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We demonstrate Rydberg blockade due to the charge-dipole interaction between a single Rb atom
and a single RbCs molecule confined in optical tweezers. The molecule is formed by magnetoasso-
ciation of a Rb+Cs atom pair and subsequently transferred to the rovibrational ground state with
an efficiency of 91(1)%. Species-specific tweezers are used to control the separation between the
atom and molecule. The charge-dipole interaction causes blockade of the transition to the Rb(52s)
Rydberg state, when the atom-molecule separation is set to 310(40) nm. The observed excitation
dynamics are in good agreement with simulations using calculated interaction potentials. Our re-
sults open up the prospect of a hybrid platform where quantum information is transferred between
individually trapped molecules using Rydberg atoms.

Ultracold dipolar systems, such as Rydberg atoms
and polar molecules, are promising platforms for quan-
tum simulation and computation [1–14]. Rydberg atoms
exhibit strong, long-range interactions that can be ex-
ploited to engineer quantum entanglement and multi-
qubit gates [12, 15–20]. This approach exploits the Ry-
dberg blockade mechanism, where strong van der Waals
interactions between neighbouring Rydberg atoms pre-
vent simultaneous excitation of multiple atoms within a
certain radius. Ultracold polar molecules also exhibit
long-range interactions and possess a rich manifold of
long-lived rotational states which can be coupled using
microwave fields [21–23] to realise high-fidelity quantum
operations [24–29]. Recent advances in optical tweezer
arrays of Rydberg atoms [10–13] and ultracold molecules
[30–35] provide the foundation to develop hybrid atom-
molecule systems.

A hybrid system composed of polar molecules and Ry-
dberg atoms trapped in optical tweezer arrays offers a
way to combine the advantages of both platforms. For
example, quantum information can be encoded in the
internal states of the molecule, and gates can be per-
formed utilising the strong interactions of Rydberg atoms
[36–39]. This combines the fast high-fidelity interactions
and readout possible with Rydberg atoms [20, 40] with
the long coherence times and lifetimes of polar molecules
[21–23]. In addition, this hybrid system offers new ca-
pabilities, such as nondestructive readout of the molec-
ular state [41–43], cooling of molecules using Rydberg
atoms [44, 45], and photoassociation of giant polyatomic
Rydberg molecules [46–48].

Realising controlled interactions between molecules
and Rydberg atoms remains an outstanding challenge.
These interactions extend beyond the van der Waals
and dipole-dipole interactions which have been widely

used in single-species Rydberg systems [11] and the
dipole-dipole interactions recently observed between po-
lar molecules [49–52]. The long-range interaction of
the Rydberg electron with the permanent dipole, d, of
the polar molecule takes, in first order, the form of
a charge-dipole interaction [46, 53]. The interaction
arises when the internal field due to the Rydberg elec-
tron and atomic core polarizes the molecular dipole,
Vcd(r,Ram) = BN2 − d · F(r,Ram). Here r is the elec-
tron position, Ram is the dipole position with respect
to the atomic core, and N and B are the quantum op-
erators for molecular rotation and the associated rota-
tional constant respectively. The internal electric field is

F = e(r−Ram)
|r−Ram|3 + eRam

R3
am

, leading to an anisotropic 1/R2
am

interaction. For micron-scale separations, achievable in
optical lattices and optical tweezers, these interactions
are predicted to be strong enough to preclude the exci-
tation of an atom to a Rydberg state in the presence of
a molecule [36, 37].

In this Letter, we demonstrate Rydberg blockade due
to the charge-dipole interaction in a hybrid platform com-
posed of a single 87Rb atom and a single 87Rb133Cs
molecule confined in separate optical tweezers. The
molecule is prepared in the rovibrational ground state
using a combination of magnetoassociation and coherent
optical transfer. We use species-specific optical tweez-
ers to control the atom-molecule separation down to
∼ 300 nm without significant collisional loss. At this
separation, we find that excitation of the Rb atom to
a Rydberg state is suppressed.

The adiabatic Hamiltonian for the hybrid Rydberg
atom-molecule system at large separations contains the
charge induced-dipole interaction [46], and the S-wave
scattering of the slow electron from the molecule [53–55].
The results described here hold for d < dcr = 1.639 De-
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FIG. 1. (a) Pair state energy shift as a function of the sep-
aration Ram between a Rb atom in state |r〉 = |52s〉 and a
RbCs molecule in state |G〉 = |X1Σ+, v = 0, N = 0〉. The
shaded region (shown inset) highlights the region relevant to
the blockade measurements; the dashed line shows our best
estimate of Ram and the range reflects the associated uncer-
tainty. (b) A surface plot of the radial electron density of
the Rydberg electron for Ram = 230 nm. (c) Schematic of
the experiment showing the atom and molecule trapped in
species-specific optical tweezers separated along the y-axis.

bye [56], the Fermi-Teller critical dipole, to ensure that
the electron only scatters from the molecule. The trap-
ping potentials due to the optical tweezers and the effect
of the magnetic field are neglected in the theoretical de-
scription.

In Fig. 1(a), we show the resulting energy shift as a
function of the separation Ram between a Rb atom in Ry-
dberg state |r〉 = |52s〉 and a RbCs molecule in the rovi-
brational ground state |G〉 = |X1Σ+, v = 0, N = 0〉 with
d = 1.225 Debye [57] and B = 0.490 GHz [58]. Here, v
and N are the vibrational and rotational quantum num-
bers, respectively. At Ram ∼ 300 nm, we see the onset of
a large shift arising from the charge-dipole interaction.
The modulations in the energy arise from the oscillatory
nature of the Rydberg electron wavefunction. For our
choice of states the interaction is non-resonant and van
der Waals interactions are ' 1 kHz at these distances.
Figure 1(b) shows the Rydberg electron density for our
system with Ram = 230 nm, highlighting the perturba-
tion due to the polar molecule. The outermost minimum
of the Rydberg electron wavefunction sets the range of
interactions; this occurs at 220 nm for the state |r〉.

The experimental geometry is shown in Fig. 1(c). The
atom and molecule are prepared in species-specific tweez-
ers. Both particles predominantly occupy the motional
ground state of their respective traps. The tweezer sepa-

ration, Rt, is set by controlling the relative tweezer align-
ment in all three spatial dimensions. The atom-molecule
separation, Ram, is determined from the difference in the
resulting potential minima. When the tweezers overlap,
the atom-molecule separation is reduced compared to the
tweezer separation (Ram < Rt) due to the effect of each
potential on the other species. For each measurement,
we repeat an experimental sequence many times. Fluc-
tuations in the relative alignment of the tweezers occur
from shot to shot with an estimated standard deviation of
50 nm in each coordinate. Atomic fluorescence images are
taken at the start and end of each sequence to determine
the occupancy of each tweezer; molecules are detected
by reversing the association procedure and imaging the
resulting atom pair in separate tweezers. We apply vari-
ous post-selection criteria on the tweezer occupancies to
obtain values and their associated confidence intervals
from typically 200 – 1000 runs for different experimental
scenarios [55].

Our experiments begin by loading single 87Rb and
133Cs atoms into species-specific optical tweezers [59].
After determining the trap occupations and performing
rearrangement, the atoms are further cooled using Ra-
man sideband cooling [60–62] and transferred to the hy-
perfine states |f=1,mf = 1〉Rb + |f=3,mf = 3〉Cs. To
produce a molecule, we must prepare a Rb+Cs atom pair
in the ground state of relative motion in a single tweezer.
We achieve this by merging a 817 nm tweezer containing
a Rb atom into a 1065 nm tweezer containing a Cs atom.
This protocol prepares a Rb+Cs atom pair in the ground
state of relative motion in 56(5)% of runs [62].

