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Tonic clocks exhibit as the most promising candidates for the frequency standards.
Recent investigations show the profound advantages of interrogating two laser beams
with different frequencies in developing the frequency standards. Here we present
a scheme of a two-photon mechanism to calculate the dynamic polarizabilities for
the clock states, 6°S 1 and 52D 8.5, of Ba™ by employing relativistic coupled-cluster
method. We illustrate the Stark-shift cancellation between these clock states at the
two-photon magic wavelengths. These magic wavelengths can be essential inputs to
achieve better accuracy in the ionic clock experiments. We also calculate the magic
wavelengths under the single-photon interaction to serve as the reference and for a
comparative study. The calculated single- and two-photon magic wavelengths lie in
the optical region and thus are significant for future state-of-the-art experiments.
Moreover, as an application of the two-photon polarizabilities, we investigate the
impact of these polarizabilities on the spin-mixing processes, [0,0) <> | + 1,—1)
and [0,0) <+ | — 1,+1), of an ultra-cold spin-1 mixture of the 3"Ba* and 8"Rb
atoms. We determine the protocols of selecting these spin-mixing oscillations by
changing the strength of an externally applied magnetic field and the frequencies of

the interrogating laser beams.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Theoretical advancements towards achieving high accuracy have led to reliable experi-
mental explorations on optical clocks [1, 2], processing of quantum information [3, 4], mea-
surements of fundamental constants, and other atomic properties [4-8]. Singly charged
barium atom or Ba™ is one of the promising candidates for these experiments. It has well-
understood energy levels and long-lived 52D% 5 states as the first two excited states. This
ion has been drawing the attention of several theorists and experimentalists over the last two
decades or so. The recent theoretical and experimental ventures [1, 2, 9] prove the extant
significance of this ion in the advances of science and technology. The laser, which can be
used to control this ion for experimental purposes, shifts the energy levels of this ion due to
the Stark effect. Consequently, these Stark-shifts give rise to uncertainty in the frequency
measurements of the 629 1= 52D% 3 optical clock transitions of this ion. To eliminate this
uncertainty, one needs to know the accurate dynamic or frequency-dependent profiles of the
polarizabilities [10, 11] for the clock states 625 1 and 52D% 5. The intersections between the
polarizability profiles of the 625% and 52D% 3 states provide the values of the magic wave-
lengths [10, 11]. If the wavelength of the laser light is tuned to a magic wavelength, the
differential Stark-shift between the clock states vanishes. Moreover, the static scalar part of
the differential polarizability between the clock states can give a measure of the black-body
radiation (BBR) shift [2, 12, 13] of the clock frequency. The BBR shift is reported as one
of the most significant systematic uncertainty for the present-day International System of

Units (SI) [14].

Two-photon spectroscopy is beneficial compared to single-photon spectroscopy in many
aspects. A two-photon optical clock [15-20] with a pair of counter-propagating laser beams
is advantageous over a single-photon clock. Two-photon direct frequency comb spectroscopy
(DFCS) enables detailed and precise studies of simultaneous investigation of the time-
resolved atomic dynamic, spectral probing in the frequency domain, coherent accumulation
and interference, and coherent control [21, 22]. Together, these photons will enable supreme
control over the ions used as quantum gates or registers [23]. Therefore, it can be a matter
of significant research interest to explore how the dynamic polarizabilities and hence magic
wavelengths for Bat respond to a two-photon interaction. Especially, our interest is on

minimizing the error budget in the frequency measurements on the optical clock transitions,



625% — 52D%’ 5, of this fon due to the two-photon interaction. The three low-lying states

of the Ba*t ion form A-shaped two-photon transitions between the 62S 1 and 52D 35 states,

which is depicted in Fig. 1.

In recent times, a number of highly accurate measurements were performed on the tran-
sition properties of Bat. Such measurements give us a way to select the necessary inputs
for our study on the two-photon interaction process. As an example, we fix the difference of
frequencies of the two counter-propagating laser lights from the measured transition frequen-
cies of Ref.[8]. Moreover, the recent measurements [9] of branching fractions for the decays

from the QP% state give us a way to estimate the uncertainty in the dynamic polarizability

values and hence the magic wavelengths [24].

2P3
2z
2P1
2
= 3 X = <
A ‘ \
1 \
| w1 N\
. \
Virtual state | 5 \
1 5“Ds P\
2 A
Wy | 52p2 A 4
! 7z 4 :
! : AW =0.6043 eV :
| . ;
1 AW =0.7036 eV:
[ - :
6251 l y v

FIG. 1. Schematic energy level diagram for the ground and first few low-lying excited states
(indicated by solid horizontal black line) of Ba™ ion. The two-photon 629 1= 52D 3 (indicated by
solid indigo arrow) and 629 1= 52D% (indicated by dotted indigo arrow) transitions are shown.
The red dotted lines indicate the virtual states which can have different positions depending on the
magic wavelengths. The green dotted lines with arrows in both directions indicate the frequencies

of the clock transitions.

