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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 Forster resonances with ni # ng, 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 n; # no can have particu-
larly pronounced Forster resonances, which makes them
strong candidates for future experiments. Our approach
explains why Forster 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
ny = ng, e.g. [35-37], or relied on brute-force calcu-
lations, such as [38, 39]. Focusing on Rydberg states
with n; = no 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 Forster
resonance structures. We aim to alleviate these short-
comings with this work.

In order to demonstrate our approach, we have chosen
|n1Py /2, m2 Py /o) 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 Forster 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 Vya for processes with AM = 0,41, +2.
Shaded areas have positive sign. (b) Definition of the relative
position (R, 0,¢) 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. A 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
Vaa(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]
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with the dipole operators defined as d® = d* and
t = F 7 (d“c + zdy> 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 = mq 4+ mo, while the middle and lower
row lead to changes of AM = +1 and AM = +2. The
change in total magnetic quantum number AM there-
fore determines the angular dependency of the processes
in Vgq, as show in Figure 1 (a).

This dipole-operator quantifies the leading term of
the interaction between two Rydberg atoms with ori-
entation (R,6,¢) while transitioning from |r;) — |r])
and |ro) — |rh), as shown in Figure 1 (b, ¢). Ef-

fectively, the dipole-dipole interaction leads to a cou-
pling V(R) = (r1,r2| Vaa(R) |r},75) of the pair states
|ri,72) and |r{,r5), which have an energy difference
A = E(ry,r) — E(r},7}).

For interatomic distances below the vdW radius
Roaw = {/|[V(R)/A|, the interactions scale as
x V(R) = C3(R)/R? and grow with (n*)* [12]. In
the vdW limit with » > R,qw, on the other hand,
the interaction-induced level shift scales as o« V(R)? =
Cs(R)/RS and grows with the effective principal quan-
tum number (n*)!' [12, 36]. In this work, we consider
the vdW limit where V(R) < A such that second-order
perturbation theory is applicable.

II. VAN DER WAALS INTERACTIONS

Second-order processes take place via an intermedi-
ate pair state |ry,r5) [43], but for arbitrary initial states
|r1,72) 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 |}, r5)

HR)= Y
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With this Hamiltonian, the resulting interaction strength
of a given pair state |r1,74) can be calculated via

—CG(R; 7‘177’2)/R6=<7‘177’2|E[(R) |7‘177’2>. (3)

As shown in Figure 2, one finds structures arising in Cg
for variable (ny, ms), as well as a pronounced angular
dependency for certain pair states and changes in sign
of Cg. 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
|r1,72) is strongly simplified by isolating the angular
channels (11, j1; 12, j2) < (11, 71;15, 75) 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 H(R), and then at the energy
defect A in the denominator.

A. Angular Channels

The second-order process consists of two consecutive
dipole transitions V;4(R) with their respective dipole ma-
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FIG. 2. Structures in Cg(f) values of n1P;,2,n2Pq/2) in rubidium. (a) shows the absolute value of Cs(#) and (b) the
sign of Cs () for |n1 Py, 2P 2) pair states in rubidium (red: Cg > 0, blue: Cs < 0). The 2D maps on the LHS in (a) and
(b) show Cs(6) at # = 0 while the maps on the RHS show the respective same but for § = 7/2. The top row plot shows a
cross-section through the corresponding 2D maps at the dashed lines where na = 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 Cg for § = 0, 7/2 is strongly
pronounced at e.g. ni & n2, which is indicated by the open triangles/full circles having different values. Order-of-magnitude

and sign maps for other |n1L91,

trix elements in single-atom basis

d* = (n',U,j',m}|d*|n, 1, j,m;)
= R(na lv]a n/7llvj/)Da(l7j7 m]a llvj/a m;)

separating into radial and angular components R and D¢
respectively [36, 39, 44]. Explicit expressions for each are
given in Appendix A.

The angular coupling D* depends on all quantum num-
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All mj-state dependence and angular dependencies have
been absorbed in ﬁ(l;,j;,m;; 0,9), as detailed in Ap-
pendix B, and we set (I[7) = (1141,157%) as shorthand
notation.
Each angular momentum channel
|11, 915 Lo, 2) — |11, 31505, 35) — |1, J1; 12, ga)

has a corresponding channel strength C’él”i) which is,
per definition, independent of the interatomic orientation
(R, 0, ¢). The channel’s unique angular dependency
D(l}, 1, m}; 0, ¢) is governed by the accessible m; sub-
state path (myi,ma) — (mf,mb) — (M1, M2), weighted
by their relative strengths as in equation (1). This is
shown in Figure 3 for a |Py/y, Py /) state, which effec-

noLY)) pair states for Rb and Cs can be found in Appendices E and F respectively.