The electronic potential energy curves for RbCs are
shown in Fig. 2(a). Weakly bound RbCs molecules in
state |F 〉 are formed using magnetoassociation on an
interspecies Feshbach resonance at 197 G [35, 63–65].
The magnetic field ramps used to associate and later
dissociate the atom pair are shown in the upper panel
of Fig. 2(b); the central panel shows the energy lev-
els that these ramps navigate to access the state |F 〉 at
181.6 G. The formation of weakly bound RbCs molecules
is detected using pump-induced loss [55, 66–68] which
precludes atom-pair recovery when the association and
merging steps are reversed (Fig. 2(b) lower panel).

We transfer the weakly bound molecule to the rovi-
brational ground state |G〉 using two-photon stimulated
Raman adiabatic passage (STIRAP) [69, 70], as previ-
ously demonstrated for bulk gases of RbCs molecules
[57, 66, 68, 71]. In Fig. 2(c) we show the probabil-
ity of recovering the atom pair after a round trip |F 〉
→ |G〉 → |F 〉 as a function of the single-photon de-
tuning of either the pump or Stokes lasers, with the
other laser held on single-photon resonance. When the
Stokes laser is not resonant, the pump laser causes loss
to other molecular states via the intermediate molecular
state |E〉 = |3Π1, v

′ = 29, J ′ = 1〉. When the pump laser
is far from resonant, the molecules remain in state |F 〉
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FIG. 2. Formation of ground state RbCs molecules in optical tweezers. (a) Electronic potential curves for RbCs showing the
pump and Stokes transitions that couple states |F 〉, |E〉 and |G〉. (b) Formation of weakly bound molecules by magnetoassoci-
ation of atom pairs using a Feshbach resonance at 197 G. The top panel shows the magnetic field ramps used to form molecules
and then navigate the near-threshold bound states shown in the middle panel. STIRAP is performed at 181.6 G when the
molecule occupies the state |F 〉 (indicated point). The lower panel shows the pump-induced loss of weakly bound molecules.
The atom-pair survival probability P11 is measured after reversing the field ramp to dissociate any remaining molecules. (c)
Atom-pair survival probability for a round trip |F 〉 → |G〉 → |F 〉 as a function of the one-photon detuning ∆1p of either the
pump (from the transition |F 〉 → |E〉) or the Stokes (from the transition |E〉 → |G〉) when the other laser is on resonance.
(d) Repeated STIRAP transfers between states |F 〉 and |G〉 with a one-way efficiency of 91(1)%. The dashed lines show the
experimental contrast; the shaded regions are the uncertainties. The inset shows the pulse profiles for a round-trip transfer.

throughout the transfer sequence.

In Fig. 2(d), we characterise the STIRAP efficiency us-
ing repeated transfers back and forth between states |F 〉
and |G〉. An odd number of successful one-way transfers
results in the molecule occupying state |G〉, whereas an
even number returns it to state |F 〉. Only molecules that
occupy state |F 〉 at the end of the sequence are dissoci-
ated back into atom pairs for detection. The offset of the
odd points indicates the combined efficiency of the cool-
ing, merging, and magnetoassociation stages; in 50(1)%
of runs we do not form a molecule, and thus reimage
the atom pair independent of the STIRAP pulses. The
maximum contrast between the odd and even points is
limited primarily by the 35(5) ms lifetime of molecules
in state |F 〉 in the trap and the need to allow the mag-
netic field to stabilise before STIRAP [55]. We measure a
one-way transfer efficiency of 91(1)%, consistent with the
best reported efficiencies for RbCs in bulk gases [68, 71].

To observe blockade, the charge-dipole interaction be-
tween the Rydberg atom and the molecule must be
greater than the power-broadened transition linewidth.
For our system, this is set by the Rabi frequency
of 500(3) kHz; blockade therefore requires interactions
shifts & 1 MHz. Our calculations in Fig. 1 predict the
atom-molecule distance must be below a blockade radius
∼ 300 nm to observe this effect, a distance smaller than
the beam radii of the individual tweezers (∼ 1 µm). We
cannot acheive sub-micron separations by loading both
species into the same tweezer, as the expected lifetime

due to collisional loss is < 1 ms [72]. Instead we utilise
species-specific tweezers at wavelengths of 1065 nm for
the molecule and 817 nm for the atom. For the Rb
atom, the ratio of polarisabilities for these wavelengths
is αRb

817/α
Rb
1065 ∼ 6.3 [73], so that it is confined predomi-

nantly in the 817 nm tweezer (the “atom tweezer”). Con-
versely, for the RbCs molecule αRbCs

1065 /α
RbCs
817 ∼ 4.5 [74] so

that it is confined predominantly in the 1065 nm tweezer
(the “molecule tweezer”). Typical trap potentials are il-
lustrated in the insets of Fig. 3.

We investigate loss due to collisions between a Rb atom
in state |g〉 = |5s1/2, f = 1,mf = 1〉 and a RbCs molecule
by sweeping the position of the atom tweezer to a vari-
able distance Rt from the molecule tweezer. The par-
ticles are held at this separation for 9.5 ms before the
sweep is reversed and the particle survival probabilities
are measured. The results are presented in Fig. 3. For
the molecule, we report the atom-pair survival probabil-
ity, post-selected on cases where a weakly bound molecule
was formed [55]. The upper panel shows the one-body
survival probabilities from runs where either the Rb atom
or the RbCs molecule is present. The atomic survival
probability is 97.2(4)%. For the molecule signal, we ob-
serve a survival probability of 48(2)%, primarily caused
by loss prior to STIRAP due to the short lifetime of the
state |F 〉 in the trap. By compensating for the return
STIRAP efficiency, we predict that a molecule in |G〉
is present in 53(3)% of runs in which a weakly bound
molecule is created. The lower panel in Fig. 3 shows the
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FIG. 3. Collisions between ground state RbCs molecules and
Rb atoms held in separate species-specific optical tweezers.
Particle survival probabilities are plotted as a function of
the tweezer separation, Rt. For the molecule we report the
atom-pair survival probability, post selected on cases where a
weakly bound molecule was formed [55]. Upper panel: exper-
imental runs where either a single Rb atom (blue squares) or
a single RbCs molecule (red circles) is present. Lower panel:
runs where both the atom and the molecule are present. The
dashed lines (and shaded regions) correspond to the mean
values (and errors) from the 1-body cases. The purple dot-
ted line at Rt = 420 nm shows the tweezer separation for
the measurement in Fig. 4(a). Insets: The potential energy
of the atom (blue) and molecule (red) resulting from their
own tweezer (dashed lines) and both tweezers (solid lines) for
Rt = 2000 nm (left) and Rt = 420 nm (right).

two-body survival probabilities for runs in which both an
atom and a weakly bound molecule are initially prepared.
When the tweezers are brought together, the wavefunc-
tions of the particles begin to overlap and collisions cause
loss of both the molecule and atom. We observe a reduc-
tion in the atom survival probability by 58(6)%, com-
mensurate with the probability a molecule in state |G〉
is present. From a Gaussian fit we find the loss falls to
1/e2 of its maximum value at Rt = 250(20) nm.

To demonstrate blockade, we repeat the routine used
to measure collisional loss, but use a shorter hold time of
3 ms when the tweezers are close together. Two-photon
excitation of the Rb atom |g〉 → |6p3/2〉 → |r〉 is per-
formed during the hold time with the trapping light still
present [55]. Atoms excited to state |r〉 are anti-trapped
and ejected from the tweezers, mapping Rydberg excita-
tion onto atom loss. To suppress collisional loss we hold
the tweezers at a separation Rt = 420(40) nm, shown
by the dotted line in Fig. 3. Here the error represents
the systematic uncertainty from the alignment calibra-
tions. As shown inset in Fig. 3, this equates to an atom-
molecule separation of Ram = 310(40) nm [55].