We also demonstrate a distinct application of the two-photon dynamic polarizability in



the spin-mixing processes [25] of trapped atoms/ions inside spinor Bose-Einstein conden-
sate (BEC). This type of condensates has been experimentally realized and theoretically
investigated in different atom-atom [26-37] and ion-atom mixtures [38, 39]. For instance,
the spin-oscillation is studied in an ®"Rb-?*Na mixture [35, 36] under the influence of a
linearly polarized light. However, our curiosity is on two-photon induced spin-mixing pro-
cesses in an ion-atom heteronuclear mixture, *"Ba*t-8"Rb. This mixture can be a potential
candidate in ultra-cold chemistry and promising to reach the s-wave scattering regime with
state-of-the-art experimental techniques [40, 41]. In general, in a binary species (X, Y) with
the hyperfine quantum numbers (Fx, Fy) = (1, 1), the spin-dependent inter-species inter-
action [42] can induce different spin-mixing processes, such as Xy + Yy < X1 + Y., and
Xo+Yy < X 1+ Y., where the subscripts 0, +1, and —1 stand for the magnetic quantum
numbers of the hyperfine levels. We recently showed that only one of these two processes
could be achieved using a single linearly polarized focused vortex beam [43]. However, the
two-photon model can bring an interesting consequence in the controlling mechanism of both

the spin-oscillation processes.

Our strategy to calculate the frequency-dependent or dynamic polarizability of an atomic
state is described in detail in some of our earlier publications [24, 44]. The accuracy of
the calculated polarizability value depends mainly on the exhaustiveness of the many-body
methods used to evaluate the important electric dipole (E1) matrix elements. These ma-
trix elements appeared in the sum-over-states expression of the polarizability [24, 44]. This
work employs the highly accurate relativistic coupled-cluster method with single, double,
and valence triple excitations (RCCSD(T)) [45-52] to compute the most important ma-
trix elements 24, 44]. The rest of the important matrix elements are calculated using the
second-order relativistic many-body perturbation theory (RMBPT(2)) [53-56]. Section-II
of this paper discusses a brief formalism to calculate a dynamic polarizability. In Section-
III, we graphically depict and analyze our calculated dynamic polarizability values for Ba™
considering both the single-photon and two-photon cases. Subsequently, we provide the two-
photon magic wavelengths for the clock transitions. Following this, we illustrate the role of
the two-photon polarizability in the controlling mechanism of the spin-oscillation processes
for trapped ¥"Bat — 8"Rb mixture. In Section-IV, we conclude by highlighting the most

important findings of this work along with their applications.



II. THEORY

The Stark-shift of an atomic state [i,) in the presence of an external electric field is

represented by using the second-order perturbation theory:

Ay (w) = —;av(w)SQ. (2.1)
Here «,(w) and & represent the dynamic polarizability and the applied field strength, re-
spectively. ‘v’ at the subscript indicates the single-valence atomic state having valence
electron at the ‘v’th orbital. a,(w) is comprised of three parts: valence part (a)(w)),
core part (a$(w)), and core-valence part (o) (w)) [44, 57]. Accordingly, one can write
(W)=Y (W) + af (w) + V% (w). Brief descriptions of all these three parts are given in Ref.
[24]. The most crucial part in computing a,(w) is a) (w). The other two parts do not con-
tribute significantly to the polarizability in general. Also, the core part of the polarizability
is independent of any valence configuration. Therefore, in the determination of a magic
wavelength, the values of af(w) or comprehensively a®(w) are canceled mutually between
the transition states. However, the values of a)“(w) are not the same for the transition
states and hence can contribute by a tiny amount to a magic wavelength. Nevertheless,

oV (w) of the transition states play the determinant role in locating the position of a magic

v
wavelength and thus are calculated with appropriate accuracy.
For a linearly polarized light, the valence part of the dynamic polarizability can be ex-

pressed in terms of scalar (a{*)(w)) and tensor (a!?)(w)) components as [24, 44, 57]

2 5Jy(2, — J, 1 J,
v e ——— dnv Cx4 ? ? Jn+J1, dnv
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(2.2)
where
ol 1] [ 40 P 3M2 — J,(J, + 1
o = e 3M3 A+ 0

w2, —w? Jy(2J, — 1)
Here ‘n’ under the summation symbol indicates the different intermediate states. (,||d|]1y)
is the reduced matrix element of the E'1 operator between the atomic states |¢,) and |¢,).
Wno = €, —€, 18 the excitation energy between these two states. Including the contributions of

a“(w) and o ¢ (w), the total scalar polarizability becomes a{?) (w)=a{? (w)+a (w)+aV ¢ (w).



The BBR shift between the transition states can be estimated from the differential Stark-
shift for the scalar polarizabilities of the states at w = 0 [11, 13].

