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Abstract

We present the python package DiPolMol-Py, which can be used to calculate
the rotational and hyperfine structure of 2Σ molecules. The calculations can
be performed in the presence of dc magnetic fields, dc electric fields and far
off-resonant optical fields. We additionally include functions to calculate the
polarisability of the molecule and the transition dipole moment between dif-
ferent energy eigenstates. The package is applicable to many of the molecules
which can be laser cooled, specifically the alkaline earth fluorides. We pro-
vide a constants file which includes many of the required literature values for
CaF, SrF and BaF. Additional species can easily be added by updating this
file.
PROGRAM SUMMARY
Program Title: DiPolMol-Py
CPC Library link to program files: (to be added by Technical Editor)
Developer’s repository link: https://github.com/durham-qlm/DiPolMol
Licensing provisions: BSD 3-clause
Programming language: Python ≥3.11
Nature of problem: Calculating the rotational and hyperfine structure for 2Σ
ground state molecules both field free and in the presence of dc magnetic, electric
and off-resonant light fields.
Solution method: A Python package which calculates the eigenenergies and eigen-
values via diagonalisation of the Hamiltonian.
Additional comments including restrictions and unusual features (approx. 50-250
words):
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This package is based on previous work for 1Σ molecules [1]. External magnetic
and electric fields must be coaxial.
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Ultracold molecules offer many exciting opportunities from fundamental
science to quantum technologies, made possible by their complex internal
structure. Transitions between internal energy levels can be used as sensitive
probes to search for variations in fundamental constants or beyond standard
model physics, e.g. electrons electric dipole moment [1, 2, 3, 4], nuclear
Schiff moment [5], and electron-to-proton mass ratio [6]. The long-range,
tuneable dipole-dipole interactions present between rotational levels allow
for the entanglement of molecules [7, 8, 9, 10, 11], which combined with
long-coherence times [12, 13, 14, 15] make molecules a promising platform
for quantum computing and simulation [16, 17, 18, 19, 20]. The rotational
level structure extends the capabilities of such platforms to include synthetic
dimensions [21, 22] or qudits [23]. With the ability to control internal and
external degrees of freedom, cold molecules are also ideal for the study of
cold, controlled chemistry [24, 25, 26] and collisions [27, 28, 29].

Direct laser cooling of molecules is one way of producing ultracold samples
of molecules. It was first proposed in 2004 [30], and since then the field has ad-
vanced rapidly. The first molecular magneto-optica trap (MOT) was demon-
strated in 2014 using strontium monofluoride (SrF) [31], with several further
species being trapped since (CaF [32, 33], YO [34], CaOH [35], SrOH [36],
138BaF [37]). Even more are being investigated currently (YbF [38], 137BaF [39],
CaH [40], CaD [41], MgF [42], AlF [43], TlF [44], CH [45]).

Implementing any of the potential applications of molecules requires an
accurate understanding of the internal energy level structure, both with and
without the presence of external fields. A Python package diatom.py [46]
was recently written to calculate the rotational and hyperfine structure of 1Σ
molecules, applicable typically to associated, bialkali molecules. In this paper
we present a complementary Python packageDiPolMol.py which works for 2Σ
molecules, and is thus applicable to many laser-coolable diatomic molecules.
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We provide most1 of the required constants to calculate the structure of CaF,
SrF and BaF. As more species are investigated, and the required constants
become known, these can be added to the programme. This could include
associated molecules such as RbSr [47], RbYb [48], CsYb [49] or LiYb [50]
which similarly have a 2Σ ground state.

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows. Section (Theory)
outlines the Hamiltonian used in the calculations; considering rotational and
hyperfine structure as well as the effect of external magnetic and electric
fields. Section (Package) outlines how the code is structured and how the
user can perform calculations. Finally, section (Examples) demonstrates an
application of the DiPolMol-Py package to CaF, SrF and BaF to calculate
polarisability, Zeeman shifts, ac and dc electric field shifts and transition
dipole moments between different rotational states.