bers except for the principal quantum number n, while
the radial coupling strength depends only on n, [ and j.
The energy defect A is also independent of m;, unless
electric or magnetic fields are applied. This allows us
to separate the sum over all intermediate state principal
quantum numbers (nf, n%) from the sums over the angu-
lar quantum numbers (I}, j) and re-cast the Hamiltonian
from equation (2) into the form
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tively has three different angular momentum channels,
up to a permutation of the |S; /2, D3/2) channel. For dif-
ferent intermediate states, we have different m; pathways
accessible when starting in a given initial (m,mg) pair
state and ending in (M, ms). This leads to different an-
gular dependencies and coupling strengths for the various
channels.

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

the channels had a much larger channel strength Cél” 2
than the others, then the resulting overall Cg interaction
were dominated by this particular channel. For this rea-
son, we will now have a more detailed look at the channel

strengths Cﬁ(l"j 9 to be able to predict where such reso-
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FIG. 3. Angular momentum channels for |Py,3,Py/2)
states. For initial and final state being |P; 2, P1/2), one has
four angular momentum channels with intermediate states of
the type (a) [S1/2,51/2), (b) |Si/2, D3/2) and its permuta-
tion, and (c) |D3/2, D3/2). The resulting angular dependency
of each channel is shown along 6 for m1 = mq (solid) and
m1 # mo (dashdot) with m; = m;. (d) Level schematics
showing the possible m; — m}, — 7; pathways fulfilling the
condition m; = m,, 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 Vdd in equation
(1) contribute differently to the different channels. The dif-
ferent total angular momentum changes AM of the two-atom
system are shown separately, and different possible paths have
different linestyles. The different m; paths available for ev-
ery channel for a given set (m;,m;) 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 |r;) and |r.), which depends only
on the n and I quantum numbers. Generally, the ra-
dial coupling strength R grows with increasing principal
quantum number n. This can be seen in larger Cg 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 Cs. These are caused by the en-
ergy defect A(n}, 1, ji). Small energy defects for a given
intermediate state |r], 75) lead to strong contributions to

the channel strength C’él’/ﬂ l{). In the extreme case of a near
Forster resonant pair state, i.e. for a very small energy
defect, the channel strength would be dominated by the
contribution of this near Forster-resonant intermediate
pair state alone.

Figure 4 shows the energy defect structure for
|n1Py/2,m2Py o) states in rubidium. For every chan-
nel, one can see that the lines of large channel strengths

|Cél”i) are caused by small energy defects with inter-
mediate pair states |(ny + Anl)L;i, (ng + Ang)L;’Q. For
different principal quantum numbers (n1,n9) it is dif-
ferent changes in principal quantum number An; which
minimise the energy defect, as shown in detail in Figure
4 (b) and (c). These lines of strong resonance lie off the
n1 = no 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 Forster resonance for a
given Anq, Ans pair can also be seen in the associated
sign change of the channel strength C(i:74)

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 Cg(f, ¢). The angular dependency of the resulting
Cs 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 Cg and its
changes in sign are caused by Forster resonances of the
energy defect A, i.e. the denominator in equation (4).
It is important to point out that the absolute value of
Cs depends on the azimuthal angle 6 via the channel’s
angular dependency D(l}, ji, m}). The equatorial angle ¢
merely contributes a AM-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 |ny Py /5, 60.P; /2) states
of rubidium in Figure 5. The upper panel shows the ab-
solute values of Cg at interatomic orientations § = 0, /2
relative to the quantisation axis. The lower panel shows

the corresponding channel strengths Cﬁ(liji) with their



(a) |initiall) ——  |intermediate) [final) (c)
[N1P12, N2P12)  [S12s S1p2) D312, S12) [N1P1j2, NyPyp) 110
A [S1/2: D32) [D3/2, D32)
0I 7AY
( (Any, Any) —
(b)
. - — - s R
sg "0 =60 % %Www F
-5 E . F F
o3 0Ff ;2%%%99 [ r
ToE F ®Cs(6=0) 0 4 1 &8 70k r
O35 -500F v Gl =2 | e | s 4= 7F b
° T CI“."I}')I> . T T T N T T T T T T T T T T —T A T 50 :_ :_
2§ 102, % Loy A e A F F
A ':EL cln <o IS T 30F - —
S, 100L i . [ S Nl
= I E BERRRERSSEs e
CR i | ] | | 110F-An, =0 FAn, =1 .
— — — — — — [ An, = An FAn, = An ]
£% 03FEAn, =1 ' ' Iy N L p . 4 An=-4
5% 03FAN; R A 4
we 0.0F A A A~ r 4 F 1 An=-3
<99 —03f An, = 3 A 4 f s G 70F E 3
= 7k I | N L LAl L 1AL [ L 1An=-1
H|E7f‘ e e e sof- 2 Jan=o0
< 5k k| F F An=1
& 30F, F JAn=2
S 3 Bt bt LB e b b e LT AR =3
= 0 50 70 90 110 30 50 70 90 110 An=4

