs are the same, the scaling only changes the density
of short-range complex states. As a result, it should not
modify the density of MFRs if, as proposed in Ref. [61],
the MFRs are due to the long-range states. If, on the
other hand, the MFRs are due to the short-range states,
then the PES scaling is expected to lead to a substantial
decrease in MFR density according to the approximate
scaling p =~ (\)*/2 [64]. As shown in Fig. 3, the number
of MFRs decreases by 40% upon shallowing the PESs,
suggesting that MFRs in Rb + SrF collisions are pre-
dominantly caused by short-range complex states. We

emphasize that these results do not completely rule out
the possibility that some MFRs could be caused by long-
range states, which can have much narrower widths than
those caused by the short-range complex states [56], war-
ranting further calculations and experimental measure-
ments on near-threshold bound states of Rb-SrF, whose
zero-energy crossings with collision thresholds give rise to
MFRs [2]. Such calculations could be enabled by com-
bining the numerically efficient TRAM basis used here
with established techniques for solving the bound-state
Schrodinger equation [65].

In summary, we have presented the first numerically
exact CC calculations of MFRs in ultracold, strongly
anisotropic Rb 4+ SrF collisions in the rigid-rotor ap-
proximation. These calculations are free from the basis
set truncation errors, which affected all previous calcula-
tions on such collisions, and enable us to obtain novel
insights into the properties of atom-molecule MFRs.
First, we show that the MFRs can be classified into
two types: (i) J.-conserving broad resonances due to the
spin-exchange splitting between the singlet and triplet
PESs at short range, and (ii) narrow resonances origi-
nating from J,.-breaking intramolecular spin-rotation in-
teractions. While the former are similar to those which
occur in alkali-metal atom collisions [2], the latter are
unique to atom-molecule collisions. Second, we find that
the density of MFRs in Rb + SrF collisions is compara-
ble to that in collisions of ultracold alkali-metal atoms.
We explain this surprising result in terms of the den-
sity of the adiabatic states of the atom-molecule colli-
sion complex, which does not increase substantially as
new rotational states are added to the CC basis. The
highly excited rotational states merely affect the shape
of these adiabatic potentials rather than changing their
density, thereby leaving the density of MFRs unaffected.
We also find that the MFRs are predominantly due to
the short-range complex states, supporting the hypothe-
sis of Refs. [62, 63], although the existence of long-range
complex states [61] cannot be completely ruled out. Our
results suggest excellent prospects for numerically exact
quantum scattering calculations of MFRs in ultracold
highly anisotropic atom-molecule collisions, such as those
probed in recent experiments [22, 23] paving the way for
future exploration of this exciting frontier of ultracold
molecular physics.
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In this Supplemental Material (SM), we provide technical details of our ab initio and quantum scattering (coupled-
channel, CC) calculations on ultracold Rb + SrF collisions. Section S-I describes electronic structure calculations
of the singlet and triplet interaction PES for Rb-SrF. In Section S-II, we provide computational details of our CC
calculations, including the values of the parameters required to specify the Hamiltonian of the Rb-SrF collision
complex. To cross-validate our computational methodology and code based on the recently introduced total rotational
angular momentum (TRAM) basis [S1], we perform additional benchmark calculations using other established codes
and compare the results in Section S-III.

Numerical convergence of scattering observables with respect to the number of rotational states and partial waves
included in the CC basis set is examined in Section S-IV. showing the predominance of the [ = 0 partial wave
contribution at F, = 0.1 uK. Additional details regarding the scaling of the short-range Rb-SrF PES and its effect
on the density of magnetic Feshbach resonances (MFRs) are provided in Section S-VI. In Section S-VII, we present
more information on MFR spectra calculated for the different initial hyperfine-Zeeman states of Rb and SrF. Finally,
the adiabatic potential energy curves of the Rb-SrF collision complex are presented in Section S-VIII.



