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Confinement-Induced Resonances in Rabi-Coupled Bosonic Mixtures
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We consider coherently-coupled bosonic mixtures scattering at low energies in the presence of an
external confinement along either one or two directions. We exactly solve the two-body scattering
problem, showing that for large Rabi coupling the confinement-induced resonance can be displaced
towards scattering lengths values much smaller than the oscillator length. Our results make the
observation of confinement-induced resonances more tunable and accessible, offering yet another
handle for the efficient control of strong interactions in ultracold quantum gases.

Introduction.— Low-energy scattering with short-
range interparticle interactions is a fundamental prob-
lem of quantum physics. It underlies our understand-
ing of atomic interactions in the ultracold regime and
enables the precise description of thermodynamics, few-
body physics, and dynamics [1]. For dilute ultracold
bosons, in particular, interactions are well described by
zero-range models including only the partial s wave [2].
The s-wave scattering problem of single-species gases has
been solved in any spatial dimension D [3], expressing
the 3D, 2D, and 1D scattering amplitudes in terms of
the D-dimensional scattering lengths.

Experimentally, low-dimensional systems are produced
by confining the gas with strong harmonic potential along
either one or two directions. The scattering problem
solution in such quasi-low-dimensional setup displays
confinement-induced resonances [4-11]. Such feature, ab-
sent in the purely D-dimensional scenario, is produced by
virtual excitations of the scattering state to molecular
trap states. In particular, the resonance occurs when the
s-wave scattering length a is comparable to the transver-
sal oscillator length ), and experimental observations
were made possible by largely increasing the value of a
via Feshbach resonances [12].

Interactions have also been characterized in detail for
two-components gases (for a general overview see [13]).
Furthermore, scattering in ultracold atomic mixtures
coupled by external fields have been analyzed both for 3D
bosons with Rabi coupling [14, 15], for spin-orbit coupled
fermions in quasi-1D [16, 17] and in quasi-2D [18], and for
quasi-1D spin-orbit coupled mixtures with generic statis-
tics [19]. While reaching the resonant regime in single-
species gases may be difficult since the ratio a/l) is gen-
erally much smaller than 1, external fields may facilitate
the observation of confinement-induced resonances.

Here we exactly solve the scattering problem in 3D and
in quasi-low-dimensional Rabi-coupled bosonic mixtures.
We find that, by controlling the strength of the driv-
ing field, it is possible to displace the resonance location
towards smaller 3D scattering lengths values. In partic-
ular, for realistic experimental implementations [14], the
resonance location shifts from a/l; ~ 1to a/l; ~ 1071,
thus closer to the natural ratio achieved in trapped alkali-
metal atoms. These scattering properties can be ana-
lyzed in the available experiments with ultracold bosonic

mixtures [14, 20], for instance through measurements of
atomic losses [12, 21] and spectroscopy [22], or studies
of the condensate expansion [23], by producing solitonic
states [24], or by measuring collective modes of the con-
densate [25].

Rabi-coupled bosonic mixtures.— We consider a
bosonic mixture of two states, o =1, |, driven by a Rabi
coupling of frequency Q and detuning 6. The Hamil-
tonian, expressed in terms of the spinor field operator

U, = ('l[}r’ra 1/Ajr¢)Tv reads

Zg"“qﬁ AR }

where the spin Hamiltonian £ = —%i (Q6, + 66.)/2 is ex-
pressed in terms of the Pauli matrices &;, and the inter-
action strength is g, = 4mh?a,, /m, with m the atomic
mass and aq,s the three-dimensional scattering lengths,
and V? = V2 4+ 92, with p = (x,y). We treat within
a unified framework the 3D, quasi-2D and quasi-1D ge-
ometries, by taking the external potential
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Up(r) = =5+ [+

> ) 01,0 + 2% 02,p] , (2)

with § the Kronecker delta, meaning that the system is
harmonically confined with frequency w, for D = 1,2,
and unconfined for D = 3.

The one-body part of the Hamiltonian (1) is diago-
nalized by a rotation in the spin basis. Denoting with
u = 4+, — the rotated spin states, we define the dressed
spinor state &, = (QASFJF,(;ASF_)T, related to the original
spinor as [15, 20, 26]

- - sinf cos@
O =RYy, R= (— cos 6 sinG) ’ (3)

where cosf = —ap/+/1+ a3 and sinf = 1/4/1 + a3 are
expressed in terms of ag = 6/Q + /1 + (6/Q)%2. Note
that the parameter «y is related to the density imbalance
minimizing the mean-field energy for weak interactions

[14]. Substituting ¥, = RT®, in the Hamiltonian, we
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where A = Q2+ 02 is the energy gap between the
dressed spin states |+) = sinf |1) + cosf|)) and |—) =
—cosf 1) +sinf |]), and g, now represent the interac-
tion strengths between atoms in the dressed spin states.