In Fig. 4, we demonstrate the blockade of the Ryd-
berg transition of the Rb atom when a RbCs molecule
in state |G〉 is present. Figure 4(a) shows the survival
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FIG. 4. (a) Survival probability of the Rb atom as a function
of the Rydberg pulse duration for Ram = 310(40) nm. Atoms
excited to |r〉 are ejected from the trap and lost. Events are
post-selected on the detection of a molecule in |G〉 (purple
squares) or unsuccessful formation of a molecule (green cir-
cles). The solid lines show the results of simulations using
the Lindblad master equation [55] using our estimated atom-
molecule separation. (b) Rb atom survival probability as a
function of the two-photon detuning, ∆, using a 1 µs pulse
for Ram = 700(40) nm (upper panel) and Ram = 310(40) nm
(lower panel). The detuning is defined relative to the transi-
tion centre in the absence of a molecule. Symbols are as in
(a) and solid lines show the results of simulations using the
estimated atom-molecule separations.

probability of the Rb atom as the Rydberg pulse dura-
tion is varied. For experimental runs where the molecule
tweezer is empty (green circles), we observe Rabi oscilla-
tions between states |g〉 and |r〉 with a fitted frequency
of 500(3) kHz. The observed damping is caused by laser
frequency noise. In contrast, for runs where a molecule
in state |G〉 is present (purple squares), we observe a sup-
pression of the excitation to state |r〉. Here, the presence
of the molecule shifts the energy of state |r〉 through the
charge-dipole interaction and thus blockades excitation
during the Rydberg pulse. The frequency of the resid-
ual Rabi oscillations is almost identical to that for the
unblockaded case. This is due to the sharp onset of the
interaction shown in Fig. 1(a) combined with shot-to-
shot variations in the relative alignment of the tweezers.
For runs with the largest separations, the energy shift is
smaller than the Rabi frequency of the Rydberg transi-
tion leading to a signal at the unshifted Rabi frequency.

To simulate the expected excitation dynamics, we solve
the Lindblad master equation [55]. We use the pair-state
energy shifts shown in Fig. 1(a) to include a distance-
dependent energy shift. We account for the fact that the
atom and molecule are predominantly prepared in the
motional ground state of their respective tweezers by av-
eraging the interaction over the ground-state wavefunc-
tion of relative motion. We also include experimental im-
perfections such as dephasing from laser frequency noise
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and shot-to-shot fluctuations in the relative alignment of
the tweezers. Using our best estimates of the separation,
we find good agreement between the results of the simu-
lation and the experiment, as shown by the solid lines in
Fig. 4(a).

Figure 4(b) shows the effect of changing the atom-
molecule separation on the Rydberg blockade. In this
experiment, we fix the pulse duration to approximate a
π-pulse and scan the two-photon detuning of the light
driving the Rydberg transition. For Ram = 700(40) nm,
shown in the upper panel, the charge-dipole interaction
is negligible. Here, the dominant interaction is van der
Waals leading to a shift of ∼ 0.1 kHz [75]. Consequently,
the presence of a molecule does not affect the the Ryd-
berg excitation. However, for Ram = 310(40) nm, shown
in the lower panel, the presence of a molecule leads to
an observed shift of the Rydberg transition to lower en-
ergy, as expected. The transition is significantly broad-
ened due to the sensitivity of the charge-dipole interac-
tion to the atom-molecule separation. The broadening
causes a concomitant reduction in the signal amplitude.
Both these effects are reproduced by simulations using
the same parameters as in Fig. 4(a) with the exception
of the appearance of a shoulder in the lower panel of
Fig. 4(b) which is highly sensitive to fluctuations in Ram.

In conclusion, we have demonstrated blockade of the
transition to the Rb(52s) Rydberg state due to the
charge-dipole interaction with a RbCs molecule in the
rovibrational ground state. This represents the first ob-
servation of a charge-dipole induced shift in an ultra-
cold setting and opens up many new research directions.
The blockade we have observed provides a mechanism for
non-destructive state readout of the molecule [36, 37]. A
single Rydberg atom can also mediate effective spin-spin
interactions between a pair of molecular dipoles [76]. For
molecules prepared in the N = 2 rotational state, our
calculations for the Rb(52s) Rydberg state predict that
resolvable, deeply bound states exist for separations of
∼ 220 nm. This offers the possibility to photoassociate
giant polyatomic Rydberg molecules [46–48, 77]. By se-
lecting Rydberg and molecular states which interact via
resonant dipole-dipole interactions, the Rydberg block-
ade radius can be increased to several microns, enabling
high-fidelity entangling gates between molecules medi-
ated by strong interactions with neighbouring Rydberg
atoms [38, 39]. This presents the tantalising prospect of
a hybrid platform where quantum information is trans-
ferred between individually trapped molecules using Ry-
dberg atoms.
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RYDBERG ATOM-POLAR MOLECULE INTERACTION

The Born-Oppenheimer Hamiltonian at large separations between the Rb atom and the RbCs molecule, reads
as [1, 2]

H = HR(r) + Vcd(r,Ram) + Vem(r,Ram) (1)

where r and Ram are the positions of the Rydberg electron and diatomic molecule with respect to the atomic core
Rb+, respectively. HR represents the single electron Hamiltonian describing the Rydberg atom

HR(r) = − ℏ2

2me
∇2

r + Vl(r) (2)

with Vl(r) being the l-dependent model potential [3], where l is the angular momentum of the Rydberg electron.
The second term includes the rotational energy and the Rydberg electron-RbCs dipole interaction, in the Born-
Oppenheimer and rigid rotor approximations,

Vcd = BN2 − d · F(r,Ram) (3)

with B being the rotational constant, N the molecular angular momentum operator, and d the permanent electric
dipole moments of the diatomic molecule. The internal electric field due to the Rydberg electron, at the position of
RbCs, Ram, is

F(r,Ram) = e
r−Ram

|r−Ram|3
+ e

Ram

R3
am

, (4)

the first term is due to the Rydberg electron and the second one to the atomic core Rb+, with e being the electron
charge. The charge-dipole term allows for scattering of electrons for diatomic molecules possessing permanent electric
dipole moments less than a critical value dcr = 1.639 D [4]; at supercritical dipole moments, the Rydberg electron
could bind.

The last term in the adiabatic Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) represents the scattering of the Rydberg electron from RbCs
and is approximated as the Fermi pseudopotential [5]

Vem = 2πaS(k)δ (r−Ram) , (5)

accounting for the contribution to low-energy electron-molecule scattering in the L = 0 (S-wave) partial wave. The
S-wave scattering length is aS(k) = − tan(δS(k))/k, with δS(k) being the L = 0 scattering phase shift at momentum
k. The electron scattering from RbCs(X1Σ) can form negative ions, and the electron affinity (EA) of RbCs, EA =
0.478 ± 0.020 eV [6], is used to estimate the S-wave scattering length. Ab initio calculations of electron scattering
length in collision with molecules are notoriously difficult to converge at extreme low collision energies. When the
electron affinity of the molecule is small, a reasonable measure of the size of the scattering length can be made using
EA = −ℏ2/(2ma2S), where m is the electron mass [7]. This scattering becomes important when the molecule enters
the Rydberg orbit. At the separations considered here, the dominant interaction is the electron-dipole interaction.