S-I. AB INITIO CALCULATIONS OF RB-SRF POTENTIALS

Interactions between Rb and SrF can lead to either a low-spin singlet (S = 0) or a high-spin triplet (S = 1)
PES. In collisions involving spin-polarized species, there is no spin exchange, confining the dynamics solely to the
high-spin triplet state. In our previous work [S2] we focused on ultracold Rb + SrF collision dynamics on the triplet
state, which is notably anisotropic due to the high polarity of SrF and the strong polarizability of Rb, leading to
significant dipole-induced dipole interactions. The triplet PES was obtained from single-reference quantum chemistry
calculations utilizing the “gold-standard” open-shell coupled cluster method with single, double, and noniterative
triple excitations [CCSD(T)| and extensive basis sets [S3]. However, accurately modeling the global PES for the
low-spin singlet state necessitates a multi-reference approach, and remains a substantial challenge. The methods like
multireference configuration interaction or multi-reference perturbation theory often fail to capture the asymptotics
of the interaction accurately due to size-consistency issues. Nonetheless, we found that using complete active space
self-consistent field (CASSCF) calculations, where the active space consists of bonding orbitals paired with their
antibonding counterparts, allows for the accurate computation of the low-spin PES.

Our strategy involves augmenting the high-quality triplet state obtained via CCSD(T) with a differential potential
calculated at the CASSCF level. We performed these calculations using the augmented core-valence correlation-
consistent basis set (aug-cc-pCVQZ) for the F atom, and tailored small-core relativistic energy-consistent pseudopo-
tentials (ECP28MDF) for Rb and Sr, complemented by even-tempered functions for each angular momentum and
truncated to spdf orbitals [S4, S5]. We examined the potential energy surfaces for Rb(%S) + SrF(*£*) across both
low-spin (1A’) and high-spin (*A’) electronic ground states using the Jacobi coordinates R and 6 (see the main text).

Assuming that the SrF monomer is rigid, we computed the energy of both lowest electronic states in each spin state
as a function of the COM-atom distance R and the 6 angle at a constant SrF bond length (2.075 A), corresponding
to the experimentally determined equilibrium geometry [S6]. The radial and angular grids ranged from R = 2 to
10 A and # = 0 — 180° in steps of & = 5° and 0.25 A, respectively. With such an approach the low-spin surface
properly recovers the long-range behavior for both spin states, which should have the identical inverse-power expansion,
including short-range dispersion and polarization interactions. Note that a similar approach was used before for the
low-spin PESs of O3-O5 and NH-NH [S7-S9].

A two-dimensional plot of the difference PES Vyig(R,0) = VI=Y(R,0) — VS=9(R, ) is shown in Fig. S1(a). The
difference PES reaches values as high as 6000 cm™!, and exhibits a tremendous angular anisotropy. The difference
PES becomes particularly large (i.e., the singlet PES becomes particularly deep) when the Rb atom approaches the
Sr end of the SrF molecule. This is due to the fact that, within the SrF molecule, the 5s electron of the Sr atom
is captured by the fluorine atom, forming a closed-shell F~ anion, and the SrT ion exhibits a large spin density.
In Fig. S1(b), we show the radial profiles of the difference PES for 0, 90 and 180 degrees along with the Legendre
moments

1 1
VAGR) = 5 A+ 1) / V(. P cos(0) d coso.
which characterize its anisotropy. In particular, Vj(R) corresponds to the isotropic part of the difference PES and
Vi(R) to the leading anisotropic term.

Recently, one of us developed new theory for calculations of the first-order interaction energies for general spin
quantum numbers, [S10] in the framework of the symmetry-adapted perturbation theory (dubbed as spin-flip SAPT).
We performed the SF-SAPT calculations to assess the quality of the CASSCF approach. The agreement between the
difference PESs calculated using SF-SAPT and CASSCF is very good for R > 6 A. The discrepancy between these
two approaches at short R is expected and results from inadequate description of the short-range interaction by the
SF-SAPT theory. The discrepancy can have a major effect on the positions and widths of the individual MFRs (which
are well known to be highly sensitive to tiny variations of the interaction PES [S11-S15]. However, we expect the
overall MFR pattern and the MFR density to be adequately described by these PES, since they are both realistically
deep and anisotropic, and display the correct long-range behavior.
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FIG. S1. (a) Contour plot of the difference PES for Rb-SrF as a function of R and 6. (b) Difference PES plotted as a function

of R for selected values of 6 [top panels] and the Legendre moments Vo(R) and Vi (R) [bottom panels]. Red circles - CASSCF
calculations, blue circles — SAPT calculations.

