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We report the creation of ultracold ground state 6Li40K polar molecules with high efficiency. Start-
ing from weakly-bound molecules state, stimulated Raman adiabatic passage (STIRAP) is adopted
to coherently transfer the molecules to their singlet ro-vibrational ground state

∣

∣X1Σ+, v = 0, J = 0
〉

.
By employing a singlet STIRAP pathway and low-phase-noise narrow-linewidth lasers, we observed a
one-way transfer efficiency of 96(4)%. Held in an optical dipole trap, the lifetime of the ground-state
molecules is measured to be 5.0(3)ms. The large permanent dipole moment of LiK is confirmed
by applying a DC electric field on the molecules and performing Stark shift spectroscopy of the
ground state. With recent advances in the quantum control of collisions, our work paves the way
for exploring quantum many-body physics with strongly-interacting 6Li40K molecules.

Ultracold polar molecules with their strong long-range
and anisotropic dipolar interaction are a promising plat-
form for the study of dipolar quantum gases [1–3], for
quantum simulations of many body physics [4–6] and
quantum information processing [7]. Further, they are
an important platform for precision measurements [8–12],
and for the exploration of atom-molecule and molecule-
molecules collisions [13–17], offering an entry point into
ultracold chemistry [18, 19].

To produce ultracold polar molecules with high phase-
space density the most successful and widely adopted
protocol is to use Feshbach association of vibrationally
excited molecules from a pre-cooled bi-alkali atomic mix-
ture [20–24], and then coherently transfer them to the
dipolar ro-vibrational ground state via stimulated Ra-
man adiabatic passage (STIRAP) [25–35]. With addi-
tional evaporative cooling this allowed to achieve the first
degenerate quantum gas of polar molecules [36]. The
efficiency of this pathway is, on the one hand, limited
by the conversion efficiency into heteronuclear Feshbach
molecules, which is typically below 50% [21, 23, 26, 37–
40]. Recently, improved efficiency of 80% was reported
based on increased density-density overlap of the atomic
mixture in a bi-chromatic optical trap [41]. On the other
hand, the reported efficiencies for molecular STIRAP
transfer vary between 50-93% [42].

However, studying quantum phenomena in degenerate
molecular samples not only requires efficient production,
but also sufficient sample lifetimes. For some bi-alkali
species chemical reactive two-body collisional loss [43]
limits the lifetime of the samples to well below the time
scale for studying many-body phenomena. Even for those
bi-alkali species that are chemically stable in the ground
state, rapid collisional decay of the molecular samples
was observed [26, 31, 32, 44]. This was attributed to
so-called sticky collisions of two molecules forming a col-
lisional complex [45, 46]. Such tetramers were found to
be unexpectedly long-lived [47], resulting in loss due to
excitation by the optical trapping light and subsequent
decay into non-detectable states[48, 49].

Detrimental effects due to inelastic collisional loss can
be mitigated in several ways. If molecules are trapped in
a deep optical lattice potential or an optical tweezer ar-
ray, two-body collisions are prevented by the suppression
of tunneling. Such systems can, for example, be used to
investigate spin-lattice models [50]. One way of improv-
ing the filling factor of such lattices would be starting
the conversion to Feshbach molecules from a dual Mott-
insulator phase for the atomic bi-alkali mixture [51]. Fur-
ther, lower-dimensional trapping geometries can be used
together with static electric fields. If the polarization of
the molecules is chosen as perpendicular to the extent of
the trap, strong repulsive interactions between individual
molecules will prevent inelastic collisions from occurring
at short range [52] giving access to study interlayer phe-
nomena [53, 54]. Alternatively, microwave dressing of
the intermolecular potential surfaces [55–57] has recently
demonstrated its capability in shielding of inelastic loss
to significantly enhance the lifetime [58, 59]. With the
progress in suppressing collisional loss, bi-alkali species
have regained their potential to exploit their large per-
manent electric dipole moments (pEDM) for studies of
strongly interacting many-body physics.

