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Rydberg atoms are used in a wide range of applications due to their peculiar properties like
strong dipolar and van der Waals interactions. The choice of Rydberg state has a huge impact on
the strength and angular dependence of the interactions, and so a detailed understanding of the
underlying processes and resulting properties of the interactions is therefore key to select the most
suitable states for experiments. We study the van der Waals interactions in alkali atoms in detail and
highlight the structures which allow an understanding and exploitation of the various interaction
properties. A particular theme is the identification of Förster resonances with n1 ̸= n2, which
offer interaction potentials with a wide range of properties that make them particularly interesting
for experimental applications. A second theme is a focus on the underlying structures that shape
the angular dependency and sign of the interactions. This understanding – instead of brute-force
calculations – allows for a much simpler and more systematic search for suitable pair states. These
insights can be used for the selection of tailored interaction potentials subject to experimental
constraints and requirements. We use rubidium as an example species in this work and also provide
data for cesium and pair states that are coupled via two- or three-photon transitions, i.e. up to F
states, in the appendix.

The versatility and exaggerated properties of Rydberg
atoms have seen them become a favourite toy of many
atomic physicists since their extreme properties greatly
enhanced the toolbox of atomic physics [1, 2]. Nowa-
days, Rydberg atoms are used in a wide range of appli-
cations, such as electromagnetic field sensing [3–6], the
probing of fundamental physical constants [7, 8], and
quantum computing [9–13] or simulation [14–19]. The
latter in particular harness the strong dipole or van der
Waals interactions between Rydberg atoms in close spa-
tial proximity, such as Rydberg CNOT gates in neutral-
atom based quantum computing [20, 21]. In addition, the
mutual interactions in Rydberg systems have been used
to study glassy dynamics arising in disordered spin mod-
els [22, 23] or time-reversal dynamics [17]. Furthermore,
Rydberg interactions lead to optical nonlinearities [24–
29], self-organisation [30] and other complex dynamical
behaviour [31–34].

Irrespective of the nature of the experiment, it is key to
understand Rydberg interactions in detail in order to se-
lect interaction potentials tailored to experimental needs.
In this work, we provide a detailed investigation of the
second-order van der Waals (vdW) interactions, which is
often relied upon in Rydberg experiments. Disentangling
the different contributions to the interaction strength,
namely radial and angular coupling, as well as the energy
defect, leads to the formulation of angular channels. The
associated structure of these angular channels provides
an intuitive and straightforward explanation for the an-
gular dependency of the resulting vdW interactions. This
picture facilitates the prediction and selection of interac-
tion potentials required for any given experiment. Addi-
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tionally, we show how Rydberg pair states with different
principal quantum numbers n1 ̸= n2 can have particu-
larly pronounced Förster resonances, which makes them
strong candidates for future experiments. Our approach
explains why Förster resonances usually lead to strong
angular dependencies in the vdW interaction, and we
show how one can easily identify pair states with strong
or vanishing angular dependencies.

Previous systematic investigations of the vdW inter-
actions have either been restricted to pair states with
n1 = n2, e.g. [35–37], or relied on brute-force calcu-
lations, such as [38, 39]. Focusing on Rydberg states
with n1 = n2 is a limitation now that ever more ex-
periments use multiple Rydberg excitation lasers. Ap-
proaches based on brute-force calculations, on the other
hand, do not provide detailed insights into the funda-
mental reasons for the angular dependencies and Förster
resonance structures. We aim to alleviate these short-
comings with this work.

In order to demonstrate our approach, we have chosen
|n1P1/2, n2P1/2⟩ pair states even though they are not di-
rectly addressable via two-photon excitation schemes as
used in many Rydberg experiments. The motivation for
choosing these pair states as our example is that they
couple to only four angular channels. They still display
a rich internal structure of Förster resonances and an-
gular dependecies, and hence allow a simple but clear
demonstration of our approach.

I. DIPOLE-DIPOLE INTERACTIONS

Atoms possess temporary dipole moments while tran-
sitioning between different electronic states [40], which
means that Rydberg atoms in spatial proximity can in-
teract electromagnetically even though appearing elec-
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FIG. 1. Dipole-dipole interactions. (a) shows the angu-

lar dependency of V̂dd for processes with ∆M = 0,±1,±2.
Shaded areas have positive sign. (b) Definition of the relative
position (R, θ, ϕ) in a spherical coordinate system with the
quantisation axis q || z. (c) Single-atom (top) and pair-state
(bottom) picture of the dipole-coupled system. ∆ indicates
the energy difference (defect) between the pair states.

trically neutral at large distances. The resulting in-
teraction can be calculated via a multipole expansion
[12, 38, 39, 41], which is well-justified for non-overlapping
charge distributions. The leading term of the multipole
expansion is given by the interaction between two dipoles
V̂dd(R).
Assuming, for simplicity, that the z-axis is parallel to

the quantisation axis q one finds the well-known expres-
sion of the dipole operator in spherical coordinates [42]

V̂dd(R) =
1

4πϵ0R3
×

×



(
1− 3 cos2(θ)

) [
d̂0i d̂

0
j +

1
2 (d̂

+
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−
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j )

]
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j )

]
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−
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
(1)

with the dipole operators defined as d̂0 = d̂z and

d̂± = ∓ 1√
2

(
d̂x ± id̂y

)
for coupling to linearly and

circularly polarised light respectively. The terms in the
upper row result in no change of the total magnetic quan-
tum number M = m1 +m2, while the middle and lower
row lead to changes of ∆M = ±1 and ∆M = ±2. The
change in total magnetic quantum number ∆M there-
fore determines the angular dependency of the processes
in Vdd, as show in Figure 1 (a).
This dipole-operator quantifies the leading term of

the interaction between two Rydberg atoms with ori-
entation (R, θ, ϕ) while transitioning from |r1⟩ → |r′1⟩
and |r2⟩ → |r′2⟩, as shown in Figure 1 (b, c). Ef-

fectively, the dipole-dipole interaction leads to a cou-
pling V (R) = ⟨r1, r2| V̂dd(R) |r′1, r′2⟩ of the pair states
|r1, r2⟩ and |r′1, r′2⟩, which have an energy difference
∆ = E(r1, r2)− E(r′1, r

′
2).