1. Theory

In this package we consider a molecule in the ground electronic and vi-
brational state. The total Hamiltonian describing such a molecule is

Htot = Hrot +Hhf +Hext, (1)

where Hrot and Hhf give the field-free rotational and hyperfine structure,
respectively, and Hext describes the interaction with external electric, mag-
netic and off-resonant light fields. We give the Hamiltonian in Eqn. 1 using
dimensionless operators for electron spin, Ŝ, nuclear spin, Î and rotational
angular momentum N̂ . In the package we use the matrix representation
of the Hamiltonian to calculate the associated energy shifts. The matrix
representation for each Hamiltonian is presented in the Appendix.

1.1. Basis

The electronic ground state for most molecules which are being pursued as
candidates for laser cooling is 2Σ. The term symbol is given by 2S+1Λ, where
S is the total electronic spin angular momentum and Λ is the projection of
the total electronic orbital angular momentum L onto the internuclear axis.

1Constants for SrF and BaF light shift and polarisability could not be found in litera-
ture.
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Figure 1: Illustration of Hund’s case (b) angular momentum couplings. The orbital angular
momentum L and the rotational angular momentum R couple to form N, which in turn
couples to the spin angular momentum S, forming J. The projection of the orbital angular
momentum onto the internuclear axis is given by Λ, as shown.

Values of Λ = 0, 1, 2, ... are represented by Λ = Σ,Π,∆, ... Thus, molecules
in 2Σ states have S = 1

2
and Λ = L = 0.

Hund’s case (b) best describes this system whereby the rotational angular
momentum R is first coupled to the electronic angular momentum L to make
N = L+R. N is then coupled with electronic spin S to give the total angular
momentum J = N + S. The coupling scheme is illustrated in figure 1. Note
that as we consider molecules in the 2Σ state, N only has a contribution
from the rotational angular momentum, i.e., N = R. The total angular
momentum J couples with the nuclear spin I, to give the hyperfine structure
with F = J + I. The projection of the angular momentum F onto the
internuclear axis is given by mF . The natural state basis is thus the coupled
regime |N, J, F,mF ⟩.

1.2. Rotational Hamiltonian

The molecular rotation can be approximated by the rigid-rotor model,
resulting in an array of rotational states spaced in energy according to EN ≈
BvN(N+1), where Bv is the rotational constant in vibrational level v. How-
ever, this approximation does not hold for large N. At faster rates of rotation
there is an increase in the centrifugal force which causes the bond length
to grow. This effect is captured by the centrifugal distortion coefficient Dv,
which is typically six orders of magnitude smaller than Bv. The rotational
Hamiltonian is [51]

Hrot = Bv(N̂ · N̂ )−Dv(N̂ · N̂ )2. (2)
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1.3. Hyperfine Hamiltonian

In this package, we consider only those molecules where one of the con-
stituent atoms has no nuclear spin, i.e., for a molecule AB IA = 0 and
IAB = IB. This is the case for molecules containing 40Ca, 88Sr or 138Ba
and covers the majority of molecules currently being investigated for laser
cooling. The hyperfine Hamiltonian takes the form

Hhf = He spin−rot +Hspin−spin +Hn spin−rot. (3)

The first term describes the electronic spin-rotation interaction and is
given by

He spin−rot = γŜ · N̂ , (4)

where γ is the electron spin-rotational coupling constant.
The second term describes the interaction between the electronic and

nuclear magnetic moments and can be decomposed into a scalar and a tensor
part. These are written as

H
(0)
spin−spin = (b+ c/3)Î · Ŝ, (5)

H
(2)
spin−spin = (c/3)

√
6T 2(C) · T 2(Î, Ŝ), (6)

with spectroscopic constants b and c [52]. T 2(C) and T 2(Î, Ŝ) are rank-2
spherical tensors where (C) represents the renormalised spherical harmonics
C2

q (θ, ϕ).
The final term is the nuclear spin-rotation interaction, written as

Hn spin−rot = cFÎ · N̂ . (7)

The nuclear interaction is typically three orders of magnitude smaller than
the others, with constant cF

2.