In this Letter, we report on the coherent transfer of
ultracold 6Li40K Feshbach molecules to their dipolar ro-
vibrational ground state with near-unity efficiency. This
is achieved by employing the STIRAP pathway based on
using the A1Σ+ excited state as an intermediate state,
which we identified in our previous work by incoherent
two-photon spectroscopy [60]. As illustrated in Fig. 1,
this pathway involves only single fully-stretched hyper-
fine Zeeman components that can be addressed by con-
trolling the polarization of the Raman lasers. In this way,
an ideal three-level scheme is implemented benefiting the
efficiency of the coherent transfer. Here, the transitions
are driven by two narrow-linewidth and low-phase-noise
Raman lasers. We calibrate the normalized Rabi frequen-
cies and the two-photon detuning necessary to obtain ef-
ficient STIRAP transfer from highly resolved dark state
spectroscopy and Raman transfer. Further, we investi-
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FIG. 1. Adiabatic potential energy curves of 6Li40K
molecules. We demonstrate efficient transfer of Feshbach
molecules to the ro-vibrational ground state of the X1Σ+ po-
tential by employing STIRAP with the singlet pathway via
the A1Σ+ potential. The parameters relevant for STIRAP
are the Rabi frequencies of Pump and Stokes laser denoted
by ΩP and ΩS and the one-photon and two-photon detunings
∆ and δ. Polarizations of the Raman laser beams are relative
to the quantization axis of the magnetic field, which is σ− in
the experiments.

gate the lifetime of ground state 6Li40K molecules, for
which loss due to chemical reactive collisions is expected.
Among the bi-alkali molecular species the 6Li40K ground
state has one of the highest pEDMs as predicted by [61].
We verify this by measuring the Stark shift of the dipolar
ground state in an external static electric field.
Our experiments start from 6 × 103 6Li40K Fesh-

bach molecules, which are associated from an ultra-
cold Fermi-Fermi mixture in an optical dipole trap
(ODT) via the magnetic Feshbach resonance at 21.56mT
[62]. For this narrow Feshbach resonance, closed-
channel dominated molecules are created with a to-
tal projection quantum number of M = −5. This
Feshbach state has a strong singlet character (52%),
which is contributed by only one hyperfine com-
ponent (|J = 0,mJ = 0,mI,Li = −1,mI,K = −4〉) with
fully-stretched nuclear spins. Here, J and mJ are
the total angular momentum and its magnetic quan-
tum numbers and mI,Li (mI,K) is the projection of
the Li (K) nuclear spin. This allows us to imple-
ment the STIRAP transfer to the ground state via
a singlet pathway using a rotationally excited state
(J ′ = 1) of the A1Σ+ potential as an intermediate
state. Note that the J = 0 → J ′ = 0 transition is
dipole forbidden. By using σ−-polarized light for the
Pump transition from the Feshbach to the excited state
we ensure that only the sole fully-stretched hyperfine
component (

∣

∣J ′ = 1,m′

J = −1,m′

I,Li = −1,m′

I,K = −4
〉

)

is addressed. The same Pump light does not cou-
ple to other unresolved hyperfine states. Similarly,
by using σ−-polarized light for the Stokes transition
to the ro-vibrational ground state the fully stretched
(|J = 0,mJ = 0,mI,Li = −1,mI,K = −4〉) is the only
possible final state that can be addressed. In this way
an ideal three-level system is established.

Two external-cavity diode lasers (ECDL) at 1120 nm
and 665 nm are used to drive the Pump and Stokes tran-
sitions, respectively. Both lasers are frequency stabilized
to a single home-built high-finesse optical resonator to
achieve linewidths of 500Hz. Long-term frequency sta-
bility is attained by referencing the laser frequency to an
optical frequency comb, the stability of which is guar-
anteed by a maser available in a neighboring laboratory.
To obtain fast and efficient STIRAP transfer, high Rabi
frequencies are required to attain adiabaticity. However,
using high laser intensities also enhances the detrimental
effect due to fast laser phase noise [63]. Therefore, spe-
cial care was taken to reduce the phase noise of the lasers
by extending the length of the external cavity to 20 cm
for both the Pump and Stokes lasers [64]. An integrated
single-sideband phase noise of 28mrad and 46mrad was
measured in a 10MHz band relative to the carrier, cor-
responding to a noise power of 0.08% and 0.2% of the
total laser power [65]. A more detailed description of the
phase noise characterization of our system will be pub-
lished elsewhere. The light from the ECDLs is amplified
by two tapered amplifiers before combined and delivered
through a large mode field optical fiber to the molecules.
After preparing the polarization of the laser we measure
that approximately 2% of the optical power applied to
the molecules is not in the desired σ−-polarization.