S-II. COUPLED-CHANNEL METHODOLOGY: COMPUTATIONAL DETAILS

The quantum scattering methodology used in this work has been presented in Ref. [S1], so we only outline the most

essential details here. The Hamiltonian of the Rb(2S) - SrF(?X) collision complex may be written as (in atomic units)
5 1 92 . A 5

H=- R Vvin Hmo Ha . S1

2R OR? +2uR2+ ¢ + 1+ Hag (S1)

where the 8"Rb - 88Sr!9F reduced mass w = 4793760469 amu. The Hamiltonian ﬁmol of the 88Sr!19F molecule is

It[mol _ I_Irot1 4 HSPIH

mol

+ ot (S2)
where H rot = B, N2 is the rigid rotor Hamiltonian and B, = 0.24975935 cm™! is the rotational constant [S16].

The molecular spin Hamiltonian H, pol = gg,uoBSZ + al - S accounts for the interaction of electron spin with an
external magnetic field B directed along a space-fixed z-axis, and for the isotropic hyperfine interaction between the
electron and nuclear spins of SrF described by the operators S and I (a = 0.0035748333 cm~! [S17]). The third term
in Eq. (S2) describes the spin-rotation interactions H>'""" = v N - § 4 %(%)1/2 > (1) 46, o) i@ 8P,

which include the electron spin-rotation and anisotropic hyperfine interactions, parametrized by the coupling constants

=0.0024974 cm~! [S16] and ¢ = 0.0010096 cm ~ [817] respectively. Finally, the internal structure of atomic Rb(2S)
is descrlbed by the Hamiltonian H,, = gguoBSaz + A,L,
spin operators, and A, = 0.11399 cm™

Sa, where S, and ia are the atomic electron and nuclear
is the hyperfine constant [S18].

The CC equations are formulated in the TRAM basis [S1] are solved numerically using the log-derivative propa-
gation method [S19, S20]. The propagation is carried out from Rp,in = 5.0 ag to Rpax = 800.0 ag. This range of R
is divided into 4 intervals, with different propagation steps AR used within each interval as follows: AR = 0.002 ag
in5< R <13ag, AR = 0.005 ag in 13 < R < 17 ag, AR = 0.01 ag in 17 < R < 20 ag, and AR = 0.1 ag in 20
< R <800 ag.
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TABLE S1. Total inelastic cross section (in AQ) for Rb(Mgs = 1)+SrF(N =0, Ms = 1), Ec = 0.1 uK, Nmax = 3, Miot = 1. The
“TRAM”, “TAM” and “Uncoupled SF” columns list the results obtained using the TRAM basis [S1], total angular momentum
(TAM) basis [S22], and the fully uncoupled basis [S21, S23]. The labels SF and BF denote the space-fixed frame and body-fixed
frame versions of the basis.

Magnetic field (G) TRAM(SF) TAM (BF) Uncoupled (SF)
1000 14.8186 14.8210 14.8193
100 76.6500 76.6490 76.6279
10 381.417 381.404 381.372

S-III. CODE VERIFICATION

An extended version of the TRAM code developed in Ref. [S1] for He + YbF collisions is used to perform the
CC calculations reported in this work. We introduced the following modifications to adapt the code to the much
more challenging case of Rb + SrF collisions. First, we added the magnetic dipole-dipole interaction to the potential
coupling matrix following Eq. (28) of Ref. [S1]. Second, we implemented two adiabatic Rb-SrF PESs to calculate the
matrix elements of the interaction potential in the TRAMP basis as described in Sec. IIB of Ref. [S1]. Third, we
incorporated the hyperfine structure of the Rb atom into the basis.