For small densities (or weak interactions), the Rabi-
driven system forms a condensate of atoms in the state
|—), interacting pairwise with strength g__ = cos® 6 g1+ +
sin* 0 g, +sin® 260 g, /2 [14, 15]. This result reproduces,
in the uncoupled case Q — 0%, the familiar limits of
g—— = gpp for 6 > 0, and of g__ = g for § < 0. This
lowest-band approximation can well describe the equilib-
rium properties, yet the excited spin state |+) can play
an important role in scattering problems [15], even at low
energy. In the rest of the paper, in particular, we analyze
how higher spin channels affect the two-body scattering
problem in D = 1,2,3. For simplicity, we will work in
the natural units A, m in D = 3, and in A, m, [, in
D =1,2, where | = +/h?/(mw, ) is the harmonic oscil-
lator length.

Exact solution of the two-body scattering
problem.— The two-body scattering problem includes
both spin and orbital degrees of freedom. Concerning the
spin, we directly work with unnormalized dressed spin
states, |—) = [1) + |4 /ao and [+) = [1) — aq[4), and
consider the three possible states for the two-bosons sys-
tem [14]

|—=) = 1)+ (I1L) + [I1) /a0 + [44) /o,
[+=) = [11) = (/D) + 1) = 1), (5)
[++) = 1) — ao([1) + [41) +ad |1,

where only symmetric spin states under exchange appear
since the bosonic orbital wave function is symmetric [27].
Concerning the orbital motion, it is separable as usual
into the free motion of the center of mass and into the rel-
ative scattering of a particle with reduced mass p = 1/2.
Since the center of mass problem is trivial, we henceforth
focus on the sole relative one.
We model the two-body scattering state as

[@(r)) = ¢——(r) [==) + ¢4 (r) [+=) + &1+ (r) |++>(é)

where the orbital wave functions ¢,/ (r) solve the relative
Schrodinger equation

v2
_Tr + UD(I') — By ¢uu’ (I‘) = 07 (7)

I
with up(r) = u [(xQ +y%) 81.p + 2° 527D] /2, and bound-
ary conditions specified below. Note that the s-wave so-
lutions of Eq. (7) have already been obtained for a single-
component gas in the context of scattering theory in 3D

[3], quasi-2D [5], and quasi-1D [4, 6]. We now adapt them
to solve the scattering problem of the two-components
mixture.

As illustrated in Fig. 1, the scattering process involves
the open channel |——), and the closed channels |+—)
and |++). The incoming wave in the open channel |——)
has wave function ¢__(r) and energy E__ = Ej + ¢,
with € = ¢?/(2u) being the positive collisional energy.
Here e < A, and Fy = (3— D)/2 is the zero-point energy
in quasi-D dimensions. The wave functions and energies
of the closed channels are, respectively, ¢4 (r), ¢44(r),
and £y = Fy+e1, By = Eg+e€9, where ¢ = e—A and
€2 = € — 2A are negative, and correspond to the binding
energies of the molecular states.

[++)
A € < 0
+-)
o I SR Y ...
} e>0
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Figure 1. Energy scheme representing the scattering process
modeled in this paper. Physically, two |—) atoms scatter
at the relative collisional energy e and, as a result, can be
virtually excited to the spin states |[+—) or |++), in which
their energies e; and ez are negative, and therefore corre-
spond to bound states. If the atoms are confined in quasi low-
dimensional geometries, the energies includes the zero-point
oscillator energy Ey, defined in the main text. We measure
energies with respect to the one of two non-trapped atoms
with zero relative kinetic energy.

The open channel wave function is a superposition of
a (propagating) regular solution plus a (scattered) singu-
lar solution, while the closed channels only include the
singular component;:

b () = breglx) + O Ki__(v),
G4 (I‘) =C4- KE+7 (I‘), (8)
¢++ (I‘) = C++ KE++ (I‘),

where the ',/ are coefficients. In particular, the incom-
ing regular s-wave solution reads

cos(gz)e”/4, D=1
Jolgp)e*"/t, D=2 9)
sin(gr)/(qr), D=

¢reg(r) =



while the scattered singular solution is

=2 7+E‘r

(471')1/2 fO Tsmh're_ﬂ ranh T D=1
02
KE(I‘) = W fO T\/%e e 4tdnhT+ET D=2
e—\{rjr’ D _ 3
(10)

and the D = 1,2 forms are obtained with the help of the
harmonic oscillator Green’s function [28] (see also Ap-
pendix B). We emphasize that, while the regular part
of the D = 1,2 solution is in the transverse ground
state, the scattered waves Kg(r) include all transversely-
excited components. As usual in scattering theory, we
now determine the coefficients Cy,s by expanding the
state of Eq. (6), with components given by Egs. (8-10),
at small and large interparticle separation, imposing that
it matches the expected asymptotic forms.