The Schrödinger equation associated with the Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) is solved by expanding in a basis set,

Ψ(r,Ωd;Ram) =
∑

n,l,N,J

CnlNJ(Ram)ΨnlNJMJ
(r,Ωd), (6)
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FIG. S1. Born-Oppenheimer electronic potential energy curves for the Rydberg polyatomic molecule, Rb-RbCs(MJ = 0)
evolving from the degenerate Rydberg Rb(n = 49, l ≥ 4)-RbCs(N = 0) manifold. The other dissociation limits are: Rb(52s)-
RbCs(N), with N = 0, 1, 2, 3, Rb(50d)-RbCs(N = 5), and Rb(49f)-RbCs(N = 0).

with

ΨnlNJMJ
(r,Ωd) =

ml=l∑

ml=−l

MN=N∑

MN=−N

⟨lmlNMN |JMJ⟩ψnlm(r)YNMN
(Ωd), (7)

where ⟨lmlNMN |JMJ⟩ are the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients, J = |l − N |, . . . , l + N , and MJ = −J, . . . , J . ψnlm(r)
is the Rydberg electron wave function with n, l, and m being the principal, orbital, and magnetic quantum numbers
respectively. YNMN

(Ωd) is the spherical harmonics, which represents the field-free rotational wave function of the
diatomic molecule, with N and MN being the rotational and magnetic quantum numbers. The internal rotational
motion of the diatomic molecule is described by the Euler angles Ωd = (θd, ϕd).

In the basis expansion in Eq. (6), we have assumed that the projection of the total angular momentum along the
inter-species axis MJ is a good quantum number. For MJ = 0, our calculations presented in Fig. 1(a) include the
rotational excitations up to RbCs(N ≤ 5), and for the quantum defect Rydberg states Rb((n + 3)s), Rb((n + 2)p),
Rb((n + 1)d), Rb(nf) and the degenerate manifold Rb(n, 4 ≤ l ≤ n − 1), with n = 48, 49, and 50, satisfying
MJ = ml +MN , and all possible values of the total angular momentum J . By using in Eq. (6), a reduced basis
formed by Rydberg states, with non-zero quantum defects, Rb(52s), Rb(51p), Rb(50d), Rb(49f), and the degenerate
manifold Rb(49, 4 ≤ l ≤ 48), the largest difference of energy shift presented in Fig. 1(a) is ∼ 2.5 MHz in the outermost
minimum, whereas at 300 nm this difference is reduced to ∼ 75 kHz.

To illustrate the electronic features of the ultralong-range Rydberg molecule, we present in Fig. S1 the adiabatic
potential energy curves close to the dissociation threshold Rb(n = 49, l ≥ 4)-RbCs(N = 0). These results have
been computed using the reduced basis. Within the states evolving from this degenerate manifold, we encounter the
potential energy curves Rb(52s)-RbCs(N = 2) and Rb(52s)-RbCs(N = 3), which are resonantly coupled to the zero
quantum defect Rydberg levels due to the Rydberg atom-molecule anisotropic dipole interaction [8]. As a consequence,
the adiabatic potential wells evolving from the hydrogenic like Rydberg manifold acquire s-wave admixture, which
facilitates the creation of the Rydberg molecule Rb-RbCs via conventional two-photon Rydberg excitation schemes of
Rb. The vibrational bound states of the potentials Rb(52s)-RbCs(N), with N = 0, 1, and 2 are presented in Fig. S2.

Finally we note that the Fermi pseudopotential term Vem Eq. (3), which is included in the full Hamiltonian in
Eq. (1), only has a small effect on the potential energy curves in the range of interest for the experiments. In Fig. S3
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FIG. S2. Adiabatic electronic potential energy curves (purple) and vibrational wavefunctions (green) for the Rb-RbCs Rydberg
molecule. Energies are defined relative to the corresponding asymptotes (a) Rb(52s)-RbCs(N = 0), (b) (52s)-RbCs(N = 1),
and (c) (52s)-RbCs(N = 2). The wavefunctions have been shifted to the corresponding vibrational energies.

we plot the potential energy curves with (purple) and without (blue) the Fermi pseudopotential term. The inset
highlights the experimentally relevant region and at these separations the energy shift due to electron scattering is
not significant.

EXPERIMENTAL DETAILS

Each experimental run starts by loading two 1D arrays of optical tweezers which trap Rb and Cs atoms. Rear-
rangement is performed on each of these 1D arrays in order to prepare individually trapped Rb and Cs atoms in
the designated optical tweezers. The rearrangement protocol prepares a single Cs atom in a single 1065.512 nm trap
with beam waists

{
w1065

x , w1065
y

}
= {1.08(1), 1.21(1)} µm. For atom+molecule measurements, the rearrangement

protocol prepares single Rb atoms in two 816.848 nm tweezers with separation 4 µm along the y-axis and beam waists{
w817

x , w817
y

}
= {0.82(1), 0.92(1)} µm. For measurements whose main focus is to produce molecules (Fig. 2 of main

text), the second 817 nm trap is not loaded. The 817 nm tweezers are intially offset from the 1065 nm tweezer by
4 µm along the x-axis.

Following rearrangement, the trap occupations are verified by fluorescence imaging. This image is later used to
post-select on different experimental scenarios. For example, if only 2 Rb atoms and no Cs atoms are present in this
image, no molecule will be created in the routine. Therefore, this data is used to calculate the 1-body Rb survival
probability in Fig. 3 of the main text.

The Rb and Cs atoms are then cooled to the motional ground state of their traps with Raman sideband cooling
before being prepared in the hyperfine states |f = 1,mf = 1⟩Rb and |f = 3,mf = 3⟩Cs, as described in Ref. [9]. Rb+Cs
atom pairs are prepared in the 1065 nm tweezer by translating the 817 nm tweezers in the x-direction such that one
overlaps with the 1065 nm tweezer. This 817 nm tweezer is then switched off and molecule formation is performed as
described in the main text.

For the collision measurements presented in Fig. 3 of the main text, the remaining 817 nm tweezer containing a
Rb atom is swept along both the x- and y-axes. The sweeps are optimised to minimise heating during this process
similarly to the sweeps used for molecule formation. We estimate these sweeps cause approximately 0.1 quanta of
heating to the atom. The tweezer is first swept along the x-axis to a programmed tweezer separation which is plotted
as the independent variable on the x-axis of Fig. 3. The tweezer is then swept along the y-axis such that it overlaps
with the 1065 nm tweezer in this direction and is held at this position for 9.5 ms.

For measurements involving both an atom and a molecule, the Rb atom is cooled to the motional ground state of
the 817 nm tweezer. For the trap parameters used in the Rydberg blockade measurements, we estimate the spread of
the zero-point wavefunction of the atom

√
ℏ/2mω is {δx, δy, δz}Rb = {27, 30, 69} nm. The RbCs molecule is formed

from atoms cooled to the motional ground state and inherits the low motional excitation of the atoms. We estimate
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FIG. S3. Adiabatic electronic potential energy curves of Rb(52s)-RbCs(N = 0). The purple line shows the calculated curve
using the full Hamiltonian in Eq. (1), which includes the Fermi pseudopotential term Vem in Eq. (3). The blue dashed line shows
the calculated curves without Vem in Eq. (3). The energies are defined relative to the Rb(52s)-RbCs(N = 0) asymptote. The
inset corresponds to the shaded region in the main figure and highlights the energy shift relevant to the blockade measurements.

the probability for the weakly bound RbCs molecule to occupy the motional ground state to be ∼ 0.66. This estimate
is based on Raman thermometry of the individual Rb and Cs atoms along with an estimate of the probability to
occupy the lowest state of relative motion inferred from the molecule formation probability [10]. In comparison to
the previous demonstration of two photon transfer of molecules in optical tweezers [11], the STIRAP transfer in our
system is not expected to cause significant motional heating of the molecules. The tweezer wavelength used in our
work is near-magic for the STIRAP transition [12]. By measuring the shift of the STIRAP transition as a function of
the tweezer intensity, we measure the polarizability ratio between the states |G⟩ and |F ⟩ to be αG/αF = 1.07(2) in
our 1065.512 nm optical tweezer. In addition, motional excitation from the momentum kick of the Raman beams is
suppressed because the STIRAP beams propagate along the radial axis of the tweezers. The molecule experiences an
optical potential with trapping frequency of 10 kHz during STIRAP and we estimate a probability of > 0.99 for the
motional state to be unchanged during the STIRAP process. Assuming negligible heating from the movement of the
817 nm tweezer towards the 1065 nm tweezer containing the molecule, we estimate the spread of the wavefunction of
the RbCs molecule to be {δx, δy, δz}RbCs = {34, 39, 87} nm during the Rydberg blockade measurements.

