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Abstract

It is shown that the atom-molecule collision problem in thesence of an external electric field can be
solved using the total angular momentum representatiohdrbbdy-fixed coordinated frame, leading to
a computationally efficient method fab initio modeling of low-temperature scattering phenomena. Our
calculations demonstrate rapid convergence of the crati®ss for vibrational and Stark relaxation in He-
CabD collisions with the number of total angular momentuntestan the basis set, leading to a 5-100 fold
increase in computational efficiency over the previouskdusiethods based on the fully uncoupled space-
fixed representation. These results open up the possibflitarrying out numerically converged quantum
scattering calculations on a wide array of atom-molecullisgmns and chemical reactions in the presence

of electric fields.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Recent experimental and theoretical studies have showatexnal electromagnetic fields can
be used as a powerful tool to manipulate molecular collsiamd chemical reactivity at low tem-
peratures ]lj
reactions in ultracold molecular gasQ [@ 14], aletield control of nascent product state
distributions EG], and off-resonant laser field cohtfomotional degrees of freedorH @17].
These pioneering studies demonstrate that future progréle field of cold molecules — in par-

7]. Examples include resonant control ahatwlecule collisions and chemical

ticular, the ability to create large, dense, and stablerabkes of chemically diverse molecular

species — will depend to a large extent on our understanditigeo collisional propertiesﬂﬂ-?].

Theoretical modeling of molecular collision experimentrfprmed at temperatures below
1 K requires quantum scattering calculations based on dimiénsional potential energy surfaces
(PESSs) of unprecedented accuracy, which generally renegiarta the capabilities of modeaty
initio methods. A way out of this difficulty is to adjust the inteiaatPESs based on experimen-
tal measurements of collision observables such as trapgatass B 6]. The crucial link
between intermolecular PESs and laboratory observatsopovided by quantum scattering cal-
culations, which yield collisional properties of molecsilexactly for a given PES. Because of the
need to incorporate symmetry breaking effects arising fiteeypresence of external fiel& [7], such
calculations are more challenging than their field-freenterparts. In particular, the total angular
momentum of the collision pair is no longer conserved in ttesence of external fields, invalidat-
ing the standard approaches of molecular collision theaset on the total angular momentum
representatiorm 8].

A theoretical formalism for quantum scattering calculai@f molecular collisions in external
fields was developed by Volpi and Bohn and by Krems and Datg@,@]. The formalism is
based on the fully uncoupled space-fixed representatiovhich the wavefunction of the collision
complex is expanded in direct products of rotational basicfions and spherical harmonics de-
scribing the orbital motion of the collision partners in ase-fixed (SF) coordinate fra EI 30].
Several groups have used this representation to studyfdesebdf external electric, magnetic, and
microwave fields on atom-molecu@ , ,E—M] ancEMb-molecuIelE&?] collisions.
These studies have shown that the fully uncoupled SF fosmatheets with serious difficulties
when applied to collision problems characterized by stipagisotropic interaction@@?ﬁ].

More specifically, the interaction anisotropy strongly plas different rotational and partial wave
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basis states, leading to very large systems of coupledreh@&guations that are beyond the ca-
pability of present-day computational resources. As mtmshamolecule and molecule-molecule
interactions are strongly anisotropic, this difficulty lmecluded converged calculations on many
interesting collision systems, including Li + HE LiF + H [E], Rb + NDy [@], Li + NH [],
and NH + NH [37].