ny

FIG. 4. Relevant energy defect structures for angular momentum channels of [n1P; /2, n2P; /) states in rubidium.
(a) Schematic representation of the angular channels of |Py/3, Pi/3), which can couple to intermediate states of the type
[(n1 + Am)L;i , (n2 + Anz)L;’é ). Energy levels of the intermediate pair states are indicated as gray lines. A particularly small
energy defect A leads to a strong contribution of the intermediate pair state n; = n; + An; to the channel strength Cél"’ji). (b)
For the ny = 60 states in rubidium, the absolute Cs values are shown (top) with the contribution of the |S,2, Ds/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 A crosses zero for fixed An; = 1 and different Ans 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 (Ani, Ang) 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 Forster defect structure of the different angular channels that gives
rise to the structure in the channel strengths. For the symmetric channels |Sy/2,51/2) and |Ds)2, D3/2) one has to add the
interchanged Ani, Ans values to arrive at the full Férster defect structure, which corresponds to an inflection of the energy
defect plot at the diagonal dashed line.

various Forster resonances visible as local peaks in the III. CONCLUSION
channel strengths. The insets on the bottom right show
the channel’s angular dependencies for m; = m; = +1/2,
and the insets on top show the corresponding Cg(6) val-
ues. n; = 52 is an example where the |S} /9, D3/2) chan-
nel dominates the others by orders of magnitude and
therefore detemines the angular dependency. Forster res-
onances of an angular channel are therefore usually asso-
ciated with an associated angular dependency of Cg(6),
and sign flips of Cg occur in the vicinity of channel res-
onances. A counterexample is set by e.g. n; = 110,
where the angular dependencies of the different channels
cancel which leads to effectively isotropic interactions.
Pair states like [76P; /2,60P, /2), on the other hand, show
that the angular dependency of Cg(f) is the sum of the
weighted angular dependencies of the different channels.
Here, two channels of different sign cancel each other at
a Forster zero [35] angle where the interaction strength
vanishes as the sign of Cg changes along 6.

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 m; paths. The strength of an angular chan-
nel is determined by the radial coupling and energy de-
fect structure of the intermediate pair states. Forster
resonances in the energy defect lead to strong contri-

butions to the channel strength Cél"’”). When adding
the different angular channels, one arrives at the over-
all interaction potential Cg(f). In the vicinity of Forster
resonances, the properties of Cg show structures such as
exaggerated interaction strengths and strong angular de-
pendencies as well as changes in sign of Cj.

Our angular channel approach can therefore be used
to identify pair states with strong or vanishing angular



@.. ) es OO0 @

US0uuuuiuuouuuuuuuouoy0voo °°°°6°°°°°°°°°°

20
i oev °, oooﬂvzWW%’ ”9% 3
v ® C6(6=0) T

{viv]
Quuov v C6(0=n12
10*2:‘|WQ°?0‘ P S .( . n./ )u'

K
° e 569 "M-na!neooooooouosoouou.

21 A ]
10 AAAMAA Uu._\DHDDBGQQQDDDEEWNNBESszABﬁnngﬂ@@mmmmmQAEQDBBBWEEEGD@DWEWDN

’2 6OO fe1®]
100F Q!““...n naad LN 60000000000o
...‘. mod Slaly
2 .l“... UD”“DUDUD
10~ 4= gaal
pae®

B e
20 30 40 50 60 70 80 0

m

|C6(0)] in
GHz(um)®
3
T
]
<
3
0
Q
<
<
<
<
<

|
QﬂﬂﬁOOOOOQOOOQu

U in

6

GHz(um)®

FIG. 5. Channel structure and resulting angular dependency for |niP;,2,60P;,2) states in rubidium. The upper
panel shows Cs(6) in (GHz pm®) for m; = me = %4 and 7m; = m; at two different angles, @ = 0,7/2 (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 Forster 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 m; = me = +j and m; = m;
(blue: |Sy/2,81/2), green: [Sy/2, D3/2), yellow: |Ds/z,S1/2), red: |Dsz/9, D3/2)). It is interesting to note that the interaction
strengths for e.g. n1 = 52, ne = 60 are larger than for n; = ns = 60 and the angular anisotropy is significantly less pronounced,
as can also be seen in the insets above the main plot showing Cs(6). Due to the resulting interaction properties, these Forster
resonances with ni # ng are very interesting for potential experimental applications. States like e.g. n1 = 48, na = 60 show
Forster zeroes [35], which can be exploited for orders-of-magnitude differences in interaction strength.