FESHBACH MOLECULE LIFETIME

Rb+Cs atom pairs which are prepared in the motional ground state of the 1065 nm tweezer are associated into the
weakly bound molecular state |−1(1, 3)s(1, 3)⟩ using magnetoassociation across a Feshbach resonance at 197.1 G [13].
Here the molecule state is labelled as |ν (fRb, fCs) ℓ (mRb,mCs)⟩, where ν is the vibrational quantum number relative
to the supporting threshold and ℓ is the rotational quantum number around the centre of mass. The weakly bound
molecules are transferred to state |F ⟩ = |−6(2, 4)d(2, 4)⟩ by ramping the magnetic field down to 181.6 G. Prior to
the STIRAP pulse sequence, we allow the magnetic field to settle for 10 ms to avoid the STIRAP transitions drifting
significantly between the transfer to the ground state and the transfer back from the ground state. The state |F ⟩ is
deeply bound with respect to its atomic threshold (fRb = 2, fCs = 4), resulting in a larger photon scattering rate in
comparison to the weakly bound state |−1(1, 3)s(1, 3)⟩.
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FIG. S4. Trap lifetime of molecules in state |F ⟩ immediately after magnetoassociation. The tweezer intensity is 12.7 kWcm−2

and the extracted lifetime is 35(6) ms.

Figure S4 shows the measured trap lifetime of the molecules in |F ⟩ in the 1065 nm tweezer. Following a hold time
in the tweezer, the magnetic field is ramped back over the Feshbach resonance to convert the molecule back into an
atom pair which is reimaged. We extract a lifetime of 35(6) ms for a tweezer intensity of 12.7 kWcm−2 and thus
expect 25(4)% of molecules in |F ⟩ to be lost prior to STIRAP in the molecule formation sequence.

STIRAP PULSE SEQUENCE

STIRAP transfer relies on the formation and adiabatic transfer of an eigenstate of the on-resonant lambda system
from |F ⟩ to the rovibrational ground state |G⟩. These states are coupled via a common excited state |E⟩ with two
lasers: the pump laser (|F ⟩ → |E⟩ ;λ = 1557 nm) and the Stokes laser (|E⟩ → |G⟩ ;λ = 977 nm). The eigenstate (the
“dark state”) takes the form

|D⟩ = cos θ |F ⟩+ sin θ |G⟩ , (8)

where the mixing angle θ = arctan(Ωp/ΩS) for Rabi frequencies Ωp and ΩS of the pump and Stokes beams respectively.
To initialise the dark state in |F ⟩ and evolve it to |G⟩, a so called ‘counter-intuitive’ pulse sequence is used which
begins with only the Stokes beam on and evolves to having only the pump beam on [14].

We adiabatically evolve θ by ramping the intensities of the STIRAP beams with a cos4 t profile for time t. The time
to complete a one-way transfer is 150 µs. The intensity of the beams are controlled with acousto-optic modulators
(AOMs) (pump: ISOMET M1205-P80-L-0.6, Stokes: ISOMET 1205C-843) driven by a digital direct synthesiser
(DDS) (homebuilt, based on Anologue Devices AD9910). These AOMs also provide tuneability of the frequencies of
the STIRAP beams.

The pump and Stokes beams are frequency stabilised to an ultra-low expansion (ULE) cavity (Stable Laser Systems,
custom) using a Pound-Drever-Hall (PDH) scheme [15]. The finesse F and free-spectral-range ωfsr of this cavity at the
different wavelengths used are shown in Table I. Two sets of frequency sidebands are added to the light going to the
cavity by an electro-optic modulator (EOM) (pump: Thorlabs LN65S-FC, Stokes: EOSpace PM-0S5-10-PFA-PFA-
980). Light reflected from the cavity is incident on fast photodiodes (Thorlabs PDA05CF2). One set of sidebands at
ωPDH [Table I] is used to derive the PDH error signal and the other set is used to tune the frequency offset of the error
signal between the cavity transmission peaks to allow for stabilisation to an arbitrary frequency. Two independent
function generators produce the driving tones for these sidebands (Rigol DG822 and Windfreak Technologies Synth
HD respectively) before they are combined with a power splitter (Minicircuits ZAPD-2-252-S+) and sent to the
modulator. The demodulation of the PDH error signal and laser feedback is performed by fast laser locking modules
(Toptica FALC pro).
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TABLE I. Quantities relevant to the frequency stabilisation of the STIRAP and Rydberg lasers.

Laser ULE cavity PDH lock

F ωfsr (MHz) ωPDH (MHz)

STIRAP
Stokes (λ = 977 nm) 2.00(8)× 104 1498.8123(9) 20.21

pump (λ = 1557 nm) 1.70(2)× 104 1498.796(3) 15.51

Rydberg
λ = 420 nm > 8× 102 ∼ 1500 25.00

λ = 1013 nm 2.8(1)× 104 1498.8117(6) 11.31

MOLECULE DETECTION SCHEME

All experimental data presented in the main text and here are obtained by repeating an experimental sequence
multiple times (typically between 200 - 1000 times). The error bars shown in figures are obtained by block boot-
strapping the acquired data. This technique incorporates uncertainties from the number of samples and variations in
experimental conditions over time. These data are post-selected based on the initial and final occupancy of various
traps to obtain statistics for different scenarios. The occupancy is measured with fluorescence imaging. For example,
in Fig. 2(d) of the main text we show the atom pair survival probability P11, this data was post-selected on the
condition that a Rb and a Cs atom were initially loaded.

To post-select for experimental runs in which the formation of a weakly bound molecule was successful, such as
those presented in Fig. 3 of the main text, we implement a molecule detection scheme. This detection scheme is
required as direct fluorescence imaging of the molecule is precluded by the lack of closed cycling transitions in RbCs.
We instead detect the successful formation of a weakly bound molecule by exploiting the species-specificity of our
optical tweezers.

When the Rb+Cs atom pair occupies the relative motional ground state, the probability to form a weakly bound
molecule using magnetoassociation is > 0.99. However, when there is heating during the merging process or imperfect
cooling of the atoms to the 3D motional ground state, the atom pair can occupy an excited state of relative motion,
prohibiting molecule formation using our chosen Feshbach resonance. This imperfect state preparation is the dominant
error mechanism in the molecule formation process with ∼ 50% of experimental runs producing a weakly bound
molecule. When the atoms are prepared in hyperfine states |1, 1⟩Rb and |3, 3⟩Cs there are no hyperfine-changing
inelastic collisions. Therefore, failure to associate a weakly-bound molecule leaves a Rb+Cs atom pair which occupies
an excited state of relative motion of the 1065 tweezer.

The different polarizabilities of the tweezers for our species are shown in Table II; RbCs is more strongly attracted
to the tweezer at 1065 nm, whereas Rb is more strongly attracted to the tweezers at 817 nm. In contrast, Cs is only
attracted to the tweezer at 1065 nm and is repelled by the tweezers at 817 nm.