We have recently developed an alternative approach to atoleeule and molecule-molecule
scattering in a magnetic field based on the total angular mamerepresentation [39]. The total
angular momentum of the collision complex is approximatggserved even in the presence of
external fields; thus, using basis functions with well-dediriotal angular momentum allows for
a substantial reduction in the number of scattering chsr@]. This advantage allowed us to
obtain numerally converged scattering cross sectiongfongly anisotropic atom-molecul40]
and molecule-moleculgill] collisions in the presence obgmetic field. Magnetic fields interact
with the electron spin of the molecule, which can be weaklypded to the intermolecular axis and
often plays a spectator role during the collision. As a riesihile an applied magnetic field shifts
the energies of the colliding molecules and may lead to tpeamnce of scattering resonances, it
hardly affects the mechanism of collision-induced energggfer. In contrast, electric fields break
the inversion symmetry of the collision problem and alter slelection rules for parity-changing
transitions, leading to more dramatic changes in collismthanisms. Examples include electric
field-induced molecular statQ4ﬁ]J_:| dipolar resonarlg}s Ehhancement and sijpression of spin
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relaxation in?Y) and?II molecules 4], and stimulated chemical reactiEL

The purpose of this article is to extend the approach deeelap Ref. EL] to describe atom-
molecule collisions in electric fields. In Sec. II, we forratd the collision problem in the total
angular momentum representation and outline the procederaluating atom-molecule collision
cross sections. We then apply our formulation to calculagectoss sections for Stark relaxation
(Sec. IlIA) and vibrational relaxation (Sec. IlIB) itHe-CaD collisions in the presence of an
electric field. Our results agree well with benchmark caltiohs based on the fully uncoupled
SF representation, demonstrating the validity and effayiesf our approach. These findings lead
us to conclude that numerical algorithms based on the tatallar momentum representation are
a powerful way of carrying out quantum scattering calcolagiin the presence of electric fields.
Sec. IV presents a brief summary of main results and outfunese research directions opened

up by this work.



II. THEORY

A non-reactive collision of a diatomic molecule (BC) with tiustureless atom (A) in the
presence of a dc electric field is described by the Hamiltoiraatomic units)|[39]
— a2R+ e +V(R,r)+ H (1)
"~ 2uROR? 21 R? ’ o

whereR is the atom-molecule separation vector= r7 defines the length and the orientation

of the internuclear axis (BC) in the SF framkis the orbital angular momentum for the colli-
sion, V(R,r) is the atom-molecule interaction potential, gnis the A-BC reduced mass, The
asymptotic Hamiltoniari/,,,,, describes the rovibrational structure of the diatomic roole and

its interaction with an electric field of strengthoriented along the SF quantization axis

. 1 d2 A2
+ L 4 V() - Edcost, )

ST Tomrdr? | 2mr?
where] is the rotational angular momentum is the permanent electric dipole moment of the
molecule with massn, V' (r) is the intramolecular interaction potenti[45], afydis the polar
angle of the internuclear axig)(in the SF fram 2].
The orbital angular momentufd in Eq. @) can be expressed via the total angular momentum
of the collision complex/ in the body-fixed (BF) coordinate frame Q[B 39]

A A

C=J=) ="+ =Jg —J -2, (3)
where.J, andj, are the BF raising and lowering operators (note thasatisfy anomalous com-
mutation reIationslﬂG]). The BE-axis coincides with the vect® and they-axis is perpendicular
to the collision plane.

As in our previous work [39], we expand the wave function @ tollision complex in direct
products of BF basis functiorij_ﬂzlg 39]
W= S FL RN I, @
J v,k
wherek is the BF the projection off and j, and M is the SF projection of/. In Eq. (4),
|JME) = /(2] + 1)/872D{},(Qx) are the symmetric top eigenfunction3((2) are the Wigner
D-functions, and2x are the Euler angles which specify the orientation of BF axése SF frame.
The functiongvjk) = r~'x.;(r)v27Y;(0,0) describe the rovibrational motion of the diatomic
molecule in the BF frame. The rovibrational functiops () satisfy the Schrodinger equation
1 &2 j(+1)

2m dr? 2mr?

+ V()| Xoj(r) = €uixv; (1) (5)



wheree,; is the rovibrational energy of the molecule in the absenanaddlectric fieId@?].