For interatomic distances below the vdW radius
RvdW = 3

√
|V (R)/∆|, the interactions scale as

∝ V (R) = C3(R)/R3 and grow with (n⋆)4 [12]. In
the vdW limit with r ≫ RvdW , on the other hand,
the interaction-induced level shift scales as ∝ V (R)2 =
C6(R)/R6 and grows with the effective principal quan-
tum number (n⋆)11 [12, 36]. In this work, we consider
the vdW limit where V (R) ≪ ∆ such that second-order
perturbation theory is applicable.

II. VAN DER WAALS INTERACTIONS

Second-order processes take place via an intermedi-
ate pair state |r′1, r′2⟩ [43], but for arbitrary initial states
|r1, r2⟩ one has to take many pairs of intermediate states
into account which all contribute to the resulting inter-
action. The vdW Hamiltonian therefore sums over all
dipole-coupled intermediate pair states |r′1, r′2⟩

Ĥ(R) =
∑

{|r′1,r′2⟩}

V̂dd(R) |r′1, r′2⟩ ⟨r′1, r′2| V̂dd(R)

∆(r1, r2; r′1, r
′
2)

. (2)

With this Hamiltonian, the resulting interaction strength
of a given pair state |r1, r2⟩ can be calculated via

−C6(R; r1, r2)/R
6 = ⟨r1, r2| Ĥ(R) |r1, r2⟩ . (3)

As shown in Figure 2, one finds structures arising in C6

for variable (n1, n2), as well as a pronounced angular
dependency for certain pair states and changes in sign
of C6. These anisotropies and sign changes occur in the
vicinity of the lines of strong resonance in Figure 2 (a).
The origin of these structures and angular dependen-

cies can be found in the Hamiltonian (2). Of all possible
intermediate pair states in the sum, only a few will con-
tribute significantly to the vdW interactions. Finding
these relevant intermediate states and predicting the re-
sulting properties of the interaction for any pair state
|r1, r2⟩ is strongly simplified by isolating the angular
channels (l1, j1; l2, j2) ↔ (l′1, j

′
1; l

′
2, j

′
2) allowed in the pro-

cess, and considering their respective energy defect struc-
tures. For this, we first need to have a closer look at the
numerator in equation (2), as this leads to the angular

channel formulation of Ĥ(R), and then at the energy
defect ∆ in the denominator.

A. Angular Channels

The second-order process consists of two consecutive
dipole transitions V̂dd(R) with their respective dipole ma-
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FIG. 2. Structures in C6(θ) values of |n1P1/2,n2P1/2⟩ in rubidium. (a) shows the absolute value of C6(θ) and (b) the
sign of C6(θ) for |n1P1/2, n2P1/2⟩ pair states in rubidium (red: C6 > 0, blue: C6 < 0). The 2D maps on the LHS in (a) and
(b) show C6(θ) at θ = 0 while the maps on the RHS show the respective same but for θ = π/2. The top row plot shows a
cross-section through the corresponding 2D maps at the dashed lines where n2 = 60. Several lines of strong resonances (bright
lines in a) can be seen, which are accompanied by a sign (colour) change in (b). The difference in C6 for θ = 0, π/2 is strongly
pronounced at e.g. n1 ≈ n2, which is indicated by the open triangles/full circles having different values. Order-of-magnitude
and sign maps for other |n1L

′
j1 , n2L

′′
j2⟩ pair states for Rb and Cs can be found in Appendices E and F respectively.

trix elements in single-atom basis

dα = ⟨n′, l′, j′,m′
j |d̂α|n, l, j,mj⟩

= R(n, l, j; n′, l′, j′)Dα(l, j,mj ; l′, j′,m′
j)

separating into radial and angular components R and Dα

respectively [36, 39, 44]. Explicit expressions for each are
given in Appendix A.
The angular couplingDα depends on all quantum num-

bers except for the principal quantum number n, while
the radial coupling strength depends only on n, l and j.
The energy defect ∆ is also independent of mj , unless
electric or magnetic fields are applied. This allows us
to separate the sum over all intermediate state principal
quantum numbers (n′

1, n
′
2) from the sums over the angu-

lar quantum numbers (l′i, j
′
i) and re-cast the Hamiltonian

from equation (2) into the form

Ĥ(R, θ, ϕ) =
1

R6

∑
{(l′ij′i)}

 ∑
{(n′

i)}

R1R2R′
1R′

2

∆(n′
i, l

′
i, j

′
i)

 D̂(l′i, j
′
i,m

′
j ; θ, ϕ) =

−1

R6

∑
{(l′ij′i)}

C
(l′ij

′
i)

6 D̂(l′i, j
′
i,m

′
i; θ, ϕ). (4)

All mj-state dependence and angular dependencies have

been absorbed in D̂(l′i, j
′
i,m

′
j ; θ, ϕ), as detailed in Ap-

pendix B, and we set (l′ij
′
i) = (l′1j

′
1, l

′
2j

′
2) as shorthand

notation.
Each angular momentum channel

|l1, j1; l2, j2⟩ → |l′1, j′1; l′2, j′2⟩ → |l1, j1; l2, j2⟩

has a corresponding channel strength C
(l′ij

′
i)

6 which is,
per definition, independent of the interatomic orientation
(R, θ, ϕ). The channel’s unique angular dependency

D̂(l′i, j
′
i,m

′
i; θ, ϕ) is governed by the accessible mj sub-

state path (m1,m2) → (m′
1,m

′
2) → (m̃1, m̃2), weighted

by their relative strengths as in equation (1). This is
shown in Figure 3 for a |P1/2, P1/2⟩ state, which effec-

tively has three different angular momentum channels,
up to a permutation of the |S1/2, D3/2⟩ channel. For dif-
ferent intermediate states, we have differentmj pathways
accessible when starting in a given initial (m1,m2) pair
state and ending in (m̃1, m̃2). This leads to different an-
gular dependencies and coupling strengths for the various
channels.