1.4. External Hamiltonian

We next consider the interaction between the molecule and an external
electromagnetic field. We introduce λ as a unit vector along the internuclear
axis in the direction from negative to positive charge (e.g., from the F to
the Ca in CaF). The total external Hamiltonian can be expressed as the

2Sometimes referred to as C.
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sum of three Hamiltonians which describe the effect of magnetic, electric
and off-resonant optical fields. The total external Hamiltonian is therefore

Hext = HB +Hdc +Hac. (8)

An external magnetic fieldB leads to a splitting in energy levels described
by the Zeeman Hamiltonian, which can be expressed as [51]

HB = gsµBŜ ·B + glµB[Ŝ ·B − (Ŝ · λ)(B · λ)]
−grµBN̂ ·B − gNµNÎ ·B, (9)

where the first term is generally three orders of magnitude larger than the
others. The four terms describe the contributions of the electron’s magnetic
dipole moment, the anisotropic correction to this, the rotation of the electron,
and the nuclear magnetic moment respectively. These terms are characterised
by their associated g-factors gs, gl, gr and gN.

The permanent electric dipole moment µe of a molecule couples to an
external dc electric field Edc. The Hamiltonian describing this interaction is

Hdc = −µeEdc · λ. (10)

Finally, we include the interactions between the molecule and a non-
resonant light field. Here the dipole moment operator of the molecule d̂
interacts with the ac electric field of the light Eac. The associated Hamilto-
nian is written as

Hac = −d̂ ·Eac. (11)

When considering optical fields it is generally simplest to think about the
intensity of the light, which is related to the square of the electric field. The
intensity I is given by

I =
cϵ0
2
|Eac|2. (12)

The size of the light shift depends on the polarisation of the light and
the frequency-dependent polarisability of the molecule α, which consists of a
scalar, vector and tensor part αk, k = 0, 1, 2. The scalar polarisability leads
to an equal shift of all levels, which can be expressed as

U0 = − α0

2ϵ0c
I = −α′

0I. (13)

For simplicity we have introduced the reduced polarisability α′
k = αk/(2cϵ0).
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2. Package

The package contains two main notebooks. The first Hamiltonian, is
used to build the Hamiltonians and the second Calculate uses eigenstates
and eigenenergies found from diagonalising the Hamiltonian to run various
calculations. We also include a file Constants which includes all of the
required constants for CaF [53, 54, 55], as well as the constants required to
calculate the field-free, Zeeman and dc electric field effects for BaF [56] and
SrF [54, 57, 58].

2.1. Hamiltonian

We construct the Hamiltonian as a 2d array of size d,

d = (2I + 1)× (2S + 1)×
Nmax∑
N=0

(2N + 1), (14)

where Nmax is defined by the user as the maximum rotational level to be
included in the calculation. A Hamiltonian is constucted using the build

function, which takes Nmax (integer), Constants (dictionary) and Zeeman,

dc, ac (Booleans) as parameters. The Constants term requires the import-
ing of the chosen molecular species dictionary, e.g., ‘CaF’ from the constants
file. The Zeeman, dc, ac must be set to either ‘True’ or ‘False’ depending
on which external fields are needed for the calculation. If an external field
value is zero, the time required for a calculation can be reduced by setting the
associated Boolean to ‘False’. The full Hamiltonian can then be constructed
by simply adding together H0 = Hrot +Hhf with the external Hamiltonians
multiplied by their respective fields, i.e., magnetic field with HB, electric field
with Hdc and light intensity with Hac. An excerpt of code to calculate the
Zeeman energies for SrF is given in the Examples section.

2.2. Calculate

The calculate file contains a selection of functions which can be used
to identify quantum numbers of eigenstates and calculate transition dipole
moments and polarisabilities.