The radial expansion coefficienf%jk(R) satisfy a system of coupled-channel (CC) equations

A

(J =3

d? )
i+ 2B F(R) =2 3 (MK IV (R.r.6) +

2 2
dR J’,U/,j’,k’ 2/’LR

+ ﬁas| J,Mk/> |U/j/k/>F%/j’k’(R)a
(6)

where Ei is the total energy. The matrix elements of the interactioteptial and of’? can
be evaluated as described in Relg @ 39]. In the absenaa efectric field, the asymptotic

Hamiltonian [2) has only diagonal matrix elements
<JM/{Z| <Uj/{3|f:fas| J/M//{Z/>‘U/j/]€/> - (Sijéjva/(svv/(Sjj/(skk/EUj (E = O) (7)

In order to evaluate the matrix elements of the moleculeHieleraction in the BF basis, we

transform theZ-component of vector to the BF frameﬂG]

Ar 1/2 Ar 1/2
cos, = (?) Yio(0r, &) = (3) ;Dé’;(QE)Ym(@, ). (8)
The expression on the right-hand contains spherical haosai BF angles{, ¢) and Wigner
D-functions of Euler angles (note thétis the Jacobi angle betwedd andr). Making use of
standard expressions for angular integrals involvingaisgherical harmonicgﬂw], and neglecting
ther dependence af (which is a good approximation for low vibrational states areak electric

fields ]) we obtain for the molecule-field interaction mpatlement

(JME|(vjk|—Edcos 0,|J M'KY 'K = —Edpinr o [(2+1)(2J +1) (25 +1)(25'+1)] /2

e[ T ) j 1 j') Jo1 ) i1 j’) o
p MO0 —-M 000 k —q —FK —k q Kk

This expression shows that the interaction with electrid$ieouples basis functions of different
J. Itis because of this coupling that the collision problem oa longer be factorized by symmetry
into smallerJ-subprobIemleB]. It follows from EqLK9) that (i) the extat field couplings vanish
unless/ — J' = +1, and (ii) electric fields couple basis functions of differénleading to a field-
induced analog of the Coriolis interaction. Unlike the stana Coriolis interaction, however, the
interaction with external electric fields couples diffarérstates indifferent ./-blocks (assuming
M =0).



The standard asymptotic analysis of the radial solutior8Goequations{6) at larg® gives
the S-matrix elements and scattering observables. The angyseeeds in two steps. First, the
BF wavefunction is transformed to the SF representatiomgusie eigenvectors of the operafér
[@BBZ] Next, the wavefunction is transformed to thsi$ whichH,is diagonal using the
eigenvectors of the asymptotic Hamiltoni&h (2) in the SFesentation. The eigenvalues bt
define the scattering chann¢ig) and threshold energies in the presence of an electric field.

Matching the transformed solutions to the asymptotic f [

4 L 1/2 _ )

FI(R) = 0y dgpe™ 0 14T/2) — (ﬁ) Shpe’ o ) (10)
yields theS-matrix elements describing collision-induced transii®etween the channejsand
~' with wavevectors:? = 2/u(FE — €,) = 2uE¢, whereE is the collision energy. The integral
cross sections can be evaluated from $henatrix elements a&JS 9]

Gy = /% ; ; 16000y — S 2. (11)

For the He-CaD interaction, we used a three-dimensiahahitio potential energy surface
developed by Balakrishnagt al. [@ E&L], which explicitly includes the dependence of the
interaction energy. The rovibrational eigenfunctions(r) were evaluated by solving the one-
dimensional Schrodinger equatidn (5) using a discretiebba representation (DVR) methad [54].
The matrix elements of the He-CaD interaction in Hg. (6) war&ined by expanding the PES

in Legendre polynomials with.x = 12 and evaluating the integrals over spherical harmonics

analytically to yield 9]

(TME[(vjk|V (R, r,0)| ] MEY' 'K = 617 0m[(25 + 1)(25" + 1)]*/2
J xg JgAg
—k 0K 000

>\max

X > (Xui (MIVA(R ) [ xurr (1) (12)

The radial coefficient¥, (R, r) were evaluated using a 24-point Gauss-Legendre quadiatare
Ther integrals were computed with 30 Gauss-Legendre quadrptings inr € [2.5,5.6] ao.