Our detection scheme is shown in detail in Fig. S5(a). The initial occupancy of all traps is measured at the
start of a routine. After the molecule preparation stages (including STIRAP), we turn on an additional atom tweezer
(λ = 817 nm) at the position of the molecule tweezer (λ = 1065 nm) and sweep it away from this trap. The occupancy
of this “detection tweezer” is measured at the end of the routine alongside the occupancy of the other traps. The
presence of an atom in the detection tweezer flags runs where the molecule tweezer contained an unassociated atom
pair (i.e. molecule formation was unsuccessful). The intensity of the molecule tweezer is chosen such that its potential
is deeper than that of the detection tweezer for a RbCs molecule or Cs atom, but shallower than the detection tweezer
for a Rb atom. In Fig. S5(b) we present measurements showing that for 1065 nm tweezer powers between 0.2−4 mW,
the Rb atom is removed from the molecule tweezer and the RbCs molecule remains. Following removal of the Rb
atom using the detection tweezer, light which is near resonant with the Cs atom is applied, resulting in rapid heating
and loss of the Cs atom from the molecule tweezer. The RbCs molecule and Rb atom are unaffected by this light due
to the large detuning from any allowed optical transitions.

TABLE II. Calculated polarizabilities of the different species in our experiment at our optical tweezer wavelengths. All
polarizabilities are for atomic or molecular electronic ground states.

Species α817 (a3
0) α1065 (a3

0) α817/α1065

RbCs [12] 4.0× 102 1.8× 103 ∼ 1/4.5

Rb [16] 4307 687 ∼ 6.3

Cs [16] -3477 1163 ∼ −3.0
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FIG. S5. (a) Experimental sequence for the study of RbCs and Rb interactions. (i) Two Rb atoms and one Cs atom are
trapped 817 nm and 1065 nm optical tweezers respectively. (ii) The 817 nm traps are swept to prepare a Rb+Cs atom pair
in the 1065 nm trap (“molecule tweezer”). The remaining Rb atom remains in the “atom tweezer”. (iii) The Rb+Cs atom
pair is magnetoassociated with ∼50% efficiency and then transferred to |G⟩. The top (bottom) row of the figure shows the
events that occur in the cases of (un)successful molecule formation. (iv) In the event of unsuccessful molecule formation, the
Rb+Cs atom pair is removed from the molecule tweezer. An 817 nm tweezer (“detection tweezer”) selectively removes the Rb
atom and light near-resonant with the remaining Cs atom is then applied to eject Cs. These steps do not affect the RbCs
molecule present if the molecular formation was successful. (v) The atom tweezer is swept to be close to the molecule tweezer.
The Rydberg excitation light is applied here for the experiment presented in Fig. 4 of the main text. (vi) The tweezer sweep
is reversed and remaining molecules are transferred back to |F ⟩ and disassociated into an atom pair. (vii) The tweezers are
separated and atomic fluorescence imaging is performed. (b) The probability Pm of a RbCs molecule remaining in the molecule
tweezer [panel (i)] and the probability Pd of a Rb atom being transferred to the detection tweezer [panel (ii)] as a function of
the molecule tweezer power during step (a)(iv). Data in panel (i) has been rescaled to account for molecule loss in other stages
of the sequence; the shaded region shows the uncertainty on Pm = 1 due to this rescaling. Over a broad range of powers the
detection tweezer can selectively remove Rb atoms and leave RbCs molecules. Therefore, occupation of the detection tweezer
indicates unsuccessful molecule formation. We use a power of 1 mW (gray dashed lines) for the experiments presented in the
main text.

As shown in the lower panel of Fig. S5(a)(iv), unsuccessful molecule formation results in a Rb atom occupying the
detection tweezer and an empty molecule tweezer. The upper panel shows the alternative scenario where association
into |F ⟩ was successful. In this case, the detection tweezer remains unoccupied as the molecule will have either been
lost or transferred to |G⟩ and thus remains in the 1065 nm trap.

For the experiment presented in Fig. 4 of the main text, data labelled “no molecule present” are from experimental
runs where the detection tweezer was occupied. In contrast, data labelled “molecule present” are from runs where both
the detection tweezer was unoccupied and the associated Rb+Cs atom pair was successfully recovered when reversing
the molecule preparation stages. These post-selection criteria ignore runs in which the weakly-bound molecule was
formed but subsequently lost.

RYDBERG EXCITATION

Rb atoms are prepared in the hyperfine ground state |g⟩ = |52S1/2, f = 1,mf = 1⟩. They are excited to the Rydberg
state |r⟩ = |522S1/2,mj = −1/2⟩ via the state |e⟩ = |62P3/2,mj = −1/2⟩ at 181.6 G; at this field the states |e⟩ and
|r⟩ are in the Paschen-Back regime where mj is a good quantum number. This excitation requires two lasers at
wavelengths 420 nm (Toptica DL PRO) and 1013 nm (Toptica TA PRO) for the first and second excitation stages
respectively. The single-photon Rabi frequencies are approximately Ω420 ≈ Ω1013 = 28 MHz; the single-photon
Rabi frequencies are matched to minimise the transition light shift and excess scattering. A single-photon detuning
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of ∆1p = +800 MHz from state |e⟩ prevents significant population of this state. The two-photon Rabi frequency
Ω = Ω420Ω1013/(2∆1p) is measured to be 500(3) kHz.

The Rydberg lasers are frequency stabilised to the same ULE cavity as the STIRAP lasers. The stabilisation setup
is much the same; the only difference is the EOMs used to add frequency sidebands (420 nm: Photonics Technologies
EOM-02-25-U, 1013 nm: EOSpace PM-0S5-10-PFA-PFA-1013) and the fast photodiode used for the light at 420 nm
(Thorlabs PDA8A2). The light at 1013 nm is incident on the same photodiode as the Stokes light, the difference in
ωPDH between the two [Table I] allows their error signals to be extracted independently. The EOM for the light at
420 nm is a free-space EOM as opposed to the fibre EOMs for the other lasers; this precludes the stabilisation to an
arbitrary frequency and we instead stabilise the laser to a cavity mode. For this reason, we cannot precisely measure
F and ωfsr for the light at 420 nm; we instead estimate these quantities based on the cavity linewidth and position of
the PDH sidebands on the error signal.

Optical excitation to |r⟩ is performed using square pulses produced by AOMs (420 nm: ISOMET M1250-T250L-
0.45, 1013 nm: ISOMET 1205C-843) which are driven using a DDS. When performing a Rydberg pulse, the light at
1013 nm is switched on before and remains on after the light at 420 nm to ensure consistent two-photon pulse timing.
The Rydberg pulse times presented in the main text are the times for which both lasers are applied to the atoms (i.e.
the pulse duration of the light at 420 nm).

In runs where a weakly bound molecule is not formed, a Rb atom may be present in the detection tweezer as well
as the atom tweezer. To prevent deleterious effects from Rydberg excitation of the second Rb atom, the detection
tweezer depth is reduced such that the Rydberg transition shifts to lower energy. This is shown in Fig. S6.
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FIG. S6. Survival probability of a Rb atom trapped in the atom tweezer (blue squares) or detection tweezer (red circles) as a
function of detuning from the Rydberg transition for the Rb atom in the atom tweezer. Reducing the detection tweezer depth
shifts the Rydberg transition of a Rb atom in this trap by -8.52(2) MHz. This prevents unwanted Rydberg excitation of an
atom in this trap.

RYDBERG DETECTION

The optical tweezers in our experiment are anti-trapping for atoms in the state |r⟩. As the trapping light remains
on during Rydberg excitation, atoms excited to the Rydberg state are mapped onto atom loss, providing a convenient
detection mechanism. We experimentally measure the trap lifetime of the state |r⟩ using two π-pulses with a variable
delay between the pulses. The results of this experiment are presented in in Fig. S7; the trap lifetime is measured to
be 8.5(1.1) µs in an atom tweezer of intensity 35 kWcm−2.