2.2.1. State identification

The function np.linalg.eigh calculates the eigenstates and eigenener-
gies of the Hamiltonian and outputs these in order according to eigenenergy
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from lowest to highest. If two levels cross in energy, then this can lead to
a misidentification of eigenstates. To overcome this we include the function
sort smooth [46], which takes the arrays of eigenenergies and eigenstates
calculated over a range of external field values as an input. Eigenstates are
tracked by ensuring maximal overlap as the external field is changed, and
the eigenenergies are reordered as appropriate to match.

To assign the sorted eigenstates with appropriate F and mF labels, the
function label FmF states is provided within calculate. It takes the sorted
set of eigenstates as an input, along with Nmax (integer), Constants (dictio-
nary) and the magnetic field at which the eigenstates and eigenenergies are
calculated, B (integer/float/list/array) 3, and returns the relevant (N,F,mF )
or (N,F ) labels.

We first generate a list of possible |N, J, F,mF ⟩ basis states, following
the order these quantum numbers are cycled through when constructing the
maxtrix representation of the Hamiltonian in the hamiltonian function. The
ith entry in a given eigenstate can therefore be assigned as the coefficient of
the ith basis state in this list. For each eigenstate, all basis states with negli-
gible coefficients are removed. In the case when multiple basis states remain,
these are checked to ensure consistency in F and mF quantum numbers. If
this condition is met, these values are returned as the F,mF label for that
eigenstate. In the case that mF is not a good quantum number, only F labels
will be output.

For simplicity, the function solve is also provided, combining the func-
tionality of np.linalg.eigh, sort smooth and optionally, label FmF states.
As inputs, this function requires H (np.array), the matrix representation of
the Hamiltonian to solve, alongside Nmax (integer) and Constants (dictio-
nary). (N,F,mF ) labels can also be generated by setting the argument label
(Boolean) to True and providing an additional input, B (integer/float/list/ar-
ray), the magnetic field value(s) at which the eigenstates and eigenenergies
are to be calculated.

2.2.2. Transition dipole moments

A second function within calculate is transition dipole moment which
calculates the transition dipole moment between two states. The function
takes Nmax, Constants, M, states and gs as inputs. Here, gs is the cho-

3A non-zero B field must be applied to lift the Zeeman sublevel degeneracies
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Figure 2: Plot showing the effect on the accuracy of energy calculation for |N = 0, F =
0,mF = 0⟩ (blue circles) and the time to run calculation (green squares) as the maximum
rotational level Nmax considered is increased, up to 8 for CaF. The calculation is done
with I = 2.5× 109 W m−2, E = 50 kV m−1 and B = 200 G.

sen ground state, states are the other states being considered, and M is the
helicity of the transition such that M = +1, 0,−1 for σ+, π, σ− transitions re-
spectively. The function outputs the transition dipole moment in units of the
molecule frame dipole moment d0. The first step is to calculate the induced
dipole moment operator µ, using function dipole, the matrix representation
of which is the same as for the dc electric field effect. We then calculate the
expectation value between a chosen ground state gs and every other state
via matrix multiplication using np.einsum.

2.2.3. Polarisability

We include a function alpha 012 which calculates the scalar (α′
0), vector

(α′
1) and tensor (α′

2) components of the reduced molecular polarisability at
a given wavelength.

We make the assumption that only the lowest two electronic states i.e.,
A2Π and B2Σ+ contribute to the polarisability and don’t include higher lying
states in the calculation [59]. The function takes the wavelength of the light
and Constants as inputs and generates a list of α′

k for k = 0, 1, 2 following
the equations given in the Appendix.