The CC equation$ [6) were solved using the Iog-derivativthcrda] on a grid ofR between
2 and 100q, with a grid step of 0.ky,. The BF basis set used in Stark relaxation calculations
(Sec. IlIA) included 10 rotational stategqtx = 9); the basis set used in vibrational relaxation
calculations included 10 rotational statesvin= 0 andv = 1 vibrational manifolds of CaD (see

Sec. IlIB). The cross sections for Stark relaxation wereveoged to<10%.
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For classification purposes, the eigenvalues of the asytroptamiltonian are assigned physi-
cal quantum numbers appropriate to a polar diatomic modégaudn electric fieldw, 7, andm (the
SF projection ofj). In this work, we are interested in low-to-moderate fiel@stjths, where the
interaction with electric field is small compared to the gplg between the ground and the first
excited rotational levels. We can therefore keep ugitg denote the rotational manifold ama
to distinguish the Stark states within the manifold, evesutih; is not a good quantum number
in an electric field. The assignment procedure works asv@lldll eigenvalues of the asymptotic
Hamiltonian which are close in energy to a particular Staskesvjm) (thatis,|e, — €,jm| < A)
are assigned the quantum numberg, m. The eigenvalues that do not meet this condition are
excluded from consideration. In this work, we get= 0.1 cm~!, however, test calculations show
that the results are not sensitive to the choicAafs long as < A. If this condition is not met,

problems may arise with distinguishing between elasticiaathstic channels (see Sec. IlIB).

Ill. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In this section, we first consider the eigenstates of the psytc Hamiltonian that define the
scattering channels in the presence of an electric field (889. In order to test the performance
of our approach, we compare the cross sections calculaieg tiie BF total angular momentum
representation with benchmark calculations based on thyeuilncoupled SF representation (Secs.
[1IB and C).

A. Asymptotic states

Figure[1 shows the eigenvalues of the asymptotic Hamilto{@ for the ground vibrational
state of CaD as functions of the applied electric field. Thenber of total./-states is given by
N; = Jmax + 1, WhereJna is the largest value of included in the basis set. The eigenvalues
obtained forJnax = 2 and 5 are shown in the upper and lower panels, respectivély.rdsults
clearly show that,s expressed in the total angular momentum basis has eigesvtiat do not
correspond to the physical Stark states of the diatomic catde This situation is similar to that
encountered in the case of magnetic fields, and followingehainology introduced in [39], we
will refer to these states as "unphysical”. From Hi§. 1, weee that the number of unphysical

Stark states increases with the numbey dflocks in the basis set. In addition, the energies of the
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unphysical states become closer to the true Stark enegigg,ancreases.

As pointed out befor&Q], the origin of the unphysicalesathown in Fig.]1 can be attributed
to the basis set truncation procedure. The tdtalasis is truncated by restricting the number of
J-blocks (V; = Jmax+ 1). However, as follows from Eq[19), electric fields coupleibasates
in block J to those in block/ + 1. When the Hamiltonian matrix is truncated, these couplings
are left out, resulting in the appearance of unphysicalreigleies and eigenvectors. In Ref.|[39]
it was shown that the eigenvectors of unphysical Zeemaesstat dominated by the largest value
of J included in the basis set. As a result, the presence of uigaiygates has no influence on
low-temperature collisions in magnetic fieI@[39].