The vector component (al"(w)) appears in the valence part of the dynamic polarizabil-
ity when a circularly polarized light is considered. Adding this component, the resultant

expression for the valence polarizability becomes [44]

ozX(w) = [aX(w)]Lp + A]g}]” agl)(w), (2.4)
with
6./, Jo 1 J, 2w
(1) _ v Z _1)/nte v v ( ) . 2.5
@) \/(Jv + 12 +1) 5 =) 1 J, 1 [ \wn 2%)

The value of A is 0 for a linearly polarized light, +1 for a left circularly polarized light, and
—1 for a right circularly polarized light.
In the presence of two counter-propagating laser beams with frequency w; and ws, the

Stark-shift of the atomic state [t,) can be represented by

1 E? 1
Ay (w) = 553[%(001) + Oév(w2)5*22] = §Sfatp(w1,w2). (2.6)
1
Here we assume that the two fields of the laser beams with intensities £Z and £2, respectively,
act on the atom or ion independently. Here ay,(wi,ws) = ay(wr) + O[v((,dg)ié is defined as
1

the two-photon polarizability.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

A. Parameters used in our calculations for Ba™

The precursor of employing any correlated many-body method to an atomic system is to
construct accurate Dirac-Fock (DF) orbital wavefunctions. In this work, we use Gaussian
type orbital (GTO) basis functions [46, 58] with optimized [59] even-tempered exponents
(60, 61] to generate the DF wavefunctions. These exponents, optimized for all the relativistic
symmetries, are presented in Table I. The number of GTO basis functions used in our
calculations for the s-, p-, d-, f-, g-, and h-type symmetries are 33, 30, 28, 25, 21, and
20 respectively. The numbers of active DF orbitals, chosen for our correlated many-body
calculations using the RMBPT(2) and the RCCSD(T) methods, are considered as 12, 12,

13, 10, 6, and 6 respectively, for the above-mentioned orbital symmetries.



TABLE I. Even-tempered exponents [61] used in our relativistic calculations. Ref.[61] describe

these exponents for non-relativistic symmetries, whereas we use these for relativistic symmetries.

Symmetry 51/2 D1/2 D3/2 d3 /2 ds /2 /2
m 1 2 3 4 5 6
{am, Bm} {0.0020, 2.80} {0.0060, 2.55} {0.0045, 1.58} {0.0050, 2.20} {0.0055, 2.00} {0.0087, 2.65}

Symmetry fr/2 97/2 99/2 hg /o hi1/2
m 7 8 9 10 11
{cm, Bm} 100033, 2.45} {0.0077, 2.73} {0.0077, 2.73} {0.0063, 2.73} {0.0063, 2.73}

B. Electric dipole reduced matrix elements of Ba™

In Table I, we present the absolute values of a few E'1 reduced matrix elements computed
using the RCCSD(T) method and compare these values with some earlier results. All these
reduced matrix elements can be crucial in computing the dynamic polarizabilities of 625 1
52D% , and 52Dg states, which is indicated in the next subsection. The SD and SDpT values
are calculated by Safronova [62] and Barrett et al. [63]. The SD method is a linearized
approximation of the coupled-cluster method with single and double excitations, whereas
SDpT is an extension of the SD method to include partial triple excitations. Safronova
did not present the SD and SDpT reduced matrix elements associated with the n?F 5 1
states in her paper due to some convergence issue [62]. Therefore, she presented the third-
order relativistic perturbation theory results (Z2F+23) for the matrix elements associated
with these states. This convergence issue was resolved later in the work of Barrett et al.
[63]. Sahoo et al. [64] employed the similar RCCSD(T) method as used by us. But they
used different sets of basis parameters and active orbitals. The dipole matrix elements for
Ba™ were calculated by Jian et al. using the relativistic configuration interaction plus core
polarization (RCICP) method [65]. They used these matrix elements to compute dynamic
polarizabilities and magic wavelengths for this ion due to single-photon interaction. All these
accurate theoretical values and some experimental results as found in the literature can give
a good understanding of the precision of our calculated polarizability values and hence magic
wavelengths. The agreements between our values and the other values are excellent for the

FE1 matrix elements associated with the lower states. However, the E'1 matrix elements



corresponding to some of the higher states agree poorly. Even mutual agreements among
these latter matrix elements, calculated by using different theoretical approaches, are poor.
Fortunately, such matrix elements have little contributions to the dynamic polarizabilities.
Therefore, the accuracy of these matrix elements hardly has any impact on our estimated

magic wavelengths which are discussed later.

C. Frequency-dependent or dynamic dipole polarizabilities of Ba™

As mentioned in the Section-II, the calculation of the polarizability can be divided into

three parts: a¢, V¢,

and a. Our calculation strategy for these parts for an alkali-metal-
like system is described in our very recent work Ref.[44]. “, which is calculated by using
the third-order relativistic many-body perturbation theory (RMBPT(3)) [24, 44, 66], varies
very slowly with the frequency within the frequency region considered here. The static
value of the core polarizability (a®(w = 0)) is calculated to be 10.79 a.u.. The dynamic core

polarizability becomes maximum with a value of 11.10 a.u. at the highest frequency (w =
vc

v

Its values are calculated to be -0.48 a.u., -0.69 a.u. and -0.82 a.u. for the 625%, 52D% and

0.18 a.u.) in this region. «, “ is almost insensitive to the frequency of the external field.
52Dg states, respectively, and are kept fixed within the entire frequency region. However,
a which contributes mostly to the polarizability, is very much sensitive to the frequency in
this region. Therefore, calculation of this part for the 629 1, 52D% , and 52Dg states should
be performed with utmost care to determine the frequency dependence of the polarizability
values accurately. The most dominant contributions to the oY (w) appear from the sum
of the terms having matrix elements associated with the intermediate states 6f92P%7 3 and
4-62F 5 1. Here we use the RCCSD(T) method to calculate these matrix elements. The next
significant contributions arise from the intermediate states 107152]3%’ s and 7-15%F 5 7, where
the matrix elements are calculated using the RMBPT(2) method. The excitation energies
associated with all these low-lying states are extracted from the website of NIST atomic
database [67]. The remaining contributions, which are relatively small, include the sum of
the terms having intermediate states 16—252P%7 3 and 16-25%F 5.1, and are calculated using
the DF method. We do not consider any intermediate state beyond 252P%7% and 25%F 5 1

due to almost negligible contributions from these.