dependency to match experimental requirements. As the cannot necessarily meet. Additionally, the insight from
calculation of the angular dependency is independent of  this approach can be used for various other applications
the computation of the strengths of the angular channels such as e.g. interaction switching.

Cé 02) , these two tasks can be separated computationally The angular channel approach was demonstrated for
which gives a significant advantage over existing imple-  degenerate my; states, i.e. for the case without external
mentations such as ARC [39]. These existing implemen-  electric or magnetic fields applied to the system, but can
tations need to re-run their full calculations for every an- easily be extended to include these scenarios.

gle f 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 The authors acknowledge useful discussions with and
approach therefore makes searching the full manifold of  feedback from Aaron Reinhard and Nikola Sibali¢. We
(n1, n2) Rydberg states at different angles feasible and also thank Liam Gallagher for careful reading of the
allows to easily find pair states that match experimental manuscript.
requirements. In addition, the angular channel approach Financial support was provided by EPSRC grant
provides an intuitive and detailed understanding of the ~ EP/V030280/1 (“Quantum optics using Rydberg polari-
origin of the angular dependency and the implications tons”) and Durham University.
of Forster 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
ny # ng for future experiments in order to access and
utilise the wealth of Rydberg pair interaction potentials
naturally available. Interaction potentials with n; # ng
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 n; = no states
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ie. ai(0,¢) = (mi, mh|WI(0, $)|m1,ms) at ¢ = 0. Solid shaded areas indicate positive values. (c) Plot of m; coupling strength
from |—1/2,-1/2) — >, a; |[£1/2,£1/2) for ¢ = 0. Note that the detection probability in the new basis |a;|* is independent
of ¢ and therefore determined by 6 only.

Appendix A: Expressions for Radial and Angular Coupling Strengths
The radial R and angular D® parts
d* = (n', U, ", mf|d*n, 1, j,mg) = Rin, 1 j; o', 5D jymys U, 5'ym))
of the dipole matrix element of a single-atom transition are given by [36, 38, 39]
R(n,1; n',1') = (=)' /@I + 1) + 1) <(l) (1) g) /Ooo Ru(r)erRyp(r) rdr (A1)

and

D (L, jymy; Uy j'ymf) = (=1)! et (2 e 1) (257 + 1)

g1y i 1y
{l’ s l} (—mj —« mé) (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 6 =0

To sum over all possible intermediate magnetic fine-structure states (m/,m%) in equation (4) is tedious. To simplify
numerical implementations of equation (4) one rotates the system such that 8/ = 0 because then only the AM =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 X, one applies Wigner D-matrices W(6, ¢) such that |z) = W1(6, ¢) |z) [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 {m;} basis to the {m;} basis, but do not change any of the other quantum numbers n, [, or j.
W therefore depends on j, m; and m;, as well as on § and ¢. The angle ¢, however, only contributes a complex phase
factor £ exp(Fing) proportional to the change in total angular momentum, i.e. n = Amy + Amgy. The numerical
implementation then reduces to

Colb,0) = 3 LI (1 Wa(6, 0) DL 31) W (0. 9) I
{3}

where D(lz, Jji) is evaluated at 6 = 0 for every angular momentum channel (I}, j7; 1, j5). Note that the Wigner-D
matrix W2 Watom 1 ® Watom o here constitutes of a product of the two single-atom Wigner-D matrices Watom i
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The factor (f| Wa (6, ¢) D(I;, i) Wi(6, ¢) |i) can be evaluated by implementing the Wigner D-matrix basis rotation
and use the states expressed in the rotated basis to caculate

(Lij11, Z232mj2‘ﬁ(l§jz{)|l1jlmj17 lajomja)

= Z Z C(a)D*(lijimj, 1gimi) D™ (lajamya, lyjamis) | X
{(m}um;z)} ac{0,£1}
> C(o YD (15 jimlyy, Djurmg) D™ (I, jhm, lajaringe) | - (B1)
a’e{0,+1}

The different weights of the three different m; channels in Vaa(0 = 0) are implemented via