The existence of a dark state and thus the efficiency
of STIRAP transfer depends strongly on the two-pho-
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FIG. 2. Observation of dark resonance in 6Li40K molecules
and fit to an analytical model. (a) Dark resonance spec-
troscopy at 30MHz range. Driving the Pump transition with
a 100µs pulse leads to a broad loss signal in the number of
Feshbach molecules. The signal is recovered in the center,
where the narrow dark resonance occurs. (b) Spectroscopy
with focus on the central peak. Error bars are the standard
deviation coming from four different experimental runs.
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ton resonance (δ = 0), the linewidth of which is often
found to be on the order of 100 kHz [24, 25, 28, 31]. In
our previous work [60], the Pump and Stokes transition
frequencies were both determined with mega-Hertz pre-
cision. Here, as shown in Fig. 2, we perform dark res-
onance spectroscopy with the narrow-linewidth Raman
lasers to determine the two-photon resonance with im-
proved precision of approximately 200 kHz. We fit the
data to the analytic solution for the lambda-type three-
level system [66] to obtain the normalized Rabi frequen-
cies Ω̃P/2π = 3.68(15) kHz/

√

mW/cm2 and Ω̃S/2π =

15.8(6) kHz/
√

mW/cm2. The 665 nm wavelength of the
Stokes laser is close to the atomic D-line transition of
6Li. Hence, an ac-Stark shift of the Pump transition
by the Stokes light might occur, which can diminish the
efficiency of STIRAP [67]. We perform the dark state
spectroscopy for different intensities of the Stokes laser.
From this we infer that an AC-Stark shift of > 90 kHz
can be excluded for the ΩS/2π = 3.8MHz applied in the
STIRAP measurements.

For the transfer to the ground state we first apply a
pulsed Raman scheme to suppress scattering losses from
the excited state. For this purpose we apply 8µs pulses
for both Raman lasers, choose a single-photon detun-
ing of ∆ = 580MHz, and scan the two-photon detuning
with the Pump laser. The Raman resonance is shown
in Fig. 3 (a), from which we determine the two-photon
resonance with a precision of 50 kHz. Tuning the lasers
to δ = 0 we observe damped Rabi oscillations by varying
the pulse duration as shown in Fig. 3 (b). The observed
Rabi frequency of ΩR/2π = 64.3(8) kHz is in agreement
with ΩR = ΩPΩS/(2∆) and the calibration obtained
from dark state spectroscopy. We extract an exponential
damping time of 42(1)µs. As the laser coherence time is
expected to be much longer, we attribute the damping
to the inhomogeneous intensity distribution of the spec-
troscopy laser beams across the trapped molecular cloud,
which leads to dephasing. Nevertheless, a one-way Ra-
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FIG. 3. (a) Raman resonance and (b) Raman Rabi oscilla-
tion between the Feshbach state and the ro-vibrational ground
state of 6Li40K. The blue curve represents a fit to a line shape
model for square Raman pulses and dephasing. Error bars are
the standard deviation coming from four repeated experimen-
tal runs.
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FIG. 4. STIRAP process for the ground state transfer of
6Li40K molecules. (a) Sweep of the Rabi frequencies of Pump
and Stokes lasers for STIRAP transfer to the ground state
and its reversal. (b) Evolution of molecular population in
the |FB〉 state. The blue circles are data points for the mea-
sured Feshbach molecule numbers, accompanied with error
bars representing the standard deviation of a 4-time average.
The blue curve is a fit to the data by numerically solving
the master equation [68, 69] for a four-level system [70]. The
number of atoms that remain in the trap due to incomplete
Feshbach molecule association is measured independently and
subtracted from the count to infer the molecule number.

man transfer efficiency of ηR =
√

N2π/N0 = 92% can be
inferred by comparing the initial molecule number (N0)
to the number after one period (N2π). This number is
expected to improve for the case of STIRAP, as detri-
mental effects due to inhomogeneous broadening effects
or laser power fluctuations are mitigated.