Short-distance expansion.— At short interparticle dis-
tance, we can simply replace Eq. (9) with ¢res(0) = 1,
while Eq. (10) behaves as

Kg(r) = %—!—hD(E—EO), (11)

J

ar! +hp(e) ar! +hp(e)

ar, +hple) —ao(d/Q)az} +hp(er)] —aflar}

a;l +hp(e) —adla]! +hp(e)]

This matrix equation can be easily solved to get the an-
alytical expressions of the Cy,s coefficients. Actually,
we will only need C__ to evaluate the s-wave scatter-
ing amplitudes, obtained below by expanding the scatter-
ing state at large distance. Note that, in the treatment
above, we assumed that interactions have negligible ef-
fective ranges R} ,. When those are important, they can
straightforwardly be taken into account by performing
the simple substitution 1/a,5» = 1/a60 — R,/ E.

Large-distance expansion.— At large distance, the
|——) component of the two-body scattering state (6) has
an oscillating behavior, while the |+—) and |++) compo-
nents vanish. Therefore, the wave function tends asymp-
totically to ¢__(r), and its projection on the transverse
ground-state wave function is proportional to

cos(qz) + ch iqlz] D=1
%@m+w_vfﬂmmﬁ D=2 (15)
smq’r‘)+c__r’ D=3

where H(gl) (gp) = Jo(gp)+iYs(gp) is the Hankel function.

By comparing it with the asymptotic s-wave solutions of
the two-body Schrédinger equations [cf. Egs. (A2), (A5),

where the function hp(x) is obtained from the known so-
lutions of the (quasi)-D-dimensional single-species prob-
lems (see Refs. [4, 5, 9] for additional details). In partic-
ular, hy(z) = ¢(1/2,—2/2)/V/2, with ¢ the Hurwitz zeta
function, while [29]

N +

ho(xz) = lim {rlnﬂz Z 2]2J1u” tn(i— \m//;ﬂlo ) )

(12)
and hz(x) = —+/—x, where we choose the convention
v/ —|z| = —iy/|x|. These expansions provide the behav-
ior of the state (6) at short distance. Imposing the s-
wave Bethe-Peierls boundary conditions for scattering in
the bare spin states

=0

(00" (r)) o — ——, (13)

r Aoo’

we obtain a system of algebraic equations for the coeffi-
cients C__, C4_, and Cy :

ar! + hp(e) C__ 1
thpe) | [cie | == (1]. (14)
aglal) + hplea)] /) \C++ 1

(

(A8)], we find the s-wave scattering amplitudes

iC__/q, D=1
folg) = —V8rC__, D=2 (16)
c__, D=3

Finally, by comparing the scattering amplitudes with the
known D-dimensional expressions [cf. Eqgs. (A3), (A6),

and (A9)], we can express the D-dimensional scattering
lengths directly in terms of C__ as
1 1
aip o + 5,
2 T 1 s
a2D:lep< 20__+2_7E)’ (17)
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Results.— In the quasi-1D geometry the effective
one-dimensional scattering strength is

1

b)
Ha1p

91D = — (18)

where a;p is defined in Eq. (17). The resulting expression
for g1p is bulky but nonetheless analytical, and depends



on the problem parameters €, a4, 6, 2, and [, . We plot
g1p versus arq /1) for different values of Q in Fig. 2. The
solid curves show confinement-induced resonances which
can be displaced to different locations depending on the
values of  and 2. To understand their behavior, we now
analyze the different limits.

Let us first recall Olshanii’s result [4] for scattering in
a single-species gas

2
a4 ((1/2,1 - ¢/2)/V2

In the weak driving limit 2 — 0, the normalized scat-
tering state |——) tends to |oo), with o =1 for 6 > 0
and o =] for 6 < 0. The interaction strength reduces to

go(a) = (19)

91D 220, go(aes) for 0 < e < 1 [30]. In particular, for
e = 07 one gets the conventional confinement-induced
resonance around the scattering length a,, /11 ~ 0.968.
This behavior is clearly shown in Fig. 2, where for Q < |4
the interaction strength converges to the single-species
result of Eq. (19) (dashed line).