We calculate the zero-temperature lifetime of the state |r⟩ with arc [17] to be 146 µs. We therefore expect to
map excitation to loss with a fidelity of 94(1)%, where the infidelity is from events where the state |r⟩ decays before
ejection of the atom from the tweezer.



9

0 50 100 150 200

Hold time t (µs)

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

A
to
m

su
rv
iv
a
l
p
ro
b
a
b
il
it
y

.

t

π π

FIG. S7. Time taken for the Rydberg atom to be ejected from its tweezer. A π pulse excites the atom to the Rydberg state.
After a variable hold time a second π pulse returns the atom to the ground state. The lifetime of the Rydberg atom in the
tweezer is 8.5(1.1) µs.

ATOM-MOLECULE SEPARATION

Trap Separation in the Radial Axes

In order to estimate the separation of the Rb atom and RbCs molecule we use a combination of techniques which
allows the separation to be estimated in three spatial dimensions. In the radial direction of the tweezers, perpendicular
to the tweezer light propagation direction, we can directly infer the positions of the tweezers by imaging the fluorescence
of the trapped atoms. However, the finite resolution of our imaging system (∼ 1.5 µm) precludes accurate measurement
of the trap separations for sub-micron separations. We estimate the separation at sub-micron scales by careful
calibration of the acousto-optic deflector (AOD) which is used to control the position of the atom tweezer (λ = 817 nm).
We calibrate this device by recording multiple fluorescence images of a Rb atom trapped in the tweezer for a range of
RF drive frequencies. This procedure along with knowledge of the magnification of our imaging system allows us to
calibrate distance moved in the object plane as a function of the drive frequency of the AOD.
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FIG. S8. Interaction shift of the Rydberg transition of one atom caused by the presence of another Rydberg atom. The blue
squares are data from runs where the other atom is not successfully excited (i.e. remains in state |g⟩); the purple triangles are
data from runs where the other atom is excited to state |r⟩ prior to the Rydberg pulse shown here.

We have verified the accuracy of the AOD calibration by performing measurements of the interaction shift of two
Rb atoms in neighbouring tweezers excited to |r⟩. In this experiment, two atom tweezers are generated using the
AOD, bypassing any potential misalignment along the axial direction (tweezer light propagation direction) which is
possible when using tweezers of a different wavelength. We excite a single atom to |r⟩ using a π-pulse and then after
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FIG. S9. Interaction shift of two Rydberg atoms as a function of the axial displacement between the tweezers. Before excitation,
one atom is trapped in a 817 nm tweezer and the other is trapped in a 1065 nm tweezer. The tweezers are offset radially by
3.49(5) µm. When the tweezers are overlapped axially, the interaction shift is maximised. The solid line is the expected
interaction shift as the axial displacement is varied; the shaded region results from the error on the radial displacement.

1 µs we perform a second pulse of the same duration but with a variable frequency. We show in Fig. S8 the probability
of exciting the second Rb atom to |r⟩. Two features appear conditional on the successful excitation of the first Rb
atom to |r⟩, which we measure as that atom being lost from the tweezer. The difference in frequency between the two
peaks measures the shift in energy of the Rydberg transition. We measure an interaction shift of 3.07(14) MHz for a
trap separation of 4.48(3) µm, as predicted by our AOD calibration. This is in good agreement with calculations of
the interaction shift using the pairinteraction library [18] which predicts a separation of 4.48(4) µm for our measured
interaction shift.

The RbCs molecule and Rb atom are trapped in optical tweezers of different wavelengths which are focussed through
the same high numerical-aperture objective lens. With our AOD calibration we can predict the relative change in
position of the 817 nm tweezer but we also need to identify the position where the 1065 nm and 817 nm are overlapped.
To do this we perform atom-molecule loss measurements like those shown in Fig 3 of the main text. The inelastic
collision rate is largest when the wavefunctions of the atom and molecule are well overlapped, allowing us to find
the radial overlap position of the traps. We can then tune the trap separation to the desired value by changing the
driving frequency of the AOD by the required amount.

Trap Separation in the Axial Direction

The above procedure of using the AOD to estimate the trap separation is not possible in the axial direction as the
2D AOD does not control the trap position in this direction. Instead we control the trap separation in this direction
by imprinting a phase pattern corresponding to a Fresnel lens onto a spatial light modulator (SLM) in the 1065 nm
tweezer path. We cannot measure trap displacements in this direction directly using fluorescence imaging as this
direction is along the imaging axis. Instead, we find the overlap position of the 1065 nm and 817 nm tweezers in the
axial direction by measuring the interaction shift of two Rb Rydberg atoms. One atom is trapped in a 817 nm tweezer
and the other in the 1065 nm tweezer. We are unable to observe the interaction-shifted peak for tweezer separations
smaller than ≲ 3 µm because the interaction shift for two Rb atoms in |r⟩ becomes larger than the bandwidth of the
AOM used for the Rydberg pulses. Therefore, we radially displace the tweezers by 3.49(5) µm such that the atomic
separation is never smaller than this value.

Figure S9 shows the measured interaction shift as a function of the 1065 nm tweezer axial displacement. The
relative change in axial position is estimated based on the focal length of the lens applied using the SLM. When
the traps are aligned axially, the atom-atom separation is minimised and the interaction shift is maximised. We use
the pairinteraction library to calculate the predicted interaction shift as a function of axial displacement given our
radial displacement, and fit the measured data with this function. This fitting procedure returns a value for the
overlap position with a 1σ uncertainty of 0.1 µm. We have verified the accuracy of this alignment procedure using
RbCs molecule formation. Molecule formation is sensitive to the relative overlap of the tweezers as the formation
probability is dependent on the probability of atom pairs to occupy the relative motional ground state. Misalignment
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FIG. S10. Results of the atom-molecule separation simulation for the experiment shown in Fig. 4(a) of the main text. The
probability distributions of the tweezer displacements (blue) and atom-molecule displacements (purple) are shown along the
three experimental axes [panels (a)-(c)] and the inter-particle axis [panel (d)]. The best estimate for each parameter is taken
to be equal to the mean of the distribution (indicated by the dashed lines) and the associated systematic uncertainty is read
from the 1σ bounds (shown as the darker shaded regions).

of the optical tweezers causes heating during the merging process and hence a reduction in the molecule formation
probability.

Simulations of the atom-molecule separation in species-specific traps

For experiments where the atom and molecule tweezers are brought to sub-micron separations, such as the exper-
iments presented in Fig. 4 of the main text, the optical potential experienced by one of the particles is significantly
perturbed by the presence of the other tweezer. As both Rb and RbCs are attracted to both tweezers, these perturba-
tions result in the atom-molecule separation Ram being significantly smaller than the tweezer separation Rt. To account
for this, we perform numerical simulations of the total potential experienced by each species. These simulations use
the measured optical powers, trap waists and Rayleigh lengths of our tweezers. For a given tweezer displacement,
the location of each species’ potential minima is found; the separation between these minima is Ram. For example,
using the techniques described in the previous sections, the tweezer displacements along each axis are estimated to be
{∆xt,∆yt,∆zt} = {150(40), 380(40), 0(100)} nm for the experiment presented in Fig. 4(a) of the main text. Here the
numbers in parentheses represent the systematic uncertainties resulting from the calibrations presented earlier. To es-
timate the corresponding atom-molecule displacements {∆xam,∆yam,∆zam} and their systematic uncertainties we use
a Monte Carlo method. The tweezer displacements are sampled from normal distributions with the means equal to our
best estimates and standard deviations equal to the associated systematic uncertainties on these values. Distributions
of Rt and Ram are then calculated. With 104 samples, we find {∆xam,∆yam,∆zam} = {110(30), 280(40), 0(80)} nm,
Rt = 420(40) nm, and Ram = 310(40) nm. The probability distributions from this simulation are shown in Fig. S10.