In order to elucidate the properties of unphysical statesc@nsider the matrix of the asymp-
totic Hamiltonian[(2) in the BF basis. In the weak-field limfiid|/ B. < 1, we can consider only
the coupling between the ground and the first excited rotatistates in the = 0 manifold (the
v index will be omitted for the rest of this section). Arrangithe |JME)|jk) functions in the
following sequencef000)|00), |100)|1 — 1), [100)|10), |100)|11), |000)|10), |100)|00), we obtain

the matrix of the asymptotic Hamiltonian

H, 0
(13)
0 Hs
with
0 —%Ed —%Ed —%Ed
—%Ed 2B, 0 0
Hy = (14)
—%Ed 0 2B, 0
—3Ed 0 0 2B,
and
2B, —%Ed
H2: P (15)
—Lpd 0

Diagonalization offf; yields

/ 1
)\1,2 = Be :l: Bg + g(Ed)2, )\3,4 = 2Be. (16)

These energies are the same as those of a palanolecule in a dc electric fieIJﬂjL]lELSO]. The

Ay = B.+ /B2 + %(Ed)? (17)
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correspond to unphysical Stark states. The eigenvectdaheafnphysical states are given by

_1pd B. F /B2 + :(Ed)?
L) = —3-1000)[00) + ’ 1100){00) (18)

D, D,

whereD? = (Ed)? + [Be — \/Wr Eq. [I8) illustrates that the field-induced mixing
between different/-states is proportional to the magnitude of the electridfieThus, we ex-
pect that the coupling between the differeflablocks will become stronger with increasing field,
making it necessary to include moreblocks in the basis set to obtain converged results even at u
tralow collision energies (see Sec. lll). By contrast, tlggeevectors of unphysical Zeeman states
are, to a first approximation, independent of the field stfefig9], and so are the convergence
properties of scattering observables.

Finally, we note that neglecting the electric-field-inddoeupling within thef;, block leads to
the disappearance of unphysical Stark shift$ (18). Thismiasion suggests a way to eliminate the
unphysical states from scattering calculations. Prelamjimesults obtained with a restricted basis
set (fmax = 1, Jmax = 1) indicate that neglecting the off-diagonal elementg®fdoes provide
accurate results for both the elastic and inelastic He-Galfiexing. It remains to be seen whether

or not the procedure can be generalized to larger rotatlmass sets.

B. Stark relaxation in He-CaD(v = 0,j = 1, m; = 0) collisions

Figure[2 shows the cross sections for Stark relaxatiotHe-CaQv = 0,5 = 1,m; = 0)
collisions calculated using the BF total angular momentepresentation. The inelastic cross
sections are summed over all final Stark states of CaD andaglieih as functions of collision
energy forM = 0. At very low collision energies (in the Wigner s-wave limite cross sections
scale as /v/E¢ [1,[7]. At higher collision energies, the cross sectiongldig broad oscillations

f[lz, 15].

At an electric field of 50 kV/cm, the BF results obtained with,x = 5 are in excellent agree-

due to the presence of scattering resona

ment with the benchmark calculations over the entire rarfigeltision energies from0~* cm!

to 1 cnt!. The agreement fal,a = 4 is also good afy- > 0.1 cm~!. The deviations observed
above this collision energy occur because the number off aoigular momentum states in the
basis is not sufficient to adequately describe scatterisgn@nces in the entrance and/or exit col-
lision channels. This is analogous to the lack of convergentigh collision energies observed in

our previous calculations of atom-molecule collisions iagnetic fields/[39]. The cross sections
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obtained withJ,.x = 3 are off by ~50 % even in thes-wave regime, which indicates that the
external field coupling between thle= 3 and.J = 4 blocks can no longer be neglected.

In order to test the performance of our algorithm at highectic fields, we display in the
lower panel of Figl R the cross sections calculatedder 150 kV/cm for different values offax.
While Jnhax = 4 cross sections display a similar energy dependence as tiohiark results,
guantitative agreement requires extension of the basi®sét.x = 5. We conclude that it is
necessary to include morestates in the basis set to achieve convergence at higlotriefelds.