Cla) = {2, a=0

-1, a=4+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 m; and m;, one has to study the relevant
contributions. E.g. in the case for |5} /2, 51 /2) states one finds that the angular dependencies of the | P, /5, P, /2) and the
|P1/2, P3/2) (or |Ps/a, Py j2)) channels cancel for (1, 1m2) = (m1, m2). The same occurs for the | Py /9, P /) state and
the intermediate states |S/2,51/2) and [Sy /2, D3/2) (or [Ds/,S1/2)), also with (m},my) = (m1, ma). However, for
the overall Cy 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 Forster resonances this is
usually given - but on Forster resonances of an angular channel it is not, as one can see in Figure 5. Away from
Forster 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: Forster Resonance Lines For Angular Momentum Channels Of Different Initial States

In the following, we list the Forster 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 Forster resonance lines significantly.

Note that the symmetric channels with (I;, j;) = (I;, j;) produce the same behaviour for exchange of n; and n;, while
the asymmetric channels do not. This is indicated by the different indices ¢,j (symmetric) versus 1,2 (asymmetric)
for the An, parameters in the following lists.

1. \nlsl/z, n281/2> — |(n1 + Anl)PJfl, (nz + Ang)PJ/2>

|(n1 + Any) Py, (n2 + Ang)Pyy): An; < —1,An; > 0 with i # j

2. |1’11PJ,1’12PJ> <~ ‘(Ill + Anl)(Ll + l)Jll, (1’12 + Anz)(L2 + l)J/2> with J; € {1/273/2}

Check which J’ values are coupled to nP; /2 states.

|(n1 + Any)Si 2, (n2 + Ang)Si/2): An; <0,An; > 1

[(ny + Anl)Sl/g, (no + ATLQ)DJé>: (Any <0,Ang > —1) and (Any > 1, Any < —2)

|(n1 + Any)Dyr, (ng + Ang)Dyr): An; < —2,An; > —1 for i # j and J' € 3/2,5/2

|(n1 + Any)Dg/o, (n2 + Ang)Dsjo): (Any < —=2,Any > —1) and (An; > —1,Any < —2)



3. ‘1’11DJ,H2DJ> — |(n1 + Al’ll)(Ll + 1)‘1117 (n2 + Al’lz)(Lz + 1)_]/2> with J € {3/2,5/2}

Check which J’ values are coupled to n.Ds/5 and which to nDj5/; states.

|(n1 + Any) Py, (ng + Ang)Py): An; < 1,An; > 2 with i # 5

|(n1 4+ Any) Py 9, (n2 + Ang) Py /o): (Ang < 1,Ang > 2) and (Any > 2,Any < 1)

|(n1+ Any) Py, (ng + Ang)Fyp): (Any < 1,Ang > —1) and (Any > 2,Any < —2) with J] € {1/2,3/2} and
Jy € {5/2,7/2}

|(n1 + A?’Ll)FJ/, (’17,2 + Ang)FJ/>Z Anz < —2, A?’LJ > —1 with ¢ 75] and J’ S {5/2,7/2}

|(n1 + Any) Fs 2, (n2 + Ang) Fr9): (Ang < =2, Any > —1) and (Ang > —1,Any < —2)

4. ‘anJ,n2FJ> <~ |(n1 + Al’ll)(Ll + 1)_1117 (1’12 + Al’lz)(Lz + 1)_]/2> with J € {5/2,7/2}

Check which J’ values are coupled to nFy/; and which to nfFy/, states.

|(n1 + Any)Dy, (ne + Ang)Dy): An; <1,An; > 2 with i # j

|(n1 + Ani)Dsa, (n2 + Ang)Dsjo): (Any < 1,Any > 2) and (Ang > 2, Any < 1)

|(n1+ Ani)Dyr, (ng + Anz)G): (Ang < 1,Any > 0) and (Any > 2,Any < —1) with J; € {3/2,5/2} and
Jy €{7/2,9/2}

[(n1 + Any)Gyr, (n2 + Ang)Gyr): An; < —1,An; > 1 with i # j and J' € {7/2,9/2}

|(n1 + An1)Gr)2, (N2 4+ Ang)Gyo): (Any < —1,Any > 1) and (Any > 1,Any < —1)

5. ‘l’llsl/g,l’lzD_h) — |(Il1 + Anl)PJfl, (1’12 + Anz)(Lz + 1)y2> with Js € {3/2,5/2}

Check which J; values are coupled to nD3/, and which to nDs/y states.