The overall angular dependency of C6 depends on the
relative weighting of the channels to another. If one of

the channels had a much larger channel strength C
(l′ij

′
i)

6

than the others, then the resulting overall C6 interaction
were dominated by this particular channel. For this rea-
son, we will now have a more detailed look at the channel

strengths C
(l′ij

′
i)

6 to be able to predict where such reso-
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FIG. 3. Angular momentum channels for |P1/2,P1/2⟩
states. For initial and final state being |P1/2, P1/2⟩, one has
four angular momentum channels with intermediate states of
the type (a) |S1/2, S1/2⟩, (b) |S1/2, D3/2⟩ and its permuta-
tion, and (c) |D3/2, D3/2⟩. The resulting angular dependency
of each channel is shown along θ for m1 = m2 (solid) and
m1 ̸= m2 (dashdot) with m̃i = mi. (d) Level schematics
showing the possible mi → m′

i → m̃i pathways fulfilling the
condition mi = m̃i, i.e. the pathways contributing to the
solid lines in the respective polar plots of the angular chan-
nels. One can see that different components of V̂dd in equation
(1) contribute differently to the different channels. The dif-
ferent total angular momentum changes ∆M of the two-atom
system are shown separately, and different possible paths have
different linestyles. The different mj paths available for ev-
ery channel for a given set (mi, m̃i) carry different angular
dependencies and therefore result in different overall channel
angular dependencies.

nances of specific angular channels occur.

As we have seen in equation (4), the channel strength
is given by a sum over the radial couplings of all possible
intermediate states divided by the energy defect of the
respective intermediate pair state. The radial coupling
strength is governed by the overlap integral of the radial
wavefunctions of states |ri⟩ and |r′i⟩, which depends only
on the n and l quantum numbers. Generally, the ra-
dial coupling strength R grows with increasing principal
quantum number n. This can be seen in larger C6 values

for larger principal quantum numbers, see e.g. Figure 2.

B. Energy Defect Structure

Figure 2 also clearly shows lines of strong resonances
and changes in the sign of C6. These are caused by the en-
ergy defect ∆(n′

i, l
′
i, j

′
i). Small energy defects for a given

intermediate state |r′1, r′2⟩ lead to strong contributions to

the channel strength C
(l′ij

′
i)

6 . In the extreme case of a near
Förster resonant pair state, i.e. for a very small energy
defect, the channel strength would be dominated by the
contribution of this near Förster-resonant intermediate
pair state alone.
Figure 4 shows the energy defect structure for

|n1P1/2, n2P1/2⟩ states in rubidium. For every chan-
nel, one can see that the lines of large channel strengths

|C(l′ij
′
i)

6 | are caused by small energy defects with inter-
mediate pair states |(n1 +∆n1)L

′
j′1
, (n2 +∆n2)L

′′
j′2
⟩. For

different principal quantum numbers (n1, n2) it is dif-
ferent changes in principal quantum number ∆ni which
minimise the energy defect, as shown in detail in Figure
4 (b) and (c). These lines of strong resonance lie off the
n1 = n2 axis that is commonly used in experiments, and
small energy defects can cause very strong vdW interac-
tions even for very different principal quantum numbers.
Additionally, the crossing of a Förster resonance for a
given ∆n1, ∆n2 pair can also be seen in the associated
sign change of the channel strength C(li,ji).

C. Combining Angular Structure and Energy
Defect

We now have all the necessary tools to understand the
structure and angular dependency of the vdW interac-
tion C6(θ, ϕ). The angular dependency of the resulting
C6 interaction depends on the relative strength of each
angular momentum channel and its respective angular
dependency. The strength of a channel’s contribution is
determined by the radial coupling, which increases with
increasing principal quantum number n, and the energy
defect structure. The strong structuring of C6 and its
changes in sign are caused by Förster resonances of the
energy defect ∆, i.e. the denominator in equation (4).
It is important to point out that the absolute value of
C6 depends on the azimuthal angle θ via the channel’s
angular dependency D̂(l′i, j

′
i,m

′
i). The equatorial angle ϕ

merely contributes a ∆M -dependent complex phase fac-
tor that can be neglected when considering interaction
strengths [37].
Putting all of this together, we can now explain the an-

gular dependencies of the different |n1P1/2, 60P1/2⟩ states
of rubidium in Figure 5. The upper panel shows the ab-
solute values of C6 at interatomic orientations θ = 0, π/2
relative to the quantisation axis. The lower panel shows

the corresponding channel strengths C
(l′ij

′
i)

6 with their
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0 Δ
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Δ

FIG. 4. Relevant energy defect structures for angular momentum channels of |n1P1/2,n2P1/2⟩ states in rubidium.
(a) Schematic representation of the angular channels of |P1/2, P1/2⟩, which can couple to intermediate states of the type
|(n1 +∆n1)L

′
j′1
, (n2 +∆n2)L

′′
j′2
⟩. Energy levels of the intermediate pair states are indicated as gray lines. A particularly small

energy defect ∆ leads to a strong contribution of the intermediate pair state n′
i = ni +∆ni to the channel strength C

(li,ji)
6 . (b)

For the n2 = 60 states in rubidium, the absolute C6 values are shown (top) with the contribution of the |S1/2, D3/2⟩ channel
highlighted in green below. The faint symbols are the strengths of the other three angular channels that we are not focussing
on. For the highlighted channel, the energy defect ∆ crosses zero for fixed ∆n1 = 1 and different ∆n2 when varying n1, which
gives rise to multiple lines of resonance. For all zero-crossings of the energy defect, we can see an enhanced contribution of
the (∆n1,∆n2) intermediate pair state to the sum in the Hamiltonian in equation 3 (bottom panel), but the strength of the
contribution varies depending on how small the minimum energy defect is. These example values are indicated by the horizontal
dashed line in (c), which is the 2D map of the relevant Förster defect structure of the different angular channels that gives
rise to the structure in the channel strengths. For the symmetric channels |S1/2, S1/2⟩ and |D3/2, D3/2⟩ one has to add the
interchanged ∆n1, ∆n2 values to arrive at the full Förster defect structure, which corresponds to an inflection of the energy
defect plot at the diagonal dashed line.

various Förster resonances visible as local peaks in the
channel strengths. The insets on the bottom right show
the channel’s angular dependencies for mi = m̃i = ±1/2,
and the insets on top show the corresponding C6(θ) val-
ues. n1 = 52 is an example where the |S1/2, D3/2⟩ chan-
nel dominates the others by orders of magnitude and
therefore detemines the angular dependency. Förster res-
onances of an angular channel are therefore usually asso-
ciated with an associated angular dependency of C6(θ),
and sign flips of C6 occur in the vicinity of channel res-
onances. A counterexample is set by e.g. n1 = 110,
where the angular dependencies of the different channels
cancel which leads to effectively isotropic interactions.
Pair states like |76P1/2, 60P1/2⟩, on the other hand, show
that the angular dependency of C6(θ) is the sum of the
weighted angular dependencies of the different channels.
Here, two channels of different sign cancel each other at
a Förster zero [35] angle where the interaction strength
vanishes as the sign of C6 changes along θ.