For the creation of ground state molecules by STI-
RAP, the molecules need to remain in the dark state
|φd〉 = cos θ(t) |FB〉 − sin θ(t) |G〉, where the mixing an-
gle is given by tan θ(t) = ΩP(t)/ΩS(t). Starting with
maximum (minimum) Stokes (Pump) laser intensity we
implement the counter-intuitive sweep of the intensities,
as shown in Fig. 4 (a). At ∆ = 10MHz a sweep time
of approximately T = 7.5µs is sufficiently long to adi-
abatically transfer the molecules to the ground state as
the mixing angle approaches π/2. Subsequently, the se-
quence is reversed to transfer the molecules back to the
Feshbach state. The number of Feshbach molecules after
this sequence is then detected after 1.9ms time-of-flight.
While the full sequence lasts 16µs, Fig. 4 (b) shows the
number of detected Feshbach molecules, if the sequence
is truncated at earlier times. This shows that we suc-
cessfully transfer a large fraction of the molecules to the
ground state and back. The one-way STRAP efficiency
can be inferred from the ratio of final to initial molecules
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number as η =
√

Nf/Ni. From a fit to the data we ob-
tain η = 96(4)%. The fit model includes scattering from a
fourth level representing coupling to an unresolved hyper-
fine component of the excited state due to spurious polar-
ization [70]. Such losses need to be suppressed by apply-
ing a single-photon detuning in particular for molecular
transitions with large excited state scattering rate, e.g.
for 6Li40K, NaK and NaCs [35, 42]. For ∆ = 0 at most
a transfer efficiency of η = 60% was observed, which is
consistent with our simulations of the model [70].

To investigate basic properties of the ground state
molecules we first measure their decay time in the ODT.
To measure the decay curve, as shown in Fig. 5 we use the
same STIRAP sequence as above. However, before the
reversed transfer back to the Feshbach molecules a vari-
able trap holding period τ is inserted. As atoms of both
species remain in the trap due to incomplete Feshbach
molecule formation, we need to remove these atoms to
prevent atom-molecule collisional loss. This is achieved
by applying resonant light pulses of 36µs and 500µs du-
rations for lithium and potassium on the respective D2
transitions to remove the atoms from the trap. The light
pulses are applied after the ground state transfer pre-
ceding the trap holding period. We fit the data with
a two-body decay model N(t) = N0/(1 + τ/τ2), as for
6Li40K decay from chemical reactive collisions between
two molecules is expected [13]. The decay time obtained
from the fit is τ2 = 5.0(3)ms. This is consistent with the
observed decay times for other chemically unstable bi-al-
kali molecular species. Recently, methods of microwave
shielding have been developed to greatly reduce the two-
body loss rate [58, 59, 71–73].

Furthermore, we reveal the high dipole moment of the
6Li40K ground state by Stark shift spectroscopy in an
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FIG. 5. Lifetime of the ground state molecules. The blue
points are measurements performed with only pure ground
state 6Li40K. The data are normalized to the max number
of molecules from fitting of each measurement. The fitting is
based on two-body loss model. The error bars represent the
standard deviation obtained after four different experimental
runs.
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FIG. 6. Stark shift of the ro-vibrational ground state of
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atic uncertainty in the electric field strength, which originates
from the uncertainty of the position of the trap center relative
to the electrode assembly. The inset shows the theoretically
predicted value for the induced dipole moment deff extending
to higher electric fields.

external electric field. As the
∣

∣A1Σ+, v′ = 23
〉

also pos-
sesses a strong pEDM, the ground state Stark shift is
measured by combing one-photon and two-photon spec-
troscopy [70]. Fig. 6 shows the inferred Stark shift of the
ground state. For small electric fields, where the Stark
interaction is small compared to the rotational energy,
the induced dipole moment increases linearly with the
electric field (inset of Fig. 6). In this case the Stark shift
can be well approximated by ∆E = −d20E