2.3. Number of rotational states considered

In order to accurately determine eigenenergies, it is important to include
an appropriate number of rotational levels, especially when considering large
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(a) (b)

Figure 3: Plots showing (a) Zeeman effect for SrF molecules and (b) dc electric field shift
for BaF molecules. The N = 0 states are shown in the lower panels and N = 1 states are
shown in the upper panels. In each case only the plotted field is applied. The calculations
include states up to N = 4. The line styles are set according to their F quantum number
(labelled by the coloured number) and mF levels are identified by the colour scale.

electric fields which cause rotational mixing. However, increasing the number
of levels, Nmax, included in the calculation also increases the size of the asso-
ciated Hilbert space and hence the length of time required for a calculation.
The dependence of the calculated eigenenergies on Nmax is shown in figure 2.
The blue circles show the change in the energy of the lowest energy state |N =
0, F = 0,mF = 0⟩ as Nmax is increased ∆E = (E(Nmax) − E(Nmax − 1))/h.
This is calculated for I = 2.5× 109 W m−2, E = 50 kV m−1 and B = 200 G.
Once Nmax ≥ 4 the change in energy is less than 10−12 MHz with the in-
clusion of an additional rotational level. Also shown in figure 2, as green
squares, is the time taken to run these calculations on a laptop with 11th
Gen Intel(R) Core(TM) i5-1135G7 @ 2.40 GHz with 32 GB of RAM. To
achieve the required accuracy with Nmax = 4, the calculation time is still
reasonable at around 30 seconds.
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3. Examples

This section includes an excerpt of the code used to build and diagonalise
a Hamiltonian and example energy calculations.

3.1. Zeeman effect and dc electric field shift

The first example considers the Zeeman effect for SrF. The Hamiltonian
is constructed to use only the Zeeman contribution, the magnetic field values
are defined and then applied to the Hamiltonian. The eigenstates, eigenen-
ergies and state labels are then calculated using the calc.solve function.
The code is as follows:

import numpy as np

import hamiltonian as hamiltonian

import calculate as calc

from constants import SrF

Nmax=4 #Identify the maximum N

H0,H_B ,H_dc ,H_ac

= hamiltonian.build

(Nmax ,SrF ,zeeman=True ,Edc=False

,Eac=False)

B = np.linspace(0,100 ,5000)*1e-4 #Tesla

H = H_0[..., None] + H_B[..., None]*B

H = H.transpose(2,0,1)

energies , states , label_list =

calc.solve(H, Nmax , SrF ,label=True , B)

This code produces the data shown in figure 3(a). The magnetic field
is varied from 0 to 100 G in steps of 2 mG, with no electric or light fields
present. The N = 0 and N = 1 rotational levels are shown in separate panels
as the rotational splitting is ≈ 15 GHz. In both panels, the splitting of the
different mF states can be clearly seen.

Similarly, the dc electric field shifts can be calculated by slightly adjusting
the above code. Namely, changing the arguments passed to build such that
zeeman=False, Edc=True, as well as replacing H B with H dc in the definition
of the variable H. The results of this calculation for BaF are shown in figure
3(b). Here, the electric field is varied from 0 to 250 kV m−1 in steps of
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(a) (b)

Figure 4: (a) Calculated polarisabilities for CaF in the ground electronic and vibrational
state, X(v = 0). The scalar component (α′

0) is shown in the solid green line, the vector
component (α′

1) in the dashed grey line and the tensor component (α′
2) in the dash-dotted

blue line. (b) ac light shift for CaF in the N = 1,ms = −1/2 levels. Calculations are
performed with a magnetic field of B = 300 G, and for linearly polarised 780 nm light at
an angle β to the B field and an intensity of I = 30 GW m−2. The states are labeled by
the mN and mI quantum numbers. Zero energy is defined to be the energy of the lowest
energy state at β = 0◦

150 V m−1, with no magnetic or light field present. Again, the results are
separated into two panels according to rotational number. Comparing these
panels to those in figure 3(a), it can be seen that the dc electric field does
not lift the degeneracy between all mF states.

3.2. Polarisability and light shift

The effect of off-resonant light is becoming increasingly important to un-
derstand as molecules are regularly being loaded into conservative optical
traps, such as optical dipole traps and tweezers [60, 8]. To compute the light
shift, we need the values of the polarisability components α

′

k, which can ei-
ther be set in the constants file or calculated using the polarisability

function for a given wavelength. Figure 4(a) shows the three polarisability
components calculated for CaF, using the polarisability function over a
wavelength range of λ = 500 nm to λ = 820 nm.