III. CONCLUSION

In this paper we have highlighted the importance of
disentangling the different contributions to the van der
Waals interaction potential, i.e. the angular coupling
from the radial part and the energy defect. Separating
radial and angular parts allows us to phrase the inter-
actions in terms of angular channels, which each bear a
characteristic angular dependency that follows from the
accessible mj paths. The strength of an angular chan-
nel is determined by the radial coupling and energy de-
fect structure of the intermediate pair states. Förster
resonances in the energy defect lead to strong contri-

butions to the channel strength C
(li,ji)
6 . When adding

the different angular channels, one arrives at the over-
all interaction potential C6(θ). In the vicinity of Förster
resonances, the properties of C6 show structures such as
exaggerated interaction strengths and strong angular de-
pendencies as well as changes in sign of C6.
Our angular channel approach can therefore be used

to identify pair states with strong or vanishing angular
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π/2
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3π/2

FIG. 5. Channel structure and resulting angular dependency for |n1P1/2,60P1/2⟩ states in rubidium. The upper

panel shows C6(θ) in (GHz µm6) for m1 = m2 = ±j and m̃i = mi at two different angles, θ = 0, π/2 (solid and open symbols,
respectively). The lower panel shows the corresponding structure of the four angular channels with positive (negative) channel
values indicated by closed (open) symbols. The separate Förster resonances of the channels from Figure 4 are clearly visible as
local peaks. The four insets in the lower plot show the angular dependencies of each channel for m1 = m2 = ±j and m̃i = mi

(blue: |S1/2, S1/2⟩, green: |S1/2, D3/2⟩, yellow: |D3/2, S1/2⟩, red: |D3/2, D3/2⟩). It is interesting to note that the interaction
strengths for e.g. n1 = 52, n2 = 60 are larger than for n1 = n2 = 60 and the angular anisotropy is significantly less pronounced,
as can also be seen in the insets above the main plot showing C6(θ). Due to the resulting interaction properties, these Förster
resonances with n1 ̸= n2 are very interesting for potential experimental applications. States like e.g. n1 = 48, n2 = 60 show
Förster zeroes [35], which can be exploited for orders-of-magnitude differences in interaction strength.

dependency to match experimental requirements. As the
calculation of the angular dependency is independent of
the computation of the strengths of the angular channels

C
(li,ji)
6 , these two tasks can be separated computationally

which gives a significant advantage over existing imple-
mentations such as ARC [39]. These existing implemen-
tations need to re-run their full calculations for every an-
gle θ that one might be interested in, while we need to run
the perturbative calculations once to obtain the channel
strengths and can then reconstruct the angular depen-
dencies within fractions of a second - even for as many
pair states as shown in Figure 2 simultaneously. This
approach therefore makes searching the full manifold of
(n1, n2) Rydberg states at different angles feasible and
allows to easily find pair states that match experimental
requirements. In addition, the angular channel approach
provides an intuitive and detailed understanding of the
origin of the angular dependency and the implications
of Förster defects. In order to make the computation
speedup available to other users, we have integrated the
angular channel code in the existing ARC Python pack-
age, which is available online: [45].

Our work makes a case for considering states with
n1 ̸= n2 for future experiments in order to access and
utilise the wealth of Rydberg pair interaction potentials
naturally available. Interaction potentials with n1 ̸= n2

provide a much larger pool of pair states that might nat-
urally implement a given target Hamiltonian. This may,
in some cases, remove the need to construct these target
Hamiltonians via techniques such as Hamiltonian engi-
neering and therefore reduce experimental complexity. It
also gives access to a large range of pair states that might
fit other experimental constraints which n1 = n2 states

cannot necessarily meet. Additionally, the insight from
this approach can be used for various other applications
such as e.g. interaction switching.
The angular channel approach was demonstrated for

degenerate mj states, i.e. for the case without external
electric or magnetic fields applied to the system, but can
easily be extended to include these scenarios.
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FIG. 6. Wigner D basis rotations for j1 = j2 = 1/2. (a) Schematic representation of the basis rotation performed by
application of the Wigner D-matrix. The initial state |m1,m2⟩ is projected onto the rotated coordinate system where θ = 0
and |m1,m2⟩ →

∑
i αi |m̄1, m̄2⟩. (b) Projection of the total angular momentum states for varying angle θ and j1 = j2 = 1/2,

i.e. αi(θ, ϕ) = ⟨m′
1,m

′
2|Ŵ†

2(θ, ϕ)|m1,m2⟩ at ϕ = 0. Solid shaded areas indicate positive values. (c) Plot of mj coupling strength
from |−1/2,−1/2⟩ →

∑
i αi |±1/2,±1/2⟩ for ϕ = 0. Note that the detection probability in the new basis |αi|2 is independent

of ϕ and therefore determined by θ only.

Appendix A: Expressions for Radial and Angular Coupling Strengths

The radial R and angular Dα parts

dα = ⟨n′, l′, j′,m′
j |d̂α|n, l, j,mj⟩ = R(n, l, j; n′, l′, j′)Dα(l, j,mj ; l′, j′,m′

j)

of the dipole matrix element of a single-atom transition are given by [36, 38, 39]

R(n, l; n′, l′) = (−1)l
′√

(2l + 1)(2l′ + 1)

(
l 1 l′

0 0 0

) ∫ ∞

0

Rnl(r)erRn′l′(r) r
2dr (A1)

and

Dα(l, j,mj ; l′, j′,m′
j) = (−1)l+j+j′+s−mj+1

√
(2j + 1)(2j′ + 1)

×
{
j 1 j′

l′ s l

}(
j 1 j′

−mj −α m′
j

)
. (A2)

(:::) denotes the Wigner-3j symbol and {:::} the Wigner-6j symbol. s is the electron spin.

Appendix B: Angular Momentum Channel Coupling Strength Evaluated at θ = 0

To sum over all possible intermediate magnetic fine-structure states (m′
1,m

′
2) in equation (4) is tedious. To simplify

numerical implementations of equation (4) one rotates the system such that θ′ = 0 because then only the ∆M = 0
processes couple, see also equation (1) and Figure 1 (a). To perform a rotation of the orbital angular momentum

basis from coordinate system X to X̄, one applies Wigner D-matrices Ŵ(θ, ϕ) such that |x̄⟩ = Ŵ†(θ, ϕ) |x⟩ [36], as
shown in Figure 6 (a). These basis rotations change the representation of the projection of the total orbital angular
momentum j from the {mj} basis to the {m̄j} basis, but do not change any of the other quantum numbers n, l, or j.