In the limit of large A, with §/ fixed and determining
the cos# and sin # values, we obtain

gO(ji’ [Vasint (26) (@, +

sin?(20)[cos 6? (aTT —ay, )—|—sm H(aN —ap Digs
(20)

A _
91D == go(a;)

with @y = [a cos* 0 + aﬁl sin?(26)/2 + a@l sin 0]~

The two addends in the curly brackets correspond to
virtual second-order processes where the colliding |——)
atoms respectively populate the |++) and |+—) spin
states, in close analogy to what is discussed in Ref. [26].
We analyze this expansion by further reducing it to the
strong-driving limit €2 > |d|, in which the spin states be-

come |+) = (|1 F [}))/V/2, and the interaction strength
reads
go(ay,,)? (a7 —ap})’
by n/a) | o (G —ayy
91D Q_>—oo>90(a7r/4> NE) (@) + NG

(21)

By keeping at| and a| fixed, and varying att, the e = 0T
resonance is centered around ap = —[alf + 2a; f +

21/2((1/2,1)]7* for infinite . Note that this value, de-
picted as the red vertical line in Fig. 2, can take very
small values for small a4 and ay;. Furthermore, nu-
merical explorations for realistic parameters [31] confirm
that fine-tuned combinations of small scattering lengths
Ggor < 1) can produce resonances when ) > 1. Finally,
for moderate € values, the resonance is still displaced
towards aq < l1, as Fig. 2 shows.

These effects can facilitate the observation of
confinement-induced resonances in experimental setups
[14, 15], and it can allow a better control of the scatter-
ing properties in ultracold bosonic mixtures.
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Figure 2. Effective one-dimensional interaction strength ver-
sus the scattering length aq¢, obtained by evaluating Eq. (18)
for parameters similar to those of Ref. [14]: ¢ = 0%, ay; =
ay, = 0.01, 6 = 2. The dashed line represents the interaction
strength in a quasi-1D single-species calculated in Ref. [4],
i.e. Eq. (19) for ¢ =1, and it is reproduced for small Rabi
frequency €2 < |§]. Note that one can conveniently shift the
resonance position towards smaller scattering lengths by in-
creasing {2, reaching for Q@ — oo the red vertical line [cor-
responding to 1/a+ = —((1/2,1)/v/2]. Inset: magnification
around the point where all scattering lengths are equal, where
Eq. (19) is exact irrespectively of Q.

In the quasi-2D geometry, we directly evaluate the s-
wave scattering amplitude fo = —v8rC__. We plot
|fol? versus a4y /1y for different choices of  in Fig. 3.
Similarly to the quasi-1D case, at weak driving Q < [J]
the scattering amplitude yields Petrov and Shlyapnikov’s
result [5]

2
f 2y12 _ 167 i ’ 99
ol [V27/a55 +log (B/m¢?)]” + 72 2

where B = 0.9049 [8, 9], and again o =1 for § > 0,
while 0 =| for § < 0. At strong driving, > |J|, we
then observe a displacement of the scattering resonance
towards small values of ayo /11 . Since the typical exper-
imental scenario corresponds to aty < [, our results en-
able probing and exploiting more easily the confinement-
induced resonances in ultracold quantum gases.

Concerning the 3D results, we obtain the 3D coupling
constant gsp = 4mwasp, and we reproduce the findings of
Ref. [14], to which we refer for detailed analyses.

Finally, let us discuss what occurs when all scattering
lengths are equal, i.e. a,o = a. In this case, interactions
become spin independent as all scattering channels are
characterized by the same Bethe-Peierls boundary con-
ditions. Any mixing of the spin states, realized by vary-
ing the Rabi coupling 2, does not affect the scattering
problem, which is exactly described by the single-species
results of Eqgs. (19) and (22). We demonstrate this result
in Figs. 2 and 3 insets, which magnify the region where
all scattering lengths coincide.