Additionally, the light shift can be calculated similarly to the Zeeman and
dc electric field shifts by modifying the build function. Figure 4(b) shows
an example for CaF molecules. The calculations were done using linearly
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Figure 5: Table showing the transition dipole moments in units of molecular dipole between
some N = 1 states, shown in columns and all N = 0, 2 states, shown in rows for CaF.
Labels are in the form (N,F,mF ). The relative intensity of each transition is given by
the cell value, and highlighted by the colour, with darker colours indicating stronger
transitions. Red, green and blue are chosen to represent coupling fields with polarisations
that drive σ+, π and σ− transitions respectively.

polarised light field of wavelength 780 nm, intensity 30 GW m−2 with a
magnetic field of 300 G and no electric field. We plot the energy shift against
the angle (β) between the polarisation of the light and the applied magnetic
field from 0 to 90◦ relative to the lowest energy state at β = 0. Here we
identify the levels by mN and mI .

3.3. Transition Dipole Moments

Rotational transitions in molecules can readily be driven by microwave
fields. To understand the strength of these transitions one needs to calculate
the transition dipole moment (TDM), which can be done using the function
transition dipole moment. Figure 5 shows the TDM from a selection of
N = 1 states (|1, 1,−1⟩, |1, 0, 0⟩, |1, 1, 1⟩, |1, 2,−2⟩ and |1, 2, 2⟩) to all states
in rotational levels N = 0, 2 of CaF. Transitions from N = 1 are considered
as this is the state occupied following laser slowing. The strength of each
transition is given in the cell, and highlighted by the colour. The red, green
and blue sequential colour maps indicate the relative strengths for σ+, π and
σ− transitions respectively. The calculations were done in the presence of an
magnetic field of 60 mG.
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4. Conclusion

We have written a Python package to construct the Hamiltonian and cal-
culate eigenenergies and eigenstates of 2Σ state of molecules in the presence
of external fields. The package is of particular relevance to molecules which
can be laser cooled and we have provided constants for CaF, SrF and BaF
molecules. As more molecular species are investigated, further constants can
be added. Future iterations of the package could also be made to include an
angle variable for magnetic and electric fields.

5. Code Availability and Installation

The DiPolMol-Py files are available to download from the github reposi-
tory [61].
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Appendix A.

Here we give the matrix elements for the various Hamiltonians included
in the package. For brevity we use |i⟩ as shorthand for the basis state
|N, J, F,mF⟩.

Appendix A.1. Field-free Hamiltonian

The rotational Hamiltonian is diagonal in our basis so can easily be writ-
ten as

⟨i′|Hrot|i⟩ = BvN(N + 1)δN,N ′δJ,J ′δF,F ′δmF,m
′
F

+Dv(N(N + 1))2δN,N ′δJ,J ′δF,F ′δmF,m
′
F
.

(A.1)

The hyperfine Hamiltonian can be divided into four terms which are ex-
pressed as:
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⟨i′|γS ·N |i⟩ = γ

2
(J(J + 1)−N(N + 1)− 3

4
)δN,N ′δJ,J ′δF,F ′δmF,m

′
F
, (A.2)

⟨i′|(b+ c/3)I · S|i⟩ = (−1)J+J ′+F+NδN,N ′δF,F ′δmF,m
′
F

× 3

2
((2J + 1)(2J ′ + 1))

1
2

{
J ′ 1

2
F

1
2

J 1

}
,

(A.3)

⟨i′|
√
6c

3
T 2(C) · T 2(I,S)|i⟩ =

√
10c(−1)J+F+N ′+ 1

2 δF,F ′δmF,m
′
F
((2N + 1)(2N ′ + 1)

× (2J + 1)(2J ′ + 1))
1
2

{
J ′ 1

2
F

1
2

J 1

} {
J ′ J 1
1
2

3
2

N

}
×
{
N N ′ 2
1
2

3
2

J ′

} (
N ′ 2 N
0 0 0

)
,

(A.4)

⟨i′|cFI ·N |i⟩ = (−1)2J
′+F+NδN,N ′δF,F ′δmF ,m′

F

×
(
3

2
(2J + 1)(2J ′ + 1)N(N + 1)(2N + 1)

) 1
2

×
{
J ′ 1

2
F

1
2

J 1

} {
N ′ J ′ 1

2

J N 1

}
.