D. Differential scalar polarizabilities of Ba™

As a preliminary test of the quality of our calculations aiming at magic wavelengths,
we compare our differential scalar polarizability values for the clock transitions with the
corresponding other values as available in the literature. Fig. 2 displays the variations of
the dynamic scalar polarizabilities (a(”) (w)) with wavelength for 625 1, 5°D; and 5%Ds states.
The crossing points between the polarizability curves of 62S% and 52D 35 states indicate the
zero differential scalar polarizabilities (Aa(®(w)=0) for the 6251 — 5?D3 5 transitions. In
Table I11, we report the differential static scalar polarizabilities (Aa(®(0)) which can provide
estimations of the BBR shifts in the clock transitions. These Aa(”)(0) values are compared
with the corresponding recent estimations of Barrett et al. [63], Chanu et al. [2] and Sahoo
et al. [68]. This comparison shows a good agreement between our values and their values.
This table also contains the positions of the crossing points (wavelengths indicated by Ag)
as mentioned above. Barrett et al. and Chanu et al. reported only one such crossing point
for the 625 1= 52Dg clock transition, which is located near 653 nm. This result matches
excellently with our estimation of 652.88 nm. However, the table contains a few additional
values of Ao for this clock transition and also, the Ay values for the 625 1 52D% clock

transition.

E. Single-photon dynamic polarizabilities and magic wavelengths of Ba™

Fig. 3 represents the dynamic polarizability profiles for the 625% (Mj,=13), 52D% (Mj,=%3),
and 52Dg (Mj,=2,3.1) states in the presence of a single linearly polarized laser light. The
crossing points between the two profiles for the 625 1 and 52D% 3 states indicate the magic
wavelengths for the transitions between them. The magic wavelengths (in nm) in the optical
region are highlighted in the figure and also tabulated in Table IV. We do not highlight
and tabulate any magic wavelength which is obtained on a sharp (vertical) line. The magic
wavelengths on these lines are of no practical use. The magic wavelengths in the optical
region can be favoured due to the easy availability of lasers operated in this region. However,
the magic wavelengths, which occur with high polarizability values, can be the candidates of

optimal choice. Table IV shows that our calculated magic wavelengths agree excellently on

average with the corresponding magic wavelengths reported in Ref.[65] and Ref.[69]. This
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agreement can indicate the reliability of our computed two-photon magic wavelengths which

are described in the next subsection.

F. Two-photon dynamic polarizabilities and magic wavelengths of Ba™

The primary objective of the present work is to estimate the two-photon magic wave-
lengths accurately. The estimated values of these wavelengths are tabulated in Table V for
the 625% ~52D 35 clock transitions. Here we assume that both the counter-propagating laser
beams have linear polarizations. We fix the difference (Aw = wy —wy) between the frequen-
cies of the two beams at the frequency of the corresponding clock transition. Accordingly,
the value of Aw is 0.022206903 a.u. [8] for the 623%—52D% clock transition and 0.025856323
a.u. [67] for the 625 1 -52D 5 clock transition. The intensities of the two laser beams at the po-
sition of the Ba™ ion are considered to be the same (£ = £2). Therefore, following Eq. (2.6),
the effective or two-photon polarizability of a state can be written as the sum of the indepen-

dent polarizabilities caused by each of the two laser beams: ayp(wi,ws) = oy (wy) + az(ws).
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We also plot the variations of the two-photon polarizabilities with w; (in a.u.) for the clock
states in Fig 4. These plots reveal the values of the two-photon magic wavelengths which
are shown in the figure. Few of these magic wavelengths with high polarizability values are
appeared in the optical region and hence can be significant for experiments. A comparison
between Table IV and Table V reveals availability of more number of magic wavelengths at
the optical region in the two-photon case compared to the single-photon case. Therefore,
one can have more number of choices in conducting the field free clock experiments at the

cost of one more laser source.
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TABLE II. The absolute values of our calculated reduced electric dipole matrix elements (indicated

by ‘Our’) in a.u. are compared with few other theoretical and experimental (Expt.) values.