Conclusions.— We analyzed the scattering problem
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Figure 3. Two-dimensional s-wave scattering amplitude ver-
sus the scattering length, evaluated at the scattering energy
€ = 0.05 and setting the other parameters as in Fig. 2. The
dashed line is Eq. (22), obtained for a single-species gas, and
it is reproduced for small Rabi frequency Q < |§|. Inset: plot
magnification around the region where all scattering lengths
are equal, where Eq. (22) holds independent of Q.

in low-dimensional bosonic mixtures with Rabi coupling,
finding that the driving field can displace the resonance
location towards scattering lengths much smaller than
the oscillator length. In particular, in the large Rabi cou-
pling regime we observe that confinement-induced reso-
nances can be engineered for fine-tuned small scattering
lengths a,,» < 1. Our findings open the way towards
the observation of confinement-induced resonances in ul-
tracold atomic mixtures, and provides a new handle to ef-
ficiently control interactions in atomic gases [32, 33]. We
presented our results choosing realistic values for Ref. [14]
experiment, and recent advances in the stability of the
driving field [34] combined with strong transverse con-
finement could further facilitate their observation.
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Appendix A: Single-species D-dimensional s-wave
scattering problems

Here we review the D-dimensional problems of two
identical bosons scattering at positive energy e =

¢*/(2p).
1D case.— The 1D Schrodinger equation in rescaled
relative coordinates reads
2

—S’; g1p6(2) —¢| d(z) =0,

where g1p is the 1D interaction strength. Equivalently,
we solve (—0% — ¢%)1(z) = 0 equipped with the relation
[0 (%) zigt = 2ug1p ¥(0). The solution of even sym-
metry under z — —z reflection can be expressed as

Hg1D

(A1)

¥(2) o< cos(qz) + sin(q|z|)

(A2)

o cos(qz) + fip(q) €',

where we introduce the 1D scattering amplitude fip,
related to the 1D interaction strength as ¢ip =
—(q/u)Re(fip)/Im(fip) [6]. If we require the solution
to satisfy the Bethe-Peierls boundary condition ¢(z —
0) < 1 — |z|/a1p, with a;p the one-dimensional s-wave
scattering length, we find g1p = —1/(ua1p), and obtain

fip(q) = !

1+igaip
2D case.— The 2D s-wave Schrodinger equation in
rescaled relative coordinates reads

(A3)

2 +p1o
f%u” - ] ¥(p) = 0. (A4)
The solution is given by [3, 5]
v(p) = Jolap) ~ 2D B (gp), (4)

4
and imposing the Bethe-Peierls boundary condition
Y(p = 0) x In(p/asp), with asp the two-dimensional
s-wave scattering length, we obtain the s-wave scatter-
ing amplitude

fan(q) = gl

—1In(qaspe’E [2) +im/2’

with vg ~ 0.577 the Euler-Mascheroni constant.
3D case.— The 3D Schrodinger equation for the rel-
ative coordinate is

(-2 - ) vl =o.

and admits the asymptotic solution v(r) o €' +
fap(q,0) e’ /r, with f3p(q, ) the scattering amplitude
including all partial waves [3]. We are interested in the
s-wave asymptotic component, which we calculate by in-
tegrating the previous solution over all solid angles, ob-
taining

(A6)

(A7)

sin(qr) etar

+ f3p(q) .

(r) o

By imposing the s-wave Bethe-Peierls boundary condi-
tion ¢(r — 0) < 1/r — 1/a3p, we obtain

1
fap(q) = “asp +iq°

(A8)

(A9)



Appendix B: Green’s functions

Given the Schrédinger equation (Hy, — E)i(r) = 0 with
time-independent Hamiltonian H,, we define the Green’s
function in the energy space Kg(r,r’) as the function

solving (Hy — E)Kg(r,r') = §(r — r’). To evaluate it
explicitly, we express it as [28]

Kp(r,r') = / dr ¥ K(r,v', 1), (B1)

where K (r,r’, 7) is the imaginary-time propagator bring-
ing the system from r’ to r in the time 7. This function
reads [28]

K(r,x',7) = ¢n(r)e;(x))e " (B2)

for > 0, and K(r,r’,7) = 0 for 7 < 0, where I:Ir(bn(r) =
E,on(r).

A useful property involves Hamiltonians that sum
commuting operators, for instance in the form H, =
H, + H, that appears in this paper. In this
case, the imaginary-time propagator factorizes as
K(p,z,p,2',7) = KP)(p,p/, 7)K#) (2,2 7). Thanks to
this property, in the main text we obtain the Green’s
functions of the type (B1) by multiplying the known
forms of the imaginary-time propagators for the free par-
ticle and for the harmonic oscillator with reduced mass.
In particular, for initial positions r' = 0, the 7 > 0 ex-
pressions for the free 1D, and harmonically trapped 1D
and 2D cases are [28]:

H, =-0° - K@(z,7)= T (B3
2 p (2,7) Jirr (B3)
2
~ 1;2 e_élt:ﬁ
Ha;:—ai—i—— - K® T,T) = —F——
4 (@7) VA4msinh T
0 2 e 1 p21
H —_92_ % P K® _ g i
r % P + 4 - (p,7) 4 sinh 7
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