To validate our newly developed atom-molecule scattering code, we performed test calculations of inelastic (spin
relaxation) cross sections from the fully spin-stretched initial states of Rb and SrF. Table S1 shows that these cal-
culations are in excellent agreement with those of independent benchmark calculations using computer codes, which
employ different basis sets [S2, S21, S22]. In these tests, we omitted the hyperfine structure of both the collision
partners since the previous codes did not take it in into account. Because the inelastic transitions from the fully
spin-stretched initial states are mainly driven by the magnetic dipole-dipole interaction [S2], the agreement provides
a strong evidence for the correctness of our implementation of the magnetic dipole interaction.

To test the hyperfine part of our TRAM code, we performed benchmark calculations using the fully uncoupled
basis set [S21, S23] augmented with the hyperfine basis states of Rb and SrF as described in Ref. [S24]. We used a
limited uncoupled CC basis consisting of three lowest rotational states of StF (CC calculations with Np,.x > 15 are
computationally unfeasible in the uncoupled basis [S25], so we only use it here for benchmarking purposes).

In Table S2, we list the inelastic cross sections for Rb + SrF calculated with the hyperfine structure of the collision
partners included for the energetically highest initial states of Rb and SrF [see Fig. 1(c) of the main text]. The
excellent agreement between the TRAM and uncoupled basis results validates the implementation of the hyperfine
interactions of both the collision partners in our TRAM code.

S-IV. BASIS SET CONVERGENCE

The Rb-SrF interaction is deep and highly anisotropic (see Sec. I above), causing strong coupling between the
different rotational basis states of SrF. As with other highly anisotropic atom-molecule collisions such as Li + CaH

TABLE S2. Total inelastic cross section (in units of AQ) for Rb(|8))+SrF(|4)) collisions at E. = 107% cm ™", Nyax = 2, and
the total angular momentum projection Mot = 3. The column labels are the same as in Table S1.

Magnetic field (G) TRAM(SF) Uncoupled (SF)
1000 97.6986 97.9521
1 1949.23 1950.43
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FIG. S2. Convergence of the cross sections with respect to rotational basis set size (Nmax) for Rb(|6))+SrF(|2)) collisions.
The final states are indexed as (7,j) where ¢ and j are the labels of the hyperfine-Zeeman states of Rb and SrF as specified in
the main text. The black dashed curve with open circles, (6,2), denotes the elastic cross section. F. = 0.1 uK, B = 1000 G,
JEa =0, and Moy = —1.

and Li + SrOH explored before [S2, S25, S26] this makes it necessary to include a large number of excited rotational
states in the TRAM basis to achieve numerical convergence. The basis set cutoff parameter Ny, .« is determined by
an interplay of the potential anisotropy, well depth and the rotational constant of the molecule.

In Fig. S2, we show the N, dependence of the cross sections for Rb(|6))+SrF(|2)) collisions (see the main text
for the labeling of the internal states of Rb and SrF). Due to the deep well and high anisotropy of the singlet PES,
one expects a large number of rotational states of SrF to be required for convergence, as is indeed observed in Fig. S2.
Specifically, convergence is reached at Ny,,x = 175, which is much larger than in the previous calculations on the triplet
PES (Nmax = 125) [S2]. Interestingly, we observe significant variations in the cross sections near the convergence
limit (Nmax = 155 — 170), demonstrating the importance of basis set convergence for the quantitative prediction of
scattering observables.

Figure S3 shows the MFR spectra for Rb(|6))+SrF(|2)) collisions calculated using rotational basis sets of varying
size. While the cross sections fluctuate strongly as a function of Ny .y, the number of major resonances between
B =0 and 2000 G increases only moderately (from 3 to 4) in going from Np,.x = 30 to the fully converged basis limit
(Nmax = 175). As discussed in the main text, adding basis functions with higher rotational quantum numbers causes
slight shifts in the existing adiabatic potentials (see below), which affects the individual resonance positions but not
their overall density.