Transition ~ RCCSD(T) [64] RCICP [65] SD [62] SDpT [62] Our Expt.
5 2D% — 6 2P% 3.11(3) 3.033(29) 3.0503 3.0957 3.0641  3.03(9)%, 2.90(9)°, 3.034¢
—6 2Py 1.34(2) 1.336(13) 1.3324 1.3532 1.3335 1.36(4)%, 1.54(19)°, 1.325°
1.349(36),1.33199(96)°
—7 2P% 0.28(2) 0.23(3) 02792 0.2775  0.3336 0.42(11)°
—72Ps 0.16(1) 0.14(2)  0.1555 0.1548  0.1797 0.19(5)°
—8 2Py 0.07(2) 0.10(5) 0.1346  0.1349  0.1527 0.23(6)°
—8 2Py 0.07(2) 0.07(3) 0.0768 0.0769  0.0867 0.10(3)®
5 QD% — 6 2P% 4.02(7) 4.105(39) 4.1032 4.1631  4.1368 4.080°, 4.1028(25)¢
7%Ps 0.46(1) 0.39(6) 0.4513  0.4500 0.5123
8 2Py 0.21(2) 0.18(3) 0.2232  0.2239  0.2457
6251 — 6Py 3.36(1) 3.275(47) 3.3380 3.3710  3.4082 3.36(16)%, 3.36(4)°, 3.3357¢
— 6 2P% 4.73(3) 4.637(67) 4.7097 4.7569  4.8103 4.45(19)%, 4.55(10)°, 4.72(4)¢
4.7065°
—~ 7P, 0.10(1) 0.10(5)  0.0605 0.0607  0.0350 0.24(3)°
— 7 QP% 0.17(5) 0.04(2)  0.0870 0.0858  0.1337 0.33(4)
— 8P 0.11(5) 0.11(6)  0.0868 0.0866  0.0426 0.10(1)®
— 8Py 0.11(5) 0.06(3) 0.0331  0.0334  0.0400 0.15(2)°
Transition ~ RCCSD(T)[64] RCICP [65] SD[63] SDpT [63] Our ZDE+243169]
5 QD% —4 QF% 3.75(11) 3.671(35) - - 3.6370 3.6216
—5 QF% 1.59(8) - - - 1.9454 1.8513
—6 2Fs 0.17(2) - - - 1.15358 0.9208
5 QDg —4 QF% 1.08(4) 1.002(9)  0.998  1.012  1.0044 0.9951
—4 2F; 4.84(5) 4.500(42) 4475  4.540  4.5017 4.4504
—5 2Fs 0.45(7) - 0.016  0.210  0.5255 0.5005
—5 2F; 2.47(6) - 0.130  1.049  2.4283 2.2445
—6 2Fs 0.15(2) - 0236 0.018  0.2996 0.2449
—6 2Fx 1.04(7) - 0.961  0.170  1.3690 1.1160

a — Ref.[70], b — Ref.[71, 72],c — Ref.[73], d — Ref.[74], e — Ref.[9]
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TABLE III. Comparisons of our (‘Our’) calculated differential static scalar polarizabilities, i.e.,
Aa9(0) for the clock transitions with the corresponding other (‘Other’) values as found in the

literature. The last two columns highlight the comparison of A\g at which Aa(® (w) = 0.

Clock transition — Aa?(0) (a.u.) Ao (nm)
Our Other Our Other
625%—52Dg -71.39 -73.1(1.3) [63], 652.88, 653(near) [2, 63

-73.56(21) [2], 480.64, 211.10 -

-73.59 [68]
625%752D% -77.64 -75.45 [68] 691.49, 588.26 -
480.66, 206.81 -

TABLE IV. Single-photon magic wavelengths (A;,) in nm and the corresponding polarizabilities
(o) in a.u. for the clock transitions 6251(%) — 52Dy, (My,) are presented. Our estimated magic
2

wavelengths (‘Our’) are also compared with the corresponding values in Ref. [69] and Ref. [65].

States Am, o

(Jy,M;) Our Ref. [69] Ref. [65]

(%,%) 592.13 592.46 592.39(14) 337.27

480.47 480.44 480.539(14) 12.03

~—~
NI
N[

S~—

754.98 767.81 757.7(3.9) 337.27
586.30 585.98 585.982(10) 348.92
480.85 480.81  480.93(3) -21.13

)
) 263

—~
~—

480.31 480.26  480.38(2

NjoT Not
lee pojot
N—

—~

664.23 666.64 663.6(1.4) 250.17

480.71 480.71  480.86(2) -8.58
713.69 718.18 707.9(3.3) 221.45

—
Nt
N[

S~—

480.90 480.93 481.10(2) -26.17
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TABLE V. Two-photon magic wavelengths (A1 and Aj2) in nm with two-photon polarizability

values (ayp) in a.u. for the 6251 — 52Ds
2 2

5
2

laser beams are considered to be same at the position of Ba™.

clock transitions of Bat ion. The intensities of the two

6251 —52D3 6251 —52Ds

2 2 2 2
(Jv,Mj,) w1 wa ap Am1 Am2 (Jo,My,) w1 wa Qi Aml Am2
(3,3) 0.055024 0.077231 528.21 828.06 589.96  (3,3) 0.068554 0.094410 51.02 664.64 482.61
0.072209 0.094416  85.56 630.99 482.58 0.084010 0.109867 53.61 542.35 414.72
0.085568 0.107774  12.66 532.48 422.77 0.095452 0.121308  56.25 477.34 375.60
0.095519 0.117726  36.17 477.01 387.03 0.174544 0.200400 -68.45 261.04 227.36
0.181074 0.203281 -61.64 251.63 224.14 (3, 3) 0.044445 0.070301 424.78 1025.16 648.12
(3,%) 0.041102 0.063309 374.78 1108.54 719.70 0.068954 0.094810 255.99 660.78 480.57
0.070577 0.092784 -3433.52 645.58 491.07 0.082605 0.108462 -73.92 551.58 420.09
0.085000 0.107207  -63.55 536.04 425.00 0.095360 0.121216  19.86 477.80 375.89
0.095412 0.117619  -6.14 477.54 387.38 0.176783 0.202639 -65.40 257.74 224.85
0.182695 0.204902  -59.68 249.40 222.37 (5, 3) 0.040841 0.066697 393.14 1115.64 683.14
0.069232 0.095088 378.05 658.13 479.17
0.081702 0.107559 -163.43 557.68 423.61
0.095314 0.121170  1.45 478.03 376.03
0.177112 0.202968 -64.97 257.26 224.49
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G. Uncertainty in the estimated magic-wavelengths