Ŵ therefore depends on j, mj and m̄j , as well as on θ and ϕ. The angle ϕ, however, only contributes a complex phase
factor ± exp(∓inϕ) proportional to the change in total angular momentum, i.e. n = ∆m1 + ∆m2. The numerical
implementation then reduces to

C6(θ, ϕ) =
∑

{(l′ij′i)}

C
(l′ij

′
i)

6 ⟨f | Ŵ2(θ, ϕ) D̂(l′i, j
′
i) Ŵ

†
2(θ, ϕ) |i⟩

where D̂(l′i, j
′
i) is evaluated at θ = 0 for every angular momentum channel (l′1, j

′
1; l′2, j

′
2). Note that the Wigner-D

matrix Ŵ2 = Ŵatom 1 ⊗ Ŵatom 2 here constitutes of a product of the two single-atom Wigner-D matrices Ŵatom i.
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The factor ⟨f | Ŵ2(θ, ϕ) D̂(l′i, j
′
i) Ŵ

†
2(θ, ϕ) |i⟩ can be evaluated by implementing the Wigner D-matrix basis rotation

and use the states expressed in the rotated basis to caculate

⟨l̃1j̃1m̃j1, l̃2j̃2m̃j2|D̂(l′ij
′
i)|l1j1mj1, l2j2mj2⟩

=
∑

{(m′
j1,m

′
j2)}

 ∑
α∈{0,±1}

C(α)Dα(l1j1mj1, l′1j
′
1m

′
j1)D−α(l2j2mj2, l′2j

′
2m

′
j2)

×

 ∑
α′∈{0,±1}

C(α′)Dα′
(l′1j

′
1m

′
j1, l̃1j̃1m̃j1)D−α′

(l′2, j
′
2m

′
j2, l̃2j̃2m̃j2)

 . (B1)

The different weights of the three different mj channels in V̂dd(θ = 0) are implemented via

C(α) =

{
−2, α = 0

−1, α = ±1
.

Appendix C: Cancelling of Angular Dependencies For Different Channels

The angular dependencies of channels can cancel in very specific circumstances. Since the angular dependency of
the channels depends on the initial and final angular momentum projections mi and m̃i, one has to study the relevant
contributions. E.g. in the case for |S1/2, S1/2⟩ states one finds that the angular dependencies of the |P1/2, P1/2⟩ and the
|P1/2, P3/2⟩ (or |P3/2, P1/2⟩) channels cancel for (m̃1, m̃2) = (m1,m2). The same occurs for the |P1/2, P1/2⟩ state and
the intermediate states |S1/2, S1/2⟩ and |S1/2, D3/2⟩ (or |D3/2, S1/2⟩), also with (m′

1,m
′
2) = (m1,m2). However, for

the overall C6 interaction to be isotropic, it is not sufficient that pairs of channels have canceling angular dependencies
but also the respective channel coefficients have to be of very similar values. Away from Förster resonances this is
usually given - but on Förster resonances of an angular channel it is not, as one can see in Figure 5. Away from
Förster resonances there are many magnetic sub-state combinations for which the angular dependency of the different
channels almost cancel to within a relative deviation of a few percent.

Appendix D: Förster Resonance Lines For Angular Momentum Channels Of Different Initial States

In the following, we list the Förster resonance lines of relevance for various pair states. The resonances were obtained
for rubidium but are essentially similar for cesium. The Bohr model is sufficient to calculate the approximate position
of the resonances since more elaborate energy level structure models like e.g. the Sommerfeld model do not lead to
changes in the state energies large enough to shift the Förster resonance lines significantly.

Note that the symmetric channels with (li, ji) = (lj , jj) produce the same behaviour for exchange of ni and nj , while
the asymmetric channels do not. This is indicated by the different indices i, j (symmetric) versus 1, 2 (asymmetric)
for the ∆nx parameters in the following lists.

1. |n1S1/2,n2S1/2⟩ ↔ |(n1 +∆n1)PJ′
1
, (n2 +∆n2)PJ′

2
⟩

|(n1 +∆n1)PJ′
1
, (n2 +∆n2)PJ′

2
⟩: ∆ni ≤ −1,∆nj ≥ 0 with i ̸= j

2. |n1PJ,n2PJ⟩ ↔ |(n1 +∆n1)(L1 ± 1)J′
1
, (n2 +∆n2)(L2 ± 1)J′

2
⟩ with Ji ∈ {1/2,3/2}

Check which J ′ values are coupled to nP1/2 states.
|(n1 +∆n1)S1/2, (n2 +∆n2)S1/2⟩: ∆ni ≤ 0,∆nj ≥ 1
|(n1 +∆n1)S1/2, (n2 +∆n2)DJ′

2
⟩: (∆n1 ≤ 0,∆n2 ≥ −1) and (∆n1 ≥ 1,∆n2 ≤ −2)

|(n1 +∆n1)DJ′ , (n2 +∆n2)DJ′⟩: ∆ni ≤ −2,∆nj ≥ −1 for i ̸= j and J ′ ∈ 3/2, 5/2
|(n1 +∆n1)D3/2, (n2 +∆n2)D5/2⟩: (∆n1 ≤ −2,∆n2 ≥ −1) and (∆n1 ≥ −1,∆n2 ≤ −2)
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3. |n1DJ,n2DJ⟩ ↔ |(n1 +∆n1)(L1 ± 1)J′
1
, (n2 +∆n2)(L2 ± 1)J′

2
⟩ with J ∈ {3/2,5/2}

Check which J ′ values are coupled to nD3/2 and which to nD5/2 states.
|(n1 +∆n1)PJ′ , (n2 +∆n2)PJ′⟩: ∆ni ≤ 1,∆nj ≥ 2 with i ̸= j
|(n1 +∆n1)P1/2, (n2 +∆n2)P3/2⟩: (∆n1 ≤ 1,∆n2 ≥ 2) and (∆n1 ≥ 2,∆n2 ≤ 1)
|(n1 +∆n1)PJ′