As shown in the previous section, the properties of unplayStark states depend on the mag-
nitude of the electric field. At higher electric fields the tseang wavefunction contains contri-
butions from highet/-blocks, making it necessary to increagy to obtain converged results
even at ultralow collision energies, as illustrated by tbsuits plotted in Figd.]2 arid 3. By con-
trast, converged results for ultracold atom-moleculeisiolhs in magnetic fields can typically be

obtained with just twa/-blocks EJ}].

C. Vibrational relaxation: He-CaD (v = 1, j = 0,m; = 0) collisions

In Fig. [3, we compare the cross sections for vibrationalxatian in He-CaD{ = 1,5 =
0,m; = 0) collisions calculated using the BF approach with benchn@&# calculations. The
cross sections are summed over all final rotational stat€%abf as plotted as functions of col-
lision energy for different/,,a. Balakrishnaret al. considered vibrational relaxation itHe-
CaH@ = 1,j = 0) collisions in the absence of external fields and found iessary to include
20 rotational states in the = 0 andv = 1 vibrational manifolds to achieve numerical conver-
gence ELB]. The first excited vibrational state of CaD lie8.8@n1! above the ground state, and
the rotational constant of CaD is 2.16 thn In order to properly describe quasiresonant energy
transfer important at low temperaturQ [55], it would thesnecessary to include at least 20 ro-
tational states of CaD in each vibrational manifold. A fullgcoupled SF basis withnax = 1,

Jmax = 20, andimax = 20 contains 12362 channels. In order to avoid solving large remnof

CC equations, we opted to use a restricted SF basis setmdth= 1, jmax = 9, and/max = 9

to generate benchmark results, which should be adequatesfimg purposes provided the same
convergence parametergax and jmax are used in BF and SF calculations. We emphasize, how-
ever, that these benchmark cross sections are not physicediningful (e.g., they may not exhibit

the quasi-resonance behavior characteristic of vibratiataxation at low temperatur 55]).
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From Fig. [3 we observe that the BF cross sections obtained fetatively weak electric
field (£ = 50 kV/cm) are in good agreement with benchmark calculatiorsaaly at/.x = 3.
Table | demonstrates that/g.x = 3 calculation includes only 280 scattering channels, whige t
same calculation performed using the fully uncoupled SFesgnmtation requires as many as 1380
channels. The use of the BF total angular momentum repiggsamthus allows us to reduce the
number of scattering channels by a factor of 4. The comprtaticost of solving CC equations
scales asV? with the number of scattering chann£[49], so the BF totgudéar momentum
representation is more than 100-fold more computatioredfigient than the fully uncoupled SF
representatiorm&O].

At E = 150 kV/cm, quantitatively accurate results are obtained Witk > 5, while Jyax = 4
calculations overestimate the benchmark result by a faxfter3. Comparison of Figd.12 and 3
suggests that vibrational relaxation cross sections egavmore slowly with/n. than those for
Stark relaxation. The gain in computational efficiensylQ-fold) is therefore not as dramatic as
observed forE = 50 kV/cm. Note that the BF inelastic cross sections show an ysipal jump
at a collision energy 0f-0.14 cnt!. This jump occurs because of the ambiguity of the procedure
used to assign quantum numbers to unphysical states. Aeedaint in Sec. I, the eigenvalues of
the asymptotic Hamiltonian with energigs —e,;,,,| < A are assigned physical quantum numbers
v, j, andm, where we have chosek = 0.1 cm~*. While this procedure works well as long as the
collision energy is small compared 1o, collision-induced transitions between unphysical state
make it difficult to distinguish between elastic and inalashannels when this condition is not
met. This technical difficulty can be eliminated by incregsi\ or switching to an unphysical

states-free representation (see Sec. Il).