2/(6B0), where
B0 is the rotational constant [60]. From a fit to the data
we obtained a d0 of 3.1(4)D, which is 10% smaller than
the expected dipole moment [74, 75]. We attribute this
deviation to a systematic error in our determination of
the electric field strength, which is caused by the un-
certainty of the molecule position in the trap geometry
and the electric field gradient introduced by the electrode
rods. With our high-voltage electrode setup a DC-elec-
tric field up to 10 kV/cm can be generated at the trap
center, which corresponds to an induced dipole moment
of deff = 2D, as shown in Fig. 6 (inset).
In conclusion, we demonstrated the first creation of

an ultracold sample of 6Li40K molecules in their ro-vi-
brational ground state. This was achieved with a high
transfer efficiency of 96(4)% unprecedented in the field
of ultracold molecules. This result relies on the three-
level system provided by our singlet spectroscopic path-
way and the utilization of a low phase-noise Raman laser
system. We confirmed the high permanent dipole mo-
ment of 6Li40K. Given the observed short lifetime con-
sistent with chemical reactive collisional loss in a bulk
trap, the high dipole moment is a particular advantage
for studying many-body physics with dipolar interactions
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in deep optical lattices, e.g. spin lattice models. Alter-
natively, recently developed methods of mitigating colli-
sional losses by DC electric or microwave fields [53, 58, 59]
can be explored to enable studies in the bulk trap or
of Hubbard models where tunneling dynamics in opti-
cal lattices is involved. Furthermore, the high transfer
efficiency and high dipole moment provide an excellent
starting point to control molecular qubit transitions with
high fidelity.
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the Singapore Ministry of Education Academic Research
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

In this document we describe methods used for model-
ing the creation of 6Li40K ground state polar molecules.
An analytical solution of the master equation for a three-
level system is used for a model fit to the dark resonance
spectroscopy data, from which we can determine the two
photon resonance condition δ = 0 and Raman laser Rabi
frequencies with high accuracy. Then, we develop a sim-
ple model by extending the three-level system for esti-
mating the efficiency of STIRAP due to scattering loss
caused by impurities in laser polarizations. Further, we
explain the method for fitting the Stark shift data for
extracting the permanent electric dipole moment of the
molecules.

Dark Resonance Spectroscopy

The dark resonance spectroscopy resembles the elec-
tromagnetically-induced transparency (EIT) experiment.
A narrow feature appears at the center of the spectrum
as a consequence of quantum interference. For a Λ-
typed three-level systems with two laser fields coupling
the two ground states (|1〉 and |3〉) to an excited state
|2〉, the interaction Hamiltonian under rotating-wave-
approximation can be written as

H(t) =
h̄

2









0 Ωp(t) 0

Ωp(t) 2∆ Ωs(t)

0 Ωs(t) 2δ









. (1)

Here, ΩS/P(t) is the time-dependent laser Rabi frequency
for the pump/Stokes field, which in this case remains
constant during the pulse irradiation time tirr. ∆ and
δ are the single-photon and two-photon detunings, re-
spectively. By solving a master equation for the density
matrix, which includes the decoherence caused by spon-
taneous emission from |2〉 at a rate Γ [1], an analytical
solution to the population N1(tirr) in state |1〉 can be
derived in the limit of ΩP ≪ ΩS as [2, 3]

N1(tirr) = N1(0) exp(−tirrΩ
2
P

×
4Γδ2 + Γeff(Ω

2
S + ΓeffΓ)

|Ω2
S + (Γ + 2i∆)(Γeff + 2iδ)|

2
) .

(2)

Γeff is the effective decay rate that characterizes the deco-
herence process of the dark state, which can for example

be caused by laser phase fluctuations or magnetic field
noise. In our experiment the lifetime of the Feshbach
molecules is around 10ms seconds. In addition to this,
the Raman lasers’ coherence tims are longer than 1ms.
Therefore, for the purpose of fitting the data as presented
in the main text in Fig. 2 to Eqn. (2) we fix Γeff ≡ 0, as
the measurement time extends only to 100µs.

Modeling of STIRAP Transfer

To model incoherent loss from STIRAP the decay of
the Feshbach state and the ground state can be regarded
as negligible on our experimental time scale. The loss
is therefore mainly contributed by the scattering from
the excited state with a rate Γ. As we have significantly
suppressed the phase noise of the Raman lasers, the effect
of laser phase noise will also not be taken in to account
in this numerical model.