(A.5)

Appendix B. External field Hamiltonian

Next we consider the Zeeman Hamiltonian which can decomposed into
four terms in the following way for a magnetic field aligned along z. The
second term is most naturally evaluated in Hund’s case (a) basis, with the
projections of L and S along the internuclear axis being given by Λ and Σ
and we can define Ω = Λ+Σ. As L = 0 we also have Λ = 0, this means that
Ω = Σ = ±1

2
. We then transform the basis back into Hund’s case (b). The
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four terms are

⟨i′|(gsµB + glµB)S ·B|i⟩ =Bz

√
3

2
(gsµB + glµB)× (−1)(J

′+J+F ′+F−mF+3+N ′)

× δN,N ′((2F + 1)(2F ′ + 1)(2J + 1)(2J ′ + 1))
1
2

×
(

F ′ 1 F
−m′

F 0 mF

){
J ′ F ′ 1

2

F J 1

}{
1
2

J ′ N
J 1

2
1

}
,

(B.1)

⟨i′|glµB(S · λ)(B · λ)|i⟩ =BzglµB(−1)(F+F ′−m′
F+2J ′+N+N ′+ 1

2
)

× ((2F + 1)(2F ′ + 1)(2J + 1)(2J ′ + 1))
1
2

× ((2N + 1)(2N ′ + 1))
1
2

{
J F 1

2

F ′ J ′ 1

}(
F ′ 1 F

−m′
F 0 mF

)

×
1
2∑

Ω=− 1
2

(−1)Ω
(

J ′ 1 J
−Ω 0 Ω

)(
J S N
Ω −Ω 0

)(
J ′ S ′ N ′

Ω −Ω 0

)
Ω,

(B.2)

⟨i′|(grµB)N ·B|i⟩ =Bz grµB × (−1)(J+J ′+F+F ′−m′
F+3+N ′)δN,N ′

× ((2F + 1)(2F ′ + 1)(2J + 1)(2J ′ + 1))
1
2

×
(

F ′ 1 F
−m′

F 0 mF

){
J ′ F ′ 1

2

F J 1

}{
N J 1

2

J ′ N ′ 1

}
,

(B.3)

⟨i′|(gNµN)I ·B|i⟩ = Bz gNµN × (−1)(J
′+2F ′−m′

F+3/2)δJ,J ′

×
(
3

2
(2F + 1)(2F ′ + 1)

) 1
2

×
(

F ′ 1 F
−m′

F 0 mF

){
1
2

F J
F ′ 1

2
1

}
.

(B.4)

Under application of an external electric field of amplitude E the dc
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electric field Hamiltonian is represented as

⟨i′|µeE · z|i⟩ =µeE(−1)(F
′−m′

F+F+J ′+J+2N ′+1)((2F + 1)(2F ′ + 1)

× (2J + 1)(2J ′ + 1)(2N + 1)(2N ′ + 1))
1
2

×
{
J F 1

2

F ′ J ′ 1

}{
N J 1

2

J ′ N ′ 1

}(
F ′ 1 F

−m′
F 0 mF

)
×
(
N ′ 1 N
0 0 0

)
.

(B.5)

The matrix elements for the ac electric field effect under an applied off-
resonant light field with frequency ωL are derived in [62] and given here.
D2

M,0 is the Wigner D-matrix allowing rotation of the polarisation of the
light which is important for the anisotropic light shift only. The total light
shift experienced by the molecule is a sum over k = 0, 1, 2, given by

⟨i′|Hk
ac|i⟩ =D2

M,0(0, β, 0)× (−1)(F
′−m′

F+F−J ′+J+1)((2F + 1)(2F ′ + 1)

× (2J + 1)(2J ′ + 1)(2N + 1)(2N ′ + 1))
1
2

{
J ′ F ′ 1

2

F J K

}
×
(

F ′ K F
−m′

F P mF

)(
J 1

2
N

−1
2

1
2

0

)(
J ′ 1

2
N ′

−1
2

1
2

0

)
×
(
J ′ K J
−1

2
0 1

2

)
α′
k.