IV. SUMMARY

We have presented an efficient theoretical approach torgplvie atom-molecule collision
problem in the presence of an electric field. Unlike previtheoretical work based on the fully
uncoupled space-fixed representat@ , 30], our approsakes explicit use of the total angu-
lar momentum () representation in the body-fixed coordinate frame, in Wiihe atom-molecule
Hamiltonian has a block-diagonal form in the absence ofragldields. The different/ blocks
are coupled only by the molecule-field interaction, makirmpissible to accelerate convergence of

scattering observables with respect to the maximum nunfb@tational states and-blocks in-
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cluded in the basis set. Our method is thus particularhabletfor quantum scattering calculations
on atom-molecule (and possibly molecule-molecule) dolisystems, where different rotational
states are strongly coupled by the anisotropy of the interapotential.

As in the case of molecular collisions in magnetic fields [38)incation of the asymptotic
Hamiltonian matrix leads to the appearance of unphysicakSthifts. We have analyzed the
properties of the unphysical states using a simple 6-statieimwhich shows that the unphysical
states arise due to the electric field-induced coupling betwdifferent rotational states in adjacent
J-blocks. The eigenvectors of the unphysical states arafdioembinations of different rotational
and./-states with field-dependent mixing coefficients. Becadsieeoadmixture of highers-states,
which do not contribute to low-temperature collision obsétes due to centrifugal barriers, the
unphysical states are expected to play no role in cold ataiecule collisions. Furthermore, our
analytical results suggest that, by neglecting certaimpliog matrix elements, it may be possible
to completely eliminate the unphysical Stark states froattedng calculations.

In order to test the performance of our method, we applied @dculate the cross sections
for vibrational and Stark relaxation in He-CaD collisiongihe presence of an electric field. The
results obtained using the BF approach are in good agreemittritenchmark calculations based
on the fully uncoupled SF representation. Most notablyniimaber of BF channels required to ob-
tain converged results is smaller by a factor of 1.5 to 4 (ddp& onJna.y) leading to a 5-100 fold
gain in computational efficiency (see Table I). These imprognts open up the possibility of car-
rying out highly efficient quantum scattering calculatimisstrongly anisotropic atom-molecule
collisions in electric fields, which are of great curreneist as potential candidate systems for
sympathetic cooling experimeng 40] or reactantsefectric field-controlled chemical

reactions|[8,9].
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Table I. The number of channels in BF basis sets with diffetgn, for M = 0. All the
basis sets include 2 vibrational and 10 rotational stat€a@f¢>.*) and 10 partial waves (for the
SF basis). The ratiéNsg/Ngr)? quantifies the computational efficiency gained by using the B
approach. The number of channels in the fully uncoupled $fesentationVsg = 1340.

Jmax NBF (]VSF/]VBF)3

3 280 109.6
4 420 32.5
5 580 12.3
6 756 5.6
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Fig. 1. Stark levels of CaD (bold dashed lines) and eigemgbf the asymptotic Hamiltonian (full lines)
as functions of the applied electric field. Upper panel: @alion with Jax = 2, lower panel: calculation

with Jmax = 5. Unphysical states are shown by red lines. Both calculatag forjnax = 9.
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Fig. 2. Cross sections for Stark relaxation in He-Cal2f 0,7 = 1,m = 0) collisions as functions of
collision energy. The curves are labeled by the maximumevalu/ included in the basis set/{ax), see
text for details. The electric field is 50 kV/cm (upper pargeid 150 kV/cm (lower panel). The calculations
are performed for the total angular momentum projectién= 0. Circles — benchmark results obtained

using the fully uncoupled SF representation.
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Fig. 3. Cross sections for vibrational relaxation in He-CaB: 1, j = 0, m = 0) collisions summed over
all final Stark states of CaD as functions of collision enefye curves are labeled by the maximum value
of J included in the basis set/{tax). The electric field is 50 kV/cm (upper panel) and 150 kV/cowgr

panel). The calculations are performed for the total arrgulamentum projectiod/ = 0.
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