To estimate an approximate uncertainty in the magic wavelength values, we follow two
procedures to estimate the maximum deviations of our computed magic wavelengths. Firstly,
we consider Table IV where our calculated magic wavelengths values are compared with the
values of Ref. [69] and Ref. [65]. It is evident that our magic wavelengths agree excellently
(maximum deviation of 0.1%) with the corresponding wavelengths of Ref. [69] and Ref. [65]
when one of the two intersecting curves, as shown in the Fig. 3, is almost vertical at the
point of intersection. We indicate this type of magic wavelengths as category-I. On the other
hand, the magic wavelengths 754.98 nm, 664.23 nm, and 713.69 nm, which appear on the
intersections of almost horizontally flat portions of the curves, differ by a maximum amount
of 0.8% from the corresponding magic wavelengths of Ref. [65] and 1.7% from the corre-
sponding magic wavelengths of Ref. [69]. We indicate this later type of magic wavelengths
as category-II. This comparison shows that category-I magic wavelengths are expected to be
more accurate than category-II magic wavelengths. In the second procedure, we reevaluate
all the single-photon magic wavelengths by replacing our RCCSD(T) matrix elements with
the SD matrix elements [62, 63]. Then we further reevaluate these magic wavelengths by
replacing our RCCSD(T) matrix elements with the RCCSD(T) matrix elements of Sahoo
et al. [68]. These re-evaluated magic-wavelengths using both these approaches differ by a
maximum amount of 0.2% from our presented magic wavelengths in Table IV. Therefore,
following both the procedures, one can say that the maximum deviation for the category-I
magic wavelengths can be 0.2%, whereas the maximum deviation for the category-II magic
wavelengths can be 1.7%. Consequently, we may conclude that our calculated single-photon
category-I magic wavelengths may not have uncertainty by more than 0.5% and category-II
magic wavelengths may not have uncertainty by more than 2%. These estimates of uncer-
tainty for both these categories can also be valid for the two-photon magic wavelengths in
Table V, as similar approaches are followed to evaluate both the single-photon and two-

photon magic wavelengths.
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H. Application of two-photon polarizability: Spin-mixing in 3"Bat—3"Rb mixture

As an exclusive application of the presented theory of dipole polarizability for a two-
photon mechanism, we investigate the importance of this polarizability on an ion-atom
mixture of a heteronuclear binary system. We consider a mixture of *"Ba™ and 8"Rb with
their hyperfine ground states 625% (Fyy =1, Mp,,) and 525% (Fy2 = 1, Mp,,), respectively.
According to the multichannel quantum defect theory calculation, this particular choice of
ion-atom pair can be made as a promising candidate for ultracold chemistry [40, 41, 75]. The
composite sublevels (spin states) consisting of the magnetic sublevels of the hyperfine ground
states of the ion and the atom are represented by |Mp,,, Mp,,). The magnetic sublevels of
the atom or ion are degenerate in the absence of an external magnetic field or a circularly
polarized light. A circularly polarized light can create additional Stark-shifts in opposite
directions to +Mp,, and —Mp,, levels (n = 1 or 2) by inducing the vector part of the
polarizability and hence can break this degeneracy completely. In general, this vector part
can not be induced by a linearly polarized light. The additional energy shifts to the atom
or ion provide a fictitious magnetic field at the tune-out wavelength of light for Mg, =0
state [76]. The tune-out wavelength for a state is the wavelength of the externally applied
laser light for which the dipole polarizability of the state becomes zero. However, for a
two-photon process, it is an appropriate combination of the wavelengths of the two laser
lights for which the two-photon polarizability of the state vanishes. For instance, we can
extract the single-photon (480.61 nm) and two-photon (632.21 nm, 533.08 nm) tune-out
wavelengths for the 625)2(F,1 = 1, Mp,, = 0) state of *"Ba* from Fig. 5. Here it is to
be mentioned that the factors to convert the expressions of dynamic polarizabilities at the
fine-structure sublevels to the expressions of corresponding polarizabilities at the hyperfine
sublevels are represented in the “Appendix”. Nevertheless, the spin states for the degenerate
mixture of ¥"Ba’ and ®"Rb are |0,0), | + 1, —1), and | — 1,+1) (see Fig. 6) conserving the
total My value (here we ignore the spin-spin interaction between the ion and the atom).
However, if an arbitrary magnetic field is applied to this binary mixture externally, the
field may break this degeneracy. Our first target is to investigate whether one can achieve
the spin-oscillation or spin-mixing [42] processes [0,0) <+ | +1,—1) and [0,0) <> | — 1,+1)
by maintaining the required degeneracy at some non-zero magnetic fields. After that, we

investigate the possibilities of these spin-oscillation processes in the presence of a single laser
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beam and then two counter-propagating laser beams having appropriate polarizations.
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FIG. 5. Variations of (a) single-photon and (b) two-photon polarizabilities with wavelength for
the 6251/2(Fv1 =1, Mp,, = 0,+1) state of 1¥"Ba™ ion. In the single-photon case, we assume a left
circularly polarized light. In the two-photon case, we assume a left circularly polarized light and a
linearly polarized light. In the inset of the panel in (b), we display the enlarged version of the plot

around the wavelength 533.08 nm.