|(’ﬂ1 + A’I’Ll)PJ{, (TLQ + ARQ)PJ2/>I (Am S 717An2 Z 2) and (Am Z O,Ang S 1) with JLQ S {1/2,3/2}

|(n1+ Any) Py, (ng + Ang)Fy): (Any < —1,Any > —1) and (Any > 0,Any < —2) with J; € {1/2,3/2} and
Jy e {5/2,7/2}

6. ‘nlsl/z,l’le‘b) L |(1’11 + Anl)PJfl, (1’12 + Anz)(Lz + l)J/2> with J; € {5/2,7/2}

Check which J; values are coupled to nF5,, and which to nfy/, states.

|(7’l1+ATL1)PJ{,(RQ+AH2)DJ£>Z (A?’ll S —1,An2 Z 2) and (A?’ll Z O,Ang S 1) with J{ S {1/2,3/2} and
J5 €{3/2,5/2}

|(n1+ Any) Py, (ng2 + Ang)G gy): (Any < —1,Ang > 0) and (Any > 0,Ang < —1) with Jj € {1/2,3/2} and
J5 e {7/2,9/2}

7. |1’11PJ17H2FJ2> <~ ‘(1’11 + Anl)(Ll + l)J/l, (1’12 + Anz)(Lz + l)J/2> with J; € {1/2,3/2} and J; € {5/277/2}

Check which Jj values are coupled to nP; /5 and which to nPs/, states. Also check which J; values are coupled to
nFy /o and which to nfFy/ states.

|(n1 + Any)Sis, (n2 + Ang)Djp): (Any <0,Ang > 2) and (Any > 1,Any < 1) with Jj € {3/2,5/2}

|(n1 + Any)Si 2, (n2 + Ang)G gy): (Any < 0,Ang > 0) and (Any > 1, Any < —1) with J; € {7/2,9/2}

|(n1+ Ani)Dyr, (ng + Ang)Dyy): (Any < =2, Ang > 2) and (Any > —1,Any < 1) with Jj , € {3/2,5/2}

|(n1+ Ani)Dyr, (ng + Ang)G ) (Anyp < —2,Ang > 1) and (An; > —1,Any < —1) with J{ € {1/2,3/2} and
Jy e {7/2,9/2}

Appendix E: 2D maps for Rubidium pair states

Cs absolute value and sign maps for 6§ = 0,7/2 in rubidium are shown for |S; /2,51 /2), |Ps,, P1,), |Dy,, Dy,), and
|Fy,, Fy,) pair states. Additionally, |S;,2, Ds) and |Py,, Fz,) 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 6 = 0,7/2 can be identified by looking for bright /dark bands
that shift position between the two angles (e.g. |n1Fy,noFy)), or dark bands that are present in just one of the two
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plots (see e.g. [n1S7/2,n2D)). Additionally, a change in sign between the two angles also indicates a strong angular
dependency plus an additional zero crossing of Cg(6). Such pair states are present in every plot.

Furthermore, individual pair states can have much stronger Cg values than the surrounding pair states. Usually,
the Forster resonance lines carry such candidates. Some of these Forster resonant pairs possess strongly enhanced
Ce values if the energy defect is particularly small. Besides, one can find isolated resonances such as [57P; /5, 82F7/2)
or [11351/2,60D5/2). All pair states which have a Cg value that is at least by a factor of x100 stronger than the Cs
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 m;
values or for states matching particular experimental requirements.

Note that the following maps are shown for states with m; = m; with m; = j;, i.e. the states often chosen in
experiments. These 2D maps look different for different m; states.
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FIG. 7. Cg(n1,n2) map for [n;S;/2, n2S;,2) pair states in rubidium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
Cs < 0: blue, Cs > 0: red. m1 = £j1, me = +j2 and m; = m;. The Cs value of (57,79) is a factor of 110 stronger than that

of the surrounding pair states.
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FIG. 8. Cg(n1,n2) map for [n1P;,/3, n2P;/3) pair states in rubidium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
Cs < 0: blue, Cs > 0: red. my = %351, ma = 52 and m; = m,. The state (27, 30) has a Cs value which is at least a factor of

280 higher than of the surrounding pair states.
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FIG. 9. Cg(n1,n2) map for n;1 P35, naPg3/2) pair states in rubidium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with

Cs < 0: blue, Cs > 0: red. m1 = +j1, ma = £j2 and m; = m;.
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FIG. 10. C¢(n1,n2) map for [n1Dg/2, n2Dg/,) pair states in rubidium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
Cs < 0: blue, Cs > 0: red. m1 = +j1, ma = £j2 and m; = m,;. The state (53, 91) has a Cs 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.