1
, (n2 +∆n2)FJ′

2
⟩: (∆n1 ≤ 1,∆n2 ≥ −1) and (∆n1 ≥ 2,∆n2 ≤ −2) with J ′

1 ∈ {1/2, 3/2} and
J ′
1 ∈ {5/2, 7/2}
|(n1 +∆n1)FJ′ , (n2 +∆n2)FJ′⟩: ∆ni ≤ −2,∆nj ≥ −1 with i ̸= j and J ′ ∈ {5/2, 7/2}
|(n1 +∆n1)F5/2, (n2 +∆n2)F7/2⟩: (∆n1 ≤ −2,∆n2 ≥ −1) and (∆n1 ≥ −1,∆n2 ≤ −2)

4. |n1FJ,n2FJ⟩ ↔ |(n1 +∆n1)(L1 ± 1)J′
1
, (n2 +∆n2)(L2 ± 1)J′

2
⟩ with J ∈ {5/2,7/2}

Check which J ′ values are coupled to nF5/2 and which to nF7/2 states.
|(n1 +∆n1)DJ′ , (n2 +∆n2)DJ′⟩: ∆ni ≤ 1,∆nj ≥ 2 with i ̸= j
|(n1 +∆n1)D3/2, (n2 +∆n2)D5/2⟩: (∆n1 ≤ 1,∆n2 ≥ 2) and (∆n1 ≥ 2,∆n2 ≤ 1)
|(n1 +∆n1)DJ′

1
, (n2 +∆n2)GJ′

2
⟩: (∆n1 ≤ 1,∆n2 ≥ 0) and (∆n1 ≥ 2,∆n2 ≤ −1) with J ′

1 ∈ {3/2, 5/2} and
J ′
1 ∈ {7/2, 9/2}
|(n1 +∆n1)GJ′ , (n2 +∆n2)GJ′⟩: ∆ni ≤ −1,∆nj ≥ 1 with i ̸= j and J ′ ∈ {7/2, 9/2}
|(n1 +∆n1)G7/2, (n2 +∆n2)G9/2⟩: (∆n1 ≤ −1,∆n2 ≥ 1) and (∆n1 ≥ 1,∆n2 ≤ −1)

5. |n1S1/2,n2DJ2⟩ ↔ |(n1 +∆n1)PJ′
1
, (n2 +∆n2)(L2 ± 1)J′

2
⟩ with J2 ∈ {3/2,5/2}

Check which J ′
2 values are coupled to nD3/2 and which to nD5/2 states.

|(n1 +∆n1)PJ′
1
, (n2 +∆n2)PJ′

2
⟩: (∆n1 ≤ −1,∆n2 ≥ 2) and (∆n1 ≥ 0,∆n2 ≤ 1) with J ′

1,2 ∈ {1/2, 3/2}
|(n1 +∆n1)PJ′

1
, (n2 +∆n2)FJ′

2
⟩: (∆n1 ≤ −1,∆n2 ≥ −1) and (∆n1 ≥ 0,∆n2 ≤ −2) with J ′

1 ∈ {1/2, 3/2} and
J ′
2 ∈ {5/2, 7/2}

6. |n1S1/2,n2FJ2⟩ ↔ |(n1 +∆n1)PJ′
1
, (n2 +∆n2)(L2 ± 1)J′

2
⟩ with J2 ∈ {5/2,7/2}

Check which J ′
2 values are coupled to nF5/2 and which to nF7/2 states.

|(n1 +∆n1)PJ′
1
, (n2 +∆n2)DJ′

2
⟩: (∆n1 ≤ −1,∆n2 ≥ 2) and (∆n1 ≥ 0,∆n2 ≤ 1) with J ′

1 ∈ {1/2, 3/2} and
J ′
2 ∈ {3/2, 5/2}
|(n1 +∆n1)PJ′

1
, (n2 +∆n2)GJ′

2
⟩: (∆n1 ≤ −1,∆n2 ≥ 0) and (∆n1 ≥ 0,∆n2 ≤ −1) with J ′

1 ∈ {1/2, 3/2} and
J ′
2 ∈ {7/2, 9/2}

7. |n1PJ1 ,n2FJ2⟩ ↔ |(n1 +∆n1)(L1 ± 1)J′
1
, (n2 +∆n2)(L2 ± 1)J′

2
⟩ with J1 ∈ {1/2,3/2} and J2 ∈ {5/2,7/2}

Check which J ′
1 values are coupled to nP1/2 and which to nP3/2 states. Also check which J ′

2 values are coupled to
nF5/2 and which to nF7/2 states.
|(n1 +∆n1)S1/2, (n2 +∆n2)DJ′

2
⟩: (∆n1 ≤ 0,∆n2 ≥ 2) and (∆n1 ≥ 1,∆n2 ≤ 1) with J ′

2 ∈ {3/2, 5/2}
|(n1 +∆n1)S1/2, (n2 +∆n2)GJ′

2
⟩: (∆n1 ≤ 0,∆n2 ≥ 0) and (∆n1 ≥ 1,∆n2 ≤ −1) with J ′

2 ∈ {7/2, 9/2}
|(n1 +∆n1)DJ′

1
, (n2 +∆n2)DJ′

2
⟩: (∆n1 ≤ −2,∆n2 ≥ 2) and (∆n1 ≥ −1,∆n2 ≤ 1) with J ′

1,2 ∈ {3/2, 5/2}
|(n1 +∆n1)DJ′

1
, (n2 +∆n2)GJ′

2
⟩: (∆n1 ≤ −2,∆n2 ≥ 1) and (∆n1 ≥ −1,∆n2 ≤ −1) with J ′

1 ∈ {1/2, 3/2} and
J ′
2 ∈ {7/2, 9/2}

Appendix E: 2D maps for Rubidium pair states

C6 absolute value and sign maps for θ = 0, π/2 in rubidium are shown for |S1/2, S1/2⟩, |PJ1
, PJ2

⟩, |DJ1
, DJ2

⟩, and
|FJ1

, FJ2
⟩ pair states. Additionally, |S1/2, DJ⟩ and |PJ1

, FJ2
⟩ pair state maps are shown as they can also be coupled

via 2- and 3-photon transitions from the ground state, respectively.
Pair states with strong angular dependencies between θ = 0, π/2 can be identified by looking for bright/dark bands

that shift position between the two angles (e.g. |n1FJ , n2FJ⟩), or dark bands that are present in just one of the two
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plots (see e.g. |n1S1/2, n2DJ⟩). Additionally, a change in sign between the two angles also indicates a strong angular
dependency plus an additional zero crossing of C6(θ). Such pair states are present in every plot.