(B.6)

To calculate the components of the molecular polarisability we first cal-
culate the molecule-frame parallel α∥ and perpendicular polarisability α⊥
components. In this package we consider only contributions from the X, A
and B states. This gives us two expressions for α⊥ for Ω = 1

2
, 3
2
, which are

α∥ =
∑
j

(
1

ℏ(ωj + ωL)
+

1

ℏ(ωj − ωL)

)
dX,j, (B.7)

α⊥,Ω =
∑
j

(
1

ℏ(ωk,Ω + ωL)
+

1

ℏ(ωj − ωk,Ω)

)
dX,k, (B.8)

α⊥ =
1

2

(
α⊥, 1

2
+ α⊥, 3

2

)
, (B.9)
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where dX,j and dX,k are the transition dipole moments between the X(v =
0) state and included excited states. These are summed over j = X(v =
1), B(v = 0) and k = A(v = 0), A(v = 1), respectively. The scalar, vector
and tensor components of the polarisability can then be calculated. The
equations describing these are

α0 =
1

3

(
α∥ + 2α⊥

)
, (B.10)

α1 =
1

2

(
ωL

ω 1
2

α⊥, 1
2
+

ωL

ω 3
2

α⊥, 3
2

)
, (B.11)

α2 =
2

3

(
α∥ − α⊥

)
. (B.12)

References

[1] J. Lim, J. R. Almond, M. A. Trigatzis, J. A. Devlin, N. J. Fitch, B. E.
Sauer, M. R. Tarbutt, E. A. Hinds, Laser cooled YbF molecules for
measuring the electron’s electric dipole moment, Phys. Rev. Lett. 120
(2018) 123201. doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.123201.

[2] P. Aggarwal, H. L. Bethlem, A. Borschevsky, M. Denis, K. Esajas, P. A.
Haase, Y. Hao, S. Hoekstra, K. Jungmann, T. B. Meijknecht, M. C.
Mooij, R. G. Timmermans, W. Ubachs, L. Willmann, A. Zapara, Mea-
suring the electric dipole moment of the electron in BaF, Eur. Phys. J.
D 72 (2018) 197. doi:10.1140/epjd/e2018-90192-9.

[3] L. Anderegg, N. B. Vilas, C. Hallas, P. Robichaud, A. Jadbabaie, J. M.
Doyle, N. R. Hutzler, Quantum control of trapped polyatomic molecules
for eEDM searches, Science 382 (6671) (2023) 665–668. doi:10.1126/

science.adg8155.

[4] T. S. Roussy, L. Caldwell, T. Wright, W. B. Cairncross, Y. Shagam,
K. B. Ng, N. Schlossberger, S. Y. Park, A. Wang, J. Ye, E. A. Cornell,
An improved bound on the electron’s electric dipole moment, Science
381 (6653) (2023) 46–50. doi:10.1126/science.adg4084.

[5] O. Grasdijk, O. Timgren, J. Kastelic, T. Wright, S. Lamoreaux, D. De-
mille, K. Wenz, M. Aitken, T. Zelevinsky, T. Winick, D. Kawall, CeN-
TREX: A new search for time-reversal symmetry violation in the 205Tl

18

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.123201
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjd/e2018-90192-9
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.adg8155
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.adg8155
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.adg4084


nucleus, Quantum Sci. and Tech. 6 (2021) 044007. doi:10.1088/

2058-9565/abdca3.

[6] G. Barontini, L. Blackburn, V. Boyer, F. Butuc-Mayer, X. Calmet, J. R.
Crespo López-Urrutia, E. A. Curtis, B. Darquié, J. Dunningham, N. J.
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