We indicate the energy difference between the composite levels by AE, (B) =EI00 —
EFL=Y and AE (B) = EI®0 — EI=1+D . The magnetic energy E™MrAi-Mr2)(B) for the
mixture of ¥7Bat and 8"Rb is determined using the Hamiltonian H, = —(, By + (B2,
where (7 and (5 are the linear and quadratic Zeeman shifts, respectively. By represents the
z-component of the external magnetic field. The coefficients (; and (5 can be evaluated from
the power series expansion of the Breit-Rabi formula [77, 78]. In this analysis, we consider
the ground state magnetic dipole hyperfine coupling constant for 1*"Ba™ as 4.0189 GHz [79].
Nevertheless, in the absence of any light, as we increase the magnetic field from zero, the
values of AFE, (B) shift from zero as shown in Fig. 7(a). AE,(B) becomes zero again at B
=5.45 G indicating the fact that spin-oscillation is also possible between |0,0) and |+ 1, —1)
states at some non-zero magnetic field (see also Fig. 6). However, the other spin-oscillation,
|0,0) <> | — 1,+1), does not seem to be taken place at a finite non-zero magnetic field.

Fig. 7(b) indicates that the two spin-mixing processes cannot occur at zero magnetic field
when the binary system is exposed under a left circularly polarized light with wavelength

480.61 nm. Here we consider the intensity of the external light beam is 10 W/m?2. The
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FIG. 6. Spin-oscillation processes between the spin states |[Mf,,, Mf,,) for the 1¥"Ba* ion and 8’ Rb
atom mixture are shown schematically at different magnetic fields (in Gauss). The red ball (on
the left) and blue ball (on the right) represent 3"Ba* ion and 8"Rb atom, respectively. The balls
with upward, downward, and no arrows represent | + 1), | — 1), and |0) spin states, respectively,
for both the atom and the ion. Solid black, orange dotted, and green dashed arrows represent
spin-changing processes for no-light, single-photon, and two-photon, respectively, cases. In the
single-photon case, we assume a left circularly polarized light. In the two-photon case, we assume

a left circularly polarized light and a linearly polarized light.

tune-out wavelength 480.61 nm is very close to the first resonance line of ¥"Ba* ion and
far away from the resonance lines of ’Rb atom. Therefore, the light affects the 3"Ba*
ion but keeps the 8"Rb atom almost unaffected. As the light is circularly polarized, the
dipole polarizability induced by this light has a non-zero vector part. This vector part leads
to a fictitious magnetic field felt only by the ¥"Ba™ ion. Fig. 7(b) reveals that AE_(B)
and AF(B) split away for this fictitious magnetic field when the external magnetic field is
zero. Therefore, the |0,0) <» | — 1,+1) spin-oscillation is suppressed forever as the external
magnetic field increases from 0. Whereas, the spin oscillation [0,0) <> | + 1, —1) becomes

feasible at the magnetic field of 12.40 G (see also Fig. 6). This shift of external magnetic
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field from 5.45 G (without light) to 12.40 G (single-photon interaction) is a manifestation of
the vector polarizability created by the circularly polarized light. Therefore, by tuning the
light to an appropriate wavelength, one can switch-on the spin-oscillation |0,0) <> |+ 1, —1)
at a desired non-zero magnetic field. Nevertheless, the spin-oscillation |0,0) < | — 1,+1)

can not be achieved unless we change the direction of circular polarization of the light.