110F
90}

70}

logi1o(|Cs])
n;
log10(|Csl)

50f

30}
AT W A L T A i b
30 50 70 90 110 30 50 70 90 110
ny ny

30 50 70 90 110 30 50 70 90 110
n; m

FIG. 11. Cg¢(n1,n2) map for [n1Ds,2, n2D5,2) pair states in rubidium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
Cs < 0: blue, Cs > 0: red. my = %51, ma = 52 and m; = m,. The state (36, 62) has a Cs value which is at least a factor of

551 higher than of the surrounding pair states.
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FIG. 12. Cg¢(n1,n2) map for n1Fy5/3, naFy5/,) pair states in rubidium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
Cs < 0: blue, Cs > 0: red. m1 = +j1, ma = £j2 and m; = m;.
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FIG. 13. Cg(n1,n2) map for n1F7 3, naFr ) pair states in rubidium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
Cs < 0: blue, Cs > 0: red. m1 = +j1, me = £j2 and m; = m;.
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FIG. 14. Cg¢(n1,n2) map for [n1P;,2, n2P3/;) pair states in rubidium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
m;. The state (106, 80) has a Cs value which is at least a factor

Cs < 0: blue, Cs > 0: red. my = :|:j1, meo = :|:j2 and m;
of 176 higher than of the surrounding pair states.
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FIG. 15. C¢(n1,n2) map for [n1Dg,3, n2Ds,2) pair states in rubidium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
Cs < 0: blue, Cs > 0: red. m1 = +j1, ma = %72 and m; = m;. The state (43, 112) has a Cs value which is at least a factor

of 124 higher than of the surrounding pair states.
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FIG. 16. Cg(n1,n2) map for n1F5/5, naFr ) pair states in rubidium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
Ces < 0: blue, Cg > 0: red. my = +j1, me = £j2 and m; = m;
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FIG. 17. Cg(n1,n2) map for [n1S; /3, n2Dg/3) pair states in rubidium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
Cs < 0: blue, Cs > 0: red. my = %351, ma = 52 and m; = m,. The state (52, 73) has a Cs value which is at least a factor of

164 higher than of the surrounding pair states.



110 [EREK0) 5 110F
3 90F =
O [ @]
o~ = o B =
a 1 = & 70t 3
— —
o o
= 50 o
-1 ¥
30f i
_ PR RPN ISP i TSP PR i b i _
30 50 70 90 110 30 50 70 90 110 5 30 50 70 90 110 30 50 70 90 110 °
n; n

n; m

FIG. 18. Cg(n1,n2) map for [n1S; /3, n2Dj5/2) pair states in rubidium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
Cs < 0: blue, Cs > 0: red. m1 = £j1, ma = £j2 and m; = m,;. The state (71, 78) has a Cs 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.
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FIG. 19. Cg(n1,nz2) map for [n1Py,2, n2F5/2) pair states in rubidium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
Cs < 0: blue, Cs > 0: red. m1 = £j1, ma = £j2 and m; = m,;. The state (55, 78) has a Cs value which is at least a factor of

169 higher than of the surrounding pair states.
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FIG. 20. Cg(n1,n2) map for [n1P;,3, n2F7/2) pair states in rubidium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
Cs < 0: blue, Cs > 0: red. my = %351, ma = 52 and m; = m,. The state (55, 78) has a Cs value which is at least a factor of

127 higher than of the surrounding pair states.
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FIG. 21. Cg(n1,n2) map for [n1P3/2, n2F5/2) pair states in rubidium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
Cs < 0: blue, Cs > 0: red. m1 = £j1, ma = £j2 and m; = m,;. The state (57, 82) has a Cs value which is at least a factor of
263 higher than of the surrounding pair states.
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FIG. 22. Cg¢(n1,n2) map for [n1P3/2, n2F7/2) pair states in rubidium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
Cs < 0: blue, Cs > 0: red. m1 = £j1, ma = £j2 and m; = m,;. The state (57, 82) has a Cs 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

Cs absolute value and sign maps for § = 0,7/2 in rubidium are shown for [S; /2,51 /2), |Ps,, P1,), |Ds,, Dy,), and
|F5,, Fy,) pair states. Additionally, |Sy/2, Ds) and |Py,, Fi7,) 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 6 = 0,7/2 can be identified by looking for bright /dark bands
that shift position between the two angles (e.g. |n1P;/2,n2P;/2)), or dark bands that are present in just one of the
two plots (see e.g. |nil%5/2,n2F7)2)). Additionally, a change in sign between the two angles also indicates a strong
angular dependency plus an additional zero crossing of Cg(). Such pair states are present in every plot.