Furthermore, individual pair states can have much stronger C6 values than the surrounding pair states. Usually,
the Förster resonance lines carry such candidates. Some of these Förster resonant pairs possess strongly enhanced
C6 values if the energy defect is particularly small. Besides, one can find isolated resonances such as |57P3/2, 82F7/2⟩
or |113S1/2, 60D5/2⟩. All pair states which have a C6 value that is at least by a factor of ×100 stronger than the C6

values in its vicinity are mentioned in the figure captions.

The 2D map plots for all 2- or 3-photon addressable pair states are included below since the pair states for different
angular quantum number combinations produce different sets of interesting features that are relevant for different
applications. However, as different experiments will seek different properties in the pair states, we cannot compile
an exhaustive list of interesting states. The precalculated angular channel datasets and the angular channel code are
available on GitHub [45] so that users can run their own search for interesting pair states, e.g. with different mj

values or for states matching particular experimental requirements.

Note that the following maps are shown for states with mi = m̃i with mi = ji, i.e. the states often chosen in
experiments. These 2D maps look different for different mj states.

FIG. 7. C6(n1,n2) map for |n1S1/2, n2S1/2⟩ pair states in rubidium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
C6 < 0: blue, C6 > 0: red. m1 = ±j1, m2 = ±j2 and m̃i = mi. The C6 value of (57,79) is a factor of 110 stronger than that
of the surrounding pair states.

FIG. 8. C6(n1,n2) map for |n1P1/2, n2P1/2⟩ pair states in rubidium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
C6 < 0: blue, C6 > 0: red. m1 = ±j1, m2 = ±j2 and m̃i = mi. The state (27, 30) has a C6 value which is at least a factor of
280 higher than of the surrounding pair states.
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FIG. 9. C6(n1,n2) map for |n1P3/2, n2P3/2⟩ pair states in rubidium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
C6 < 0: blue, C6 > 0: red. m1 = ±j1, m2 = ±j2 and m̃i = mi.

FIG. 10. C6(n1,n2) map for |n1D3/2, n2D3/2⟩ pair states in rubidium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
C6 < 0: blue, C6 > 0: red. m1 = ±j1, m2 = ±j2 and m̃i = mi. The state (53, 91) has a C6 value which is at least a factor of
534 higher than of the surrounding pair states, and the factor is just slightly less with 523 for the (60, 76) pair state.

FIG. 11. C6(n1,n2) map for |n1D5/2, n2D5/2⟩ pair states in rubidium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
C6 < 0: blue, C6 > 0: red. m1 = ±j1, m2 = ±j2 and m̃i = mi. The state (36, 62) has a C6 value which is at least a factor of
551 higher than of the surrounding pair states.
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FIG. 12. C6(n1,n2) map for |n1F5/2, n2F5/2⟩ pair states in rubidium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
C6 < 0: blue, C6 > 0: red. m1 = ±j1, m2 = ±j2 and m̃i = mi.

FIG. 13. C6(n1,n2) map for |n1F7/2, n2F7/2⟩ pair states in rubidium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
C6 < 0: blue, C6 > 0: red. m1 = ±j1, m2 = ±j2 and m̃i = mi.

FIG. 14. C6(n1,n2) map for |n1P1/2, n2P3/2⟩ pair states in rubidium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
C6 < 0: blue, C6 > 0: red. m1 = ±j1, m2 = ±j2 and m̃i = mi. The state (106, 80) has a C6 value which is at least a factor
of 176 higher than of the surrounding pair states.



13

FIG. 15. C6(n1,n2) map for |n1D3/2, n2D5/2⟩ pair states in rubidium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
C6 < 0: blue, C6 > 0: red. m1 = ±j1, m2 = ±j2 and m̃i = mi. The state (43, 112) has a C6 value which is at least a factor
of 124 higher than of the surrounding pair states.

FIG. 16. C6(n1,n2) map for |n1F5/2, n2F7/2⟩ pair states in rubidium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
C6 < 0: blue, C6 > 0: red. m1 = ±j1, m2 = ±j2 and m̃i = mi

FIG. 17. C6(n1,n2) map for |n1S1/2, n2D3/2⟩ pair states in rubidium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
C6 < 0: blue, C6 > 0: red. m1 = ±j1, m2 = ±j2 and m̃i = mi. The state (52, 73) has a C6 value which is at least a factor of
164 higher than of the surrounding pair states.
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FIG. 18. C6(n1,n2) map for |n1S1/2, n2D5/2⟩ pair states in rubidium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
C6 < 0: blue, C6 > 0: red. m1 = ±j1, m2 = ±j2 and m̃i = mi. The state (71, 78) has a C6 value which is at least a factor of
212 higher than of the surrounding pair states and the pair state (113, 66) has a minimum ratio of 118.

FIG. 19. C6(n1,n2) map for |n1P1/2, n2F5/2⟩ pair states in rubidium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
C6 < 0: blue, C6 > 0: red. m1 = ±j1, m2 = ±j2 and m̃i = mi. The state (55, 78) has a C6 value which is at least a factor of
169 higher than of the surrounding pair states.

FIG. 20. C6(n1,n2) map for |n1P1/2, n2F7/2⟩ pair states in rubidium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
C6 < 0: blue, C6 > 0: red. m1 = ±j1, m2 = ±j2 and m̃i = mi. The state (55, 78) has a C6 value which is at least a factor of
127 higher than of the surrounding pair states.
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FIG. 21. C6(n1,n2) map for |n1P3/2, n2F5/2⟩ pair states in rubidium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
C6 < 0: blue, C6 > 0: red. m1 = ±j1, m2 = ±j2 and m̃i = mi. The state (57, 82) has a C6 value which is at least a factor of
263 higher than of the surrounding pair states.

FIG. 22. C6(n1,n2) map for |n1P3/2, n2F7/2⟩ pair states in rubidium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
C6 < 0: blue, C6 > 0: red. m1 = ±j1, m2 = ±j2 and m̃i = mi. The state (57, 82) has a C6 value which is at least a factor of
1282 higher than of the surrounding pair states, which is three orders of magnitude!

Appendix F: 2D maps for Cesium pair states

C6 absolute value and sign maps for θ = 0, π/2 in rubidium are shown for |S1/2, S1/2⟩, |PJ1
, PJ2

⟩, |DJ1
, DJ2

⟩, and
|FJ1

, FJ2
⟩ pair states. Additionally, |S1/2, DJ⟩ and |PJ1

, FJ2
⟩ pair state maps are shown as they can also be coupled

via 2- and 3-photon transitions from the ground state, respectively.