In the two-photon case, one of the laser lights with with frequency w; (wavelength A;) is
considered to have left circular polarization and another with frequency wo (wavelength \s)
is considered to have linear polarization.. Both the laser lights have intensities of 10 W/m?.
The frequency difference between the two lights is considered to be Aw = 0.022206903 a.u.
which corresponds to the frequency of 625 1 52D% transition. Here we get two sets of
tune-out wavelengths at (A, A2) = (632.21 nm, 493.30 nm) and (533.08 nm, 423.14 nm)
for the 625% (Mg, = 0) state of 13"Ba™ as depicted in Fig. 5(b). Here also, 8Rb atom
behaves as almost transparent for these two sets of tune-out wavelengths. Fig. 7(c) shows
the external magnetic field variation of AE, (B)=E!"" — EFL=0 1+ §ETP for lights with
wavelengths (632.21 nm, 493.30 nm) and AE_(B)=EI*0 — EI=1+D 4 §ETP for lights with
wavelengths (533.08 nm, 423.14 nm). Here §E]” indicates the light shift due to the two-
photon interaction. This figure shows that by proper choice of wavelengths of the lights
and the external magnetic field (9.95 G), AE_(B) can be made zero to switch on the
|0,0) <> | — 1,+1) spin-oscillation. This particular spin-oscillation is not observed in no
light condition and the single-photon case with left circularly polarized light. In order to
understand its possibility in a two-photon case, one needs to look Fig. 5(b). This figure
shows that the two-photon polarizabilities of M, = +1 and My, = —1 for ¥"Ba* ion
are positive and negative, respectively, at \; = 533.08 nm. However, the signs of these
polarizabilities are reversed at the other wavelength A\; = 632.21 nm. Therefore, the signs
of the fictitious magnetic fields are changed accordingly between these two wavelengths. As
a consequence, the spin-oscillation |0,0) <> | — 1, +1) is achievable at 9.95 G for A; = 533.08
nm and Ay = 423.14 nm, whereas the spin-oscillation |0,0) <> | + 1, —1) can occur at 18 G
for A\; = 632.21 nm and Ay = 493.30 nm (see also Fig. 6). On this account, we can say that
by changing the wavelengths of the two counter-propagating lights, one can control both the
spin-oscillation processes of the heteronuclear spin-1 mixture of ¥"Ba® and 8'Rb. It is to be
mentioned here that both these spin-oscillation processes can also be achieved at different

magnetic fields if we consider Aw = 0.025856323 a.u. which corresponds to the frequency
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of GZS% — 52Dg transition.

IV. CONCLUSION

This work shows the frequency or wavelength dependence of dipole polarizabilities of a
few low-lying states of singly ionized barium atom. These low-lying states, 625 1, 52D%7
and 52Dg, are associated with the proposed optical clock transitions 62S% - 52D%,§ of Ba™.
From the profiles of these polarizabilities, we extract the magic wavelengths for the zero
differential Stark-shifts in the clock transitions due to the single-photon and two-photon
interactions. The single-photon differential polarizabilities and the magic wavelength values
are compared with the relevant other theoretical and experimental values to calibrate our
calculations. The excellent agreements in this comparison can give an indication of the
accuracy of our two-photon calculations which are the primary objective of this work. We
find a few two-photon magic wavelengths in the optical region providing high polarizability
values to the clock states. These magic wavelengths can be advantageous in conducting
clock experiments on Ba™ with minimal errors.

Besides the clock-related experiments, the most important advantage of using a two-
photon mechanism is highlighted here in the spin-oscillation processes of a spin-1 mixture
of 13"Ba* ion and ®Rb atom in the presence of an external magnetic field. The spin-states
of this binary mixture, 0,0), |+ 1, —1) and | — 1,+1), act as degenerate states in no light
and no magnetic field conditions. However, when a single circularly polarized laser light
is applied, this degeneracy is lifted completely. In this situation, a non-zero magnetic field
is required to maintain the degeneracy between the |0,0) state and one of the two states,
| +1,—1) and | — 1,+1), depending on the direction of circular polarization. Consequently,
such a magnetic field can activate only one of the two spin-oscillation processes, |0,0) <
|+ 1,—1) and |0,0) <> | — 1,+1). In this work, we have demonstrated that a two-photon
interaction using a circularly polarized light and a linearly polarized light can activate both
the spin-oscillation processes without changing the direction of the circular polarization.
However, each of these processes needs an appropriate combination of wavelengths of the
lights and accordingly, an appropriate external magnetic field. The triggering of both the
spin oscillation processes by tuning the wavelength of the two laser lights and the strength of

the magnetic field is a manifestation of the fictitious magnetic field generated by the vector
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component of the dipole polarizability. .

Therefore, the two-photon model can induce coherent heteronuclear spin-mixing dynamics
and significantly influence the quantum phases of the binary-species spin-1 BEC. Our model
can be applied to other atomic mixtures to generate entanglement between two different

atoms [80, 81] and control the singlet-pairing process [82].

Appendix: Dynamic valence polarizability at the hyperfine level

The scalar o) (w) , vector o)) (w) and tensor o?) (w) components of valence polarizability
at a hyperfine level can be related to the corresponding polarizability at the fine-structure

level by [44, 83, 84]

F, J, I JFU(2FU+1)(2JU+1>(JU+1> D) (A2)

a'U
J, F, 1 Jo(Fy +1)

and

0D () = (~1)"

F, J, I F,(2F, — 1)(2F, + 1)
J, F, 2 (2F, +3)(F, + 1)

<(2Jv +3)(2J, +1)(J, + 1)

(27, — 1) )0‘52)@)- (A.3)

Here F, (F, = J, + I) and Mg, represent hyperfine quantum number and its magnetic

component, respectively. Hence the valence polarizability aXF (w) at a hyperfine level can be

written as
v (s) Mr, ) 2)
. (w) = o (w) + Aﬁaw (w) + Cray) (w), (A.4)
where
3M2 — J,(F, + 1) 1
f F —. A.
Ch F.(0F, — 1) or Iy > (A.5)
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FIG. 7. Magnetic energy diagram for the two heteronuclear spin-oscillation processes in the spin-1
137TBa* and 8"Rb mixture (a) without light shift, (b) with light shift by single-photon interaction
(A = 480.61 nm), and (c) with light shift by two-photon interaction (632.21 nm, 493.30 nm) and

(533.08 nm, 423.14 nm).
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