In Figs. 1(a) and (b) of the main text, we show the J™* = 0 and J™** = 1 calculations at E. = 0.1 yK, and
focus on J"** = 0 calculations in the remainder of the main text. These latter calculations take into account only
the incoming s-wave component of atom-molecule scattering. To verify that higher partial waves make a negligible
contribution at this collision energy, we directly calculated the three p-wave components of the cross sections. As
shown in Fig. S4, both the elastic and inelastic cross sections are dominated by the s-wave component throughout
the entire range of magnetic fields.
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S-V. EFFECT OF THE SPIN-EXCHANGE INTERACTION
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FIG. S5. Total inelastic cross sections for Rb(|6))+SrF(|2)) collisions calculated with (blue dashed curve) and without (red
solid curve) the spin-exchange interaction. E; = 0.1 uK, J7** =0, and Nmax = 175.

Previous quantum scattering calculations on ultracold atom-molecule collisions in an external magnetic field have
focused on spin-stretched initial states (see, e.g., Refs. [S2, S27-S29]) Such calculations can be performed on a single
PES with the highest spin multiplicity. To our knowledge, this work is the first rigorous CC study of ultracold
atom-molecule collisions involving non fully-stretched initial states.

The spin-exchange interaction, given by the difference between the singlet and triplet PESs, plays a crucial role
in the formation of MFRs in ultracold collisions of non-fully stretched initial states of alkali-metal atomss [S30]. To
elucidate the role of the spin-exchange interaction in ultracold Rb+SrF collisions, we performed test CC calculations
with the singlet PES Vs_o(R, #) made identical to the triplet PES Vs_; (R, ), effectively turning off the spin-exchnage
interaction. As shown in Fig. S5, the total inelastic cross section for Rb(|6))+SrF(|2)) collisions is dramatically
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FIG. S6. MFR spectra for ultracold Rb(|6))+SrF(|2)) collisions calculated with unscaled (A = 1) and scaled (A # 1) short-
range PESs. Both singlet and triplet PES are scaled by multiplying their short-range parts by a constant scaling factor A. The
elastic cross section is shown as the black dashed line. F. = 0.1 uK, J:"** = 0, and Nmax = 175.
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suppressed when the spin-exchange interaction is turned off, demonstrating the crucial role of this interaction in
inducing inelastic scattering. Furthermore, neglecting this interaction alters the selection rules for inelastic transitions,
making the (2,2) final channel dominant and all other transitions vanishing identically.

S-VI. RESONANCE DENSITY AND POTENTIAL SCALING

Figure S6 shows MFR spectra for Rb-SrF collisions computed with the short-range Rb-SrF interaction PES mul-
tiplied by a constant scaling factor A. We observe a gradual decrease in the resonance density as the value of X is
decreased from 1 to 0.25, suggesting that the major resonance peaks are due to the short-range states localized in the
potential well.
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FIG. S7. MFR spectra for ultracold Rb + SrF collisions calculated for different initial states. The black dashed curve with
open circles denotes the elastic cross section. E. = 0.1uK, J7** =0, and Nmax = 175.
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S-VII. DIFFERENT INITIAL STATES

Figure S7 shows MFR spectra calculated for the different initial states of Rb and SrF. While the cross sections
exhibit significant initial and final state dependence, the density of resonance is not sensitive to the initial and final
states.

S-VIII. ADIABATIC POTENTIALS

Figure S8 displays the adiabatic potential energy curves obtained by diagonalizing the Rb-SrF Hamiltonian with
the radial kinetic energy term omitted. We observe that the adiabatic potentials correlating with the N = 0 threshold
(relevant to the MFRs studied in this work) converge quickly with Nyax except in the vicinity of avoided crossings
at short range. Increasing Ny,.x beyond ~ 60 does not introduce any new features (such as avoided crossings) in the
vicinity of the NV = 0 threshold. As such, even though highly rotationally excited states can modify the shape of the
existing adiabatic potentials near threshold, they do not affect the density of closed-channel bound states, which give
rise to MFRs.
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