Pair states with strong angular dependencies between θ = 0, π/2 can be identified by looking for bright/dark bands
that shift position between the two angles (e.g. |n1P1/2, n2P1/2⟩), or dark bands that are present in just one of the
two plots (see e.g. |n1F5/2, n2F7/2⟩). Additionally, a change in sign between the two angles also indicates a strong
angular dependency plus an additional zero crossing of C6(θ). Such pair states are present in every plot.

Furthermore, individual pair states can have much stronger C6 values than the surrounding pair states. Usually,
the Förster resonance lines carry such candidates. Some of these Förster resonant pairs possess strongly enhanced
C6 values if the energy defect is particularly small. Besides, one can find isolated resonances such as |27F7/2, 69F7/2⟩
or |71S1/2, 98D3/2⟩. All pair states which have a C6 value that is at least by a factor of ×100 stronger than the C6

values in its vicinity are mentioned in the figure captions. The ratio to the C6 values in the vicinity are usually lower
for cesium than for rubidium.

The 2D map plots for all 2- or 3-photon addressable pair states are included below since the pair states for different
angular quantum number combinations produce different sets of interesting features that are relevant for different
applications. However, as different experiments will seek different properties in the pair states, we cannot compile
an exhaustive list of interesting states. The precalculated angular channel datasets and the angular channel code are
available on GitHub [45] so that users can run their own search for interesting pair states, e.g. with different mj

values or for states matching particular experimental requirements.

Note that the following maps are shown for states with mi = m̃i with mi = ji, i.e. the states often chosen in
experiments. These 2D maps look different for different mj states.
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FIG. 23. C6(n1,n2) map for |n1S1/2, n2S1/2⟩ pair states in cesium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
C6 < 0: blue, C6 > 0: red. m1 = ±j1, m2 = ±j2 and m̃i = mi.

FIG. 24. C6(n1,n2) map for |n1P1/2, n2P1/2⟩ pair states in cesium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
C6 < 0: blue, C6 > 0: red. m1 = ±j1, m2 = ±j2 and m̃i = mi.

FIG. 25. C6(n1,n2) map for |n1P3/2, n2P3/2⟩ pair states in cesium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
C6 < 0: blue, C6 > 0: red. m1 = ±j1, m2 = ±j2 and m̃i = mi. The state (53, 90) has a C6 value which is at least a factor of
831 higher than of the surrounding pair states and the pair state (40, 82) has a minimum ratio of 219.
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FIG. 26. C6(n1,n2) map for |n1D3/2, n2D3/2⟩ pair states in cesium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
C6 < 0: blue, C6 > 0: red. m1 = ±j1, m2 = ±j2 and m̃i = mi. The state (42, 71) has a C6 value which is at least a factor of
576 higher than of the surrounding pair states.

FIG. 27. C6(n1,n2) map for |n1D5/2, n2D5/2⟩ pair states in cesium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
C6 < 0: blue, C6 > 0: red. m1 = ±j1, m2 = ±j2 and m̃i = mi.

FIG. 28. C6(n1,n2) map for |n1F5/2, n2F5/2⟩ pair states in cesium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
C6 < 0: blue, C6 > 0: red. m1 = ±j1, m2 = ±j2 and m̃i = mi

.
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FIG. 29. C6(n1,n2) map for |n1F7/2, n2F7/2⟩ pair states in cesium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
C6 < 0: blue, C6 > 0: red. m1 = ±j1, m2 = ±j2 and m̃i = mi. The state (27, 69) has a C6 value which is at least a factor of
178 higher than of the surrounding pair states.

FIG. 30. C6(n1,n2) map for |n1P1/2, n2P3/2⟩ pair states in cesium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
C6 < 0: blue, C6 > 0: red. m1 = ±j1, m2 = ±j2 and m̃i = mi. The state (113, 94) has a C6 value which is at least a factor
of 102 higher than of the surrounding pair states.

FIG. 31. C6(n1,n2) map for |n1D3/2, n2D5/2⟩ pair states in cesium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
C6 < 0: blue, C6 > 0: red. m1 = ±j1, m2 = ±j2 and m̃i = mi. The state (99, 60) has a C6 value which is at least a factor of
167 higher than of the surrounding pair states.
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FIG. 32. C6(n1,n2) map for |n1F5/2, n2F7/2⟩ pair states in cesium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
C6 < 0: blue, C6 > 0: red. m1 = ±j1, m2 = ±j2 and m̃i = mi. The state (27, 69) has a C6 value which is at least a factor of
181 higher than of the surrounding pair states.

FIG. 33. C6(n1,n2) map for |n1S1/2, n2D3/2⟩ pair states in cesium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
C6 < 0: blue, C6 > 0: red. m1 = ±j1, m2 = ±j2 and m̃i = mi. The state (98, 71) has a C6 value which is at least a factor of
246 higher than of the surrounding pair states.

FIG. 34. C6(n1,n2) map for |n1S1/2, n2D5/2⟩ pair states in cesium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
C6 < 0: blue, C6 > 0: red. m1 = ±j1, m2 = ±j2 and m̃i = mi. The state (67, 78) has a C6 value which is at least a factor of
187 higher than of the surrounding pair states and the pair state (90, 52) has a minimum ratio of 171.
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FIG. 35. C6(n1,n2) map for |n1P1/2, n2F5/2⟩ pair states in cesium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
C6 < 0: blue, C6 > 0: red. m1 = ±j1, m2 = ±j2 and m̃i = mi. The state (24, 42) has a C6 value which is at least a factor of
629 higher than of the surrounding pair states and the pair state (54, 103) has a minimum ratio of 156.

FIG. 36. C6(n1,n2) map for |n1P1/2, n2F7/2⟩ pair states in cesium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
C6 < 0: blue, C6 > 0: red. m1 = ±j1, m2 = ±j2 and m̃i = mi. The state (24, 42) has a C6 value which is at least a factor of
662 higher than of the surrounding pair states and the pair state (54, 103) has a minimum ratio of 162.

FIG. 37. C6(n1,n2) map for |n1P3/2, n2F5/2⟩ pair states in cesium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
C6 < 0: blue, C6 > 0: red. m1 = ±j1, m2 = ±j2 and m̃i = mi.
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FIG. 38. C6(n1,n2) map for |n1P3/2, n2F7/2⟩ pair states in cesium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
C6 < 0: blue, C6 > 0: red. m1 = ±j1, m2 = ±j2 and m̃i = mi.
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