Furthermore, individual pair states can have much stronger Cg values than the surrounding pair states. Usually,
the Forster resonance lines carry such candidates. Some of these Forster resonant pairs possess strongly enhanced
Cé values if the energy defect is particularly small. Besides, one can find isolated resonances such as [27F7 /5, 69F7 /2)
or |7151/2,98D3,5). All pair states which have a Cg value that is at least by a factor of x100 stronger than the Cg
values in its vicinity are mentioned in the figure captions. The ratio to the Cg 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 m;
values or for states matching particular experimental requirements.

Note that the following maps are shown for states with m; = m; with m; = j;, i.e. the states often chosen in
experiments. These 2D maps look different for different m; states.
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FIG. 23. Cg(n1,n2) map for |n1S;,2, n2S;,2) pair states in cesium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
Cs < 0: blue, Cs > 0: red. m1 = +j1, ma = £j2 and m; = m;.
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FIG. 24. Cg(n1,n2) map for |[n;Py/3, naPy,2) pair states in cesium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
Cs < 0: blue, Cs > 0: red. my = +j1, me = £j2 and m; = m;.
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FIG. 25. Cg(n1,n2) map for [n1Pgz/3, n2Pg/3) pair states in cesium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
Cs < 0: blue, Cs > 0: red. my = %51, ma = 52 and m; = m,. The state (53, 90) has a Cs 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. C¢(n1,n2) map for [n1Dg3 2, n2D3/;) pair states in cesium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
Cs < 0: blue, Cs > 0: red. m1 = £j1, ma = £j2 and m; = m,;. The state (42, 71) has a Cs value which is at least a factor of

576 higher than of the surrounding pair states.
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FIG. 27. Ce(n1,n2) map for [n1Ds/2, n2D5/;) pair states in cesium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
Cs < 0: blue, Cs > 0: red. m1 = +j1, ma = £j2 and m; = m;.
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FIG. 28. Cg¢(n1,nz) map for [n1F5/5, naF5/;) pair states in cesium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
Cs < 0: blue, Cs > 0: red. m1 = +j1, ma = £j2 and m; = m;
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FIG. 29. Cg¢(n1,n2) map for [n1F7,5, naFy7,;) pair states in cesium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
Cs < 0: blue, Cs > 0: red. m1 = £j1, ma = £j2 and m; = m,;. The state (27, 69) has a Cs value which is at least a factor of

178 higher than of the surrounding pair states.
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FIG. 30. Cs(n1,n2) map for [n1P;,3, n2Pg/3) pair states in cesium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
m;. The state (113, 94) has a Cs value which is at least a factor

Cs < 0: blue, Cg > 0: red. m1 = £j1, ma = +j2 and m;
of 102 higher than of the surrounding pair states.
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FIG. 31. Ce(n1,n2) map for [n1Dg/z, n2D5,;) pair states in cesium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
Cs < 0: blue, Cs > 0: red. my = %51, ma = +j2 and m; = m,. The state (99, 60) has a Cs value which is at least a factor of

167 higher than of the surrounding pair states.
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FIG. 32. Cg¢(ni,n2) map for [n1F5,5, naFy7,;) pair states in cesium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
Cs < 0: blue, Cs > 0: red. m1 = £j1, ma = £j2 and m; = m,;. The state (27, 69) has a Cs value which is at least a factor of

181 higher than of the surrounding pair states.
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FIG. 33. Cg(n1,n2) map for [n1S;,2, n2Dj3/2) pair states in cesium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
Cs < 0: blue, Cs > 0: red. m1 = +j1, ma = £j2 and m; = m,;. The state (98, 71) has a Cs value which is at least a factor of

246 higher than of the surrounding pair states.
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FIG. 34. Cg(n1,n2) map for |ni1S;,;, n2Ds,2) pair states in cesium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
Cs < 0: blue, Cs > 0: red. my = %51, ma = 52 and m; = m,. The state (67, 78) has a Cs 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. Cg(ni,n2) map for [niPy/3, n2F5/;) pair states in cesium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
Cs < 0: blue, Cs > 0: red. m1 = £j1, ma = £j2 and m; = m,;. The state (24, 42) has a Cs 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.
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FIG. 36. Cg(ni,nz) map for [niPy/2, n2F7/3) pair states in cesium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with
Cs < 0: blue, Cs > 0: red. m1 = £j1, ma = £j2 and m; = m,;. The state (24, 42) has a Cs 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.
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FIG. 37. Cg¢(ni,n2) map for [niPj3/2, n2F5/2) pair states in cesium. Absolute value (left) and sign (right) maps with

Cs < 0: blue, Cs > 0: red. my = +j1, me = £j2 and m; = m;.
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