Here, we want to discuss the effect of undesired laser
polarization component to STIRAP efficiency. With
good polarization control of the Raman beams, the
power in the wrong polarization component of the lasers
can be limited to approximately 2% of the total laser
power. This results in an undesired coupling strength of
∼ 0.1Ωs/p(t) to the wrong hyperfine components of the
excited state. Due to the weak hyperfine interactions for
the A1Σ+ potential [1], the hyperfine splitting of the ex-
cited state is not spectroscopically resolved. Therefore,
when the single-photon detuning ∆ is 0, the undesired
laser polarization component leads to a weak but reso-
nant driving from the ground states to the wrong excited
state. The decay rate of the different hyperfine levels of
the A1Σ+ excited state should be similar, close to the
measured value of Γ ≈ 2π × 6MHz.

The STIRAP efficiency can be simulated by solving the
master equation for the above-mentioned four-level sys-
tem, which includes two closely separated excited state
(|2〉 and |3〉) and two ground states (|1〉 and |4〉),

ρ̇ = −
i

h̄
[H, ρ] + Γ(ρ) . (3)

Here, ρ is a four by four density matrix describing the
population and coherence of the system. H is the inter-

http://arxiv.org/abs/2310.03300v1
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FIG. 1. Simulations for STIRAP transfer efficiency as transfer
duration T varies with a balanced peak Rabi frequency of
2π × 4MHz. The simulation is performed for different single
photon detunings ∆.

action Hamiltonian similar to Eqn. (1):

H(t) =
h̄

2













0 Ωp(t) 0.08Ωp(t) 0

0.08Ωp(t) 2∆ 0 Ωs(t)

Ωp(t) 0 2∆1 0.15Ωs(t)

0 Ωs(t) 0.15Ωs(t) 0













.

∆1 is the single-photon detuning for excited |3〉, which
is only energetically separate from |2〉 by ∆ − ∆1 =
2π×500 kHz. The two-photon resonance condition δ = 0
is considered as always fulfilled. The coupling strengths
of |1〉 and |4〉 to |3〉 is set to be 0.08Ωp(t) and 0.15Ωs(t),
respectively, which are small and imbalanced. For the
case of balanced coupling a coherent ground transfer can
still be achieved [4]. Γ(ρ) describes the effect of decoher-
ence due to spontaneous emission from the population in
excited states |2〉 and |3〉:

Γ(ρ) =















0 −Γ
2
ρ12 −Γ

2
ρ13 0

−Γ
2
ρ21 −Γρ22 0 −Γ

2
ρ24

−Γ
2
ρ31 0 −Γρ33 −Γ

2
ρ34

0 −Γ
2
ρ42 −Γ

2
ρ43 0















.

ρij are the matrix elements of the density matrix ρ. The
spontaneous emission will cause population loss in the
system, which cannot be recycled due to the large number
of vibrational levels supported by the X1Σ+ potential.
We simulate the one-way STIRAP efficiency with bal-

anced peak Rabi frequencies for pump and Stokes laser
of Ω0 = 2π×4MHz. As shown in Fig. 1, the transfer effi-
ciency varies as the STIRAP transfer duration is varied.
The simulation is performed with different single-photon
detunings. It is obvious that for short duration T the
STIRAP efficiency increases with T , as is required by

the adabaticity. For duration T longer than 10µs, we
observe a decrease of transfer efficiency as T increases
due to populating the wrong excited state for small sin-
gle-photon detunings such that ∆ ≤ Γ. The transfer
efficiency can be pushed to nearly 100% by setting ∆ to
a value larger than Γ. Similar to off-resonance Raman
scattering, the improved efficiency in detuned-STIRAP
is due to the reduction of the excited state population
during the transfer, which scales with to 1/∆2

Stark Shift Measurement

We measured the shift of one-photon resonance
and two-photon resonance to extract the Stark shift
of the ground state. The one-photon shift is de-
termined by the Stark shift of the excited state
∣