In our calculations of the optical potential depth we use the calculated polarizabilities for each species (listed in
Table II). We note that accurately calculating the polarizability of the RbCs molecule is more challenging compared
to calculating the polarizabilities of alkali-metal atoms like Rb and Cs because of the more complex energy level
structure of the molecule. In Ref. [19] the isotropic polarizability of the RbCs vibronic ground state was measured to
be 2.02(4)× 103 at a wavelength of 1064.513 nm. This measured value is ∼ 10% higher than the calculated value of
1.8×103. In our simulations we have incorporated this uncertainty in the molecule polarizability. For example, for the
experiment presented in Fig. 4(a) of the main text, we find that when the RbCs polarizabilities at both wavelengths
are scaled by 10% there is no significant change to Ram. When the ratio between the two polarizabilities is scaled by
10% the change to Ram is on the order of ∼ 2%, which is much less than the uncertainty resulting from the systematic
uncertainties on the tweezer displacements.

For the measurement presented in the upper panel of Fig. 4(b) of the main text where the atom and molecule are held
further apart, the tweezer displacements are estimated to be {∆xt,∆yt,∆zt} = {760(30), 40(100), 0(100)} nm. Using
the Monte Carlo simulation described above with 104 samples, we find that for this measurement {∆xam,∆yam,∆zam} =
{690(40), 40(90), 0(110)} nm, Rt = 770(30) nm, and Ram = 700(40) nm.
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Variation in atom-molecule separation

In addition to the mean trap separation which is estimated using the techniques described above, the separation
between the atom and molecule varies between experimental runs due to shot-to-shot variations in the positions of
the optical tweezers. As the 817 nm and 1065 nm tweezers do not share the same optical path, we measure significant
drifts in the relative position of the two traps. In the radial direction we have characterised this drift by fitting images
of the atomic fluorescence during the experimental measurements reported in the main text. We find that drifts in
the relative positions of the 1065 nm and 817 nm tweezers lead to a change in the trap separation with a standard
deviation of 50 nm. We have also verified this measurement of the positional drift using a routine which ejects Cs
atoms trapped in the 1065 nm tweezer by overlapping a 817 nm tweezer with this trap. The 817 nm tweezer produces
a repulsive potential for Cs and measuring the position of maximum loss over time can track the tweezer overlap
with a precision of ∼ 10 nm [20]. From this measurement, we observed the drift was correlated with the change in
humidity of the lab (roughly 10 nm/%). The humidity changes significantly during a single air-conditioning cycle
which typically lasts 20 mins. For the blockade measurement, we anticipate that the trap separation will have varied
in the radial direction by around 40-60 nm. Unfortunately, we were unable to perform a measurement in the axial
direction with the same precision because of the much increased trap size in this direction. We therefore just take
the estimate of the radial drift for this axis as well. Our estimate for the standard deviations in tweezer separations
is therefore {σx, σy, σz} = {50, 50, 50} nm.

SIMULATIONS OF ATOM-MOLECULE RYDBERG BLOCKADE

The model Hamiltonian describing our atom-molecule system H is given by

H = Ha +Hm + V (Ram), (9)

whereHa andHm are the uncoupled, single particle Hamiltonians corresponding to the atom and molecule respectively
and V (Ram) is the interaction potential between the atom and the molecule. In our simulations of the system, we
approximate the atom as a two-level system with Rabi frequency Ω and detuning ∆ from the |g⟩ → |r⟩ transition.
The interaction between an atom in state |g⟩ and a molecule in state |G⟩ is extremely small for the values of Ram

used in our experiments. The only significant interaction term involves the pair state |r⟩+ |G⟩ (shown in Fig. 1(a) of
the main text). This is the only non-zero interaction term in our simulations of the dynamics.

As the atom and molecule are predominantly prepared in the motional ground state of their respective tweezers, we
average the interaction between |r⟩ and |G⟩ over the ground state wavefunction of relative motion. For the Rydberg
blockade measurements, we calculate the root-mean-square width of the ground state wavefunction for relative motion,
β, to be β = 53 nm [13]. The blue line in Fig. S11 shows the energy shift of the pair state after averaging the interaction
potential using a Gaussian function with a standard deviation of 53 nm. For comparison, we also plot the energy shift
for the unaveraged potential in purple.

We simulate the dynamics of the atom-molecule blockade measurements in Fig. 4, by solving the Lindblad master
equation for the density matrix ρ:

ρ̇ = −i[H, ρ] + L[ρ], (10)

where L is the Lindblad superoperator. We neglect spontaneous emission from the state |r⟩ as this occurs on longer
timescales compared to the timescale of the dynamics. To reproduce the observed dynamics in the absence of a
molecule, we find it important to include dephasing from the Rydberg lasers. We achieve this using Lindblad operators
−γ

2ρgr and −γ
2ρrg which incorporate the decay of the coherences between the ground and Rydberg states. Using

the measured Rabi frequency Ω = 0.5 MHz, we empirically find a value for γ = 0.1 MHz that matches the observed
dynamics in the absence of a molecule. This corresponds to laser frequency noise resulting from the stabilisation of
the lasers to the ULE cavity and in future could be suppressed using established techniques [21].

To incorporate the variation in the atom-molecule position over different iterations of the experiment, we randomly
sample {∆xam,∆yam,∆zam} from a normal distribution. We construct the distribution using our best estimate of
the atom-molecule separation as the mean and our estimate of the shot-to-shot fluctuations in the tweezer separations
as the standard deviation of the distribution. For each iteration, we calculate Ram and solve Eq. 10. We average the
results over 200 iterations for each time or detuning.

To map the results of the simulations onto the results of the experiments, it is important to include experimental
imperfections that result in state preparation and measurement errors. Following the approach of Ref. [22], we
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FIG. S11. Energy shift of the pair state |r⟩ + |G⟩ as a function of the separation Ram between the Rb Rydberg atom and
RbCs molecule. The blue line shows the result obtained by averaging the interaction using a Gaussian potential with standard
deviation of 53 nm. The purple line shows the energy shift for no averaging. The inset corresponds to the shaded region in the
main figure and highlights the energy shift relevant to the blockade measurements.

include terms η, ϵ, and ϵ′ with each term measured experimentally. The term η accounts for preparation errors and
corresponds to the probability the atom was not prepared in |g⟩ = |52S1/2, f = 1,mf = 1⟩. We find η = 0.13 which
is predominantly limited by Raman scattering from the optical tweezers while the atom is held in the atom tweezer
during the molecule formation stages of the experimental sequence. The term ϵ accounts for loss of atoms in state |g⟩
which were not excited to state |r⟩. We measure ϵ = 0.02, limited by collisions with background gas particles in the
vacuum chamber. Finally, ϵ′ accounts for the probability that an atom in state |r⟩ decays before it is lost from the
optical tweezer. The measurements in Fig. S7 suggest ϵ′ = 0.06. We convert the probability to populate the state |g⟩,
P̃g, (obtained from the simulations) into the experimentally measured atom survival probability Pg using [22]

Pg = η(1− ε) + (1− η)(1− ε)
[
P̃g + ε′P̃r

]
, (11)

where P̃r is the population of state |r⟩ that we also obtain from solving Eq. (10).
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[17] N. Šibalić, J. D. Pritchard, C. S. Adams, and K. J. Weatherill, ARC: An open-source library for calculating properties of

alkali Rydberg atoms, Comput. Phys. Commun. 220, 319 (2017).
[18] S. Weber, C. Tresp, H. Menke, A. Urvoy, O. Firstenberg, H. P. Büchler, and S. Hofferberth, Calculation of Rydberg
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