∣A1Σ+, v′ = 23, J ′ = 1,mJ′ = −1
〉

by performing one
photon spectroscopy. With incoherent two-photon spec-
troscopy, the shift of the Stokes laser frequency at two-
photon resonance is affected by both the excited state
and the ground state. By subtracting the shift in the
pump laser resonance frequency from the Stokes laser
frequency shift, the Stark shift for the ground state can
be obtained, as shown in Fig. 6 in the main text.
The energy of rotational levels |J,mJ〉 of a diatomic

molecule in the external DC-electric field can be calcu-
lated by diagonalizing the interaction Hamiltonian H =
HRo+HStark, whereHRo = BvJ(J+1) is a good approxi-
mation for the rotational energy for the v = 0 vibrational
ground state. The rotational constant B0 is obtained
from our previous two-photon spectroscopy measurement
for the J = 0 and J = 2 rotational states [1]. For
highly excited vibrational and rotational levels, higher-
order corrections to the energy have to be considered.
HRo is diagonal in the unperturbed |J,mJ〉 basis. HStark

is the Stark Hamiltonian that describes the interaction
between the electric dipole moment d0 of the molecules
with the external electric field E. The corresponding ma-
trix element in the |J,mJ〉 basis, 〈J,mJ |HStark |J

′,mJ′〉,
is given by [5, 6]

HStark,J,mJ ,J′,m
J′

=

−d0 · E
√

(2J + 1)(2J ′ + 1)

×(−1)mJ

(

J 1 J ′

−mJ 0 mJ′

)(

J 1 J ′

0 0 0

)

,

(4)

together with the Wigner 3-j symbols. The Stark interac-
tion couples rotational states with the samemJ , but with
opposite parities as is required by the triangle rule for the
Wigner’s 3-j symbols. For our calculation, excited rota-
tional levels up to J = 11 are taken into consideration [6].
From the fit we can extract d0 = 3.12D for the per-
manent electric dipole moment of the LiK ground state
molecules, which is more than 10% lower than the pre-
dicted dipole moment of 3.5D [7]. From the other ground
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FIG. 2. Stark shift measurement for: (a). the excited
state A1Σ+ |v = 23, J = 1, mJ = −1〉 and the ground state
(b). X1Σ+ |v = 0, J = 0,mJ = 0〉. The dashed lines are the
theory curves for the permanent electric dipole moments d0
of the two states predicted by ab initio studies [7, 11]. The
horizontal error bars represent a 10% systematic uncertainty
in the electric field strength, which originates from the un-
certainty of the position of the trap center relative to the
electrode assembly.

state molecules reported so far, the measured dipole mo-
ments agrees with the predicted values quite well [6, 8–
10]. We anticipate that the discrepancy of result and
theory is caused by the uncertainty in determining the
cloud position relative to the trap geometry and by the
large electric field gradient with the voltages applied on
the electrodes.
From the measurement of the excited state Stark

shift, we fit the data to the Stark shift of
∣

∣A1Σ+, v′ = 23, J ′ = 1,mJ′ = −1
〉

to extract the perma-
nent electric dipole moment of the excited state. Due
to the high vibrational excitation, higher order terms to
correct for the non-rigidness and anharmonicity of the
rotor are required to properly characterize the rotational
energy. For this we make use of the Dunham expan-
sion T (v, J) with corresponding coefficients Yi,k. For the
A1Σ+ an empirical set of Dunham coefficients is avail-
able from heat-pipe spectroscopy [12] and can be mass-
scaled to the 6Li40K isotope combination. From this we

calculate the rotational excited states for the v = 23 vi-
brational state up to N = 11. In this way, we can ex-
tract a permanent dipole moment d23 of 4.4D for the ex-
cited state, as shown in Fig. 2(a). Similar to the case of
the ground state dipole moment (compare Fig. 2(b)), the
measured value is more than 10% smaller than the pre-
dicted value of 5.6D by a separate ab initio study [11].
Hence, we assume a systematic deviation in our deter-
mination of the electric field strengthand that the actual
permanent dipole moment of the molecules is larger than
the measurement value. A more accurate measurement
of the dipole moment would require in situ calibration of
the electric field strength, e.g. using the Rydberg atoms
as a reference [13].
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