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Spectroscopy of the 85Rb 4D3/2 state for hyperfine-structure determination
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We report a measurement of the hyperfine-structure constants of the 85Rb 4D3/2 state using
a two-photon 5S1/2 →4D3/2 transition. The hyperfine transitions are probed by measuring the
transmission of the low-power 795-nm lower-stage laser beam through a cold-atom sample as a
function of 795-nm laser frequency, with the frequency of the upper-stage 1476-nm laser fixed.
All 4 hyperfine components are well-resolved in the recorded transmission spectra. AC shifts are
carefully considered. The field-free hyperfine line positions are obtained by extrapolating measured
line positions to zero laser power. The magnetic-dipole and electric-quadrupole constants, A and B,
are determined from the hyperfine intervals to be 7.419(35) MHz and 4.19(19) MHz, respectively.
The results are evaluated in context with previous works. Possible uses of the Rb 4DJ states in
Rydberg-atom-physics, precision-metrology and quantum-technology applications are discussed.

I. INTRODUCTION

Transitions between internal energy states of atoms
and molecules and their properties form a basis for
many modern applications in fundamental science [1]
and emerging quantum technologies [2–4]. Prominent
examples include sub-Hz-linewidth transitions in atomic
clocks [5], shifts (or the absence thereof) of transi-
tions used in quantum gates or laser traps [6–9], and
transitions with wavelengths in optical communications
bands [10–12]. At the same time, precision measurements
are an important test bed for atomic-structure calcula-
tions [13, 14] and searches for novel physics [1].
Low D states of rubidium have been a subject of inter-

est due to several reasons. Two-photon transitions into
these states from the ground 5S1/2 state are relatively
strong and can be driven using readily available lasers
at visible and NIR wavelengths. A third laser, also usu-
ally at a wavelength accessible with a diode laser, can
be added to excite the D-state atoms further-up into
Rydberg states [15–18] for studies on electromagnetically
induced transparency [19, 20], Rydberg molecules [21–
25], excitation of states with orbital quantum number
ℓ > 3 [26–28], and preparation of circular Rydberg
atoms [29, 30]. The Rb 5S1/2 → 4DJ and 5S1/2 →
5DJ two-photon transitions are also quite narrow, mak-
ing them attractive for realizing novel frequency stan-
dards [31–35]. In particular, there is an ongoing effort
to utilize the Rb 5DJ states in robust, portable atomic
clocks [36]. Measurements on Rb 5DJ states in 1064 nm
dipole traps [37, 38] have revealed large photo-ionization
(PI) cross sections. PI of atoms laser-cooled and -trapped
in a NIR-laser focus may be a convenient method to pre-
pare a cold-ion source [39]. In Rydberg-physics applica-
tions that involve Rydberg-atom excitation in 1064-nm
(or similar) laser traps via a Rb 5DJ -state, PI presents
an unwanted complication, even at moderate 1064-nm
laser power [38, 40]. The Rb 4DJ state, however, has an
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ionization wavelength of 698 nm, allowing the use of NIR
laser traps in the above applications without limitations
due to PI. Moreover, the two-photon transitions into Rb
4DJ-levels via the D-lines involve lasers at telecom wave-
lengths, offering opportunities for applications in quan-
tum communication [10–12]. Thus, precision measure-
ments of the properties of Rb 4DJ -levels, including their
hyperfine structure (HFS) [14, 41], are of interest in the
aforementioned research directions.

Several recent studies report investigations of the
4D5/2 HFS [35, 42–44]. For the 4D3/2 state, only one
frequency interval between its hyperfine states has been
measured [45, 46]. The HFS measurements in these
studies were performed in room-temperature Rb vapors.
Other recent work on the E2 transition 5S1/2 → 4D3/2

has employed cold atoms [47]. Here we report measure-
ments of all three frequency intervals of the 4D3/2 HFS
using laser-cooled and -trapped Rb atoms. This allows us
to extract the HFS constants, A and B, without having
to resort to previously-measured HFS constants of other
atomic levels [45, 46]. Our paper is organized as follows:
the experimental setup, data acquisition and data anal-
ysis methods are described in Sec. II. Our uncertainty
analysis includes a careful consideration of all AC Stark
shifts. Results are presented, discussed and compared to
previous works in Sec. III. We also discuss future possi-
ble applications of the Rb 4DJ states in metrology and
quantum technologies. The paper is concluded in Sec. IV.

II. METHODS

A. Theory of HFS

The HFS is a result of the coupling between the to-
tal electronic and the nuclear angular momenta, J and
I, respectively [48]. The energy splittings between neigh-
boring hyperfine states with hyperfine quantum numbers
F and F − 1 can be expressed as

http://arxiv.org/abs/2305.00265v1
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FIG. 1. (Color online) (a) Most relevant components of the
experimental setup. “APD” avalanche photo-detector; “PD”
photo-diode; “DM” dichroic mirror; “MOT” magneto-optical
trap. See text for details. (b) Utilized laser excitation scheme
(not to scale).

νF −νF−1 = AF +B
3

2
F (F 2 − I(I + 1)− J(J + 1) + 1

2
)

I(2I − 1)J(2J − 1)
,

(1)
where J and I are the electronic and nuclear angular-
momentum quantum numbers, respectively (I = 5/2 for
85Rb and J = 3/2 for the 4D3/2 state), and A and B are
the magnetic-dipole and electric-quadrupole HFS con-
stants. In Eq. 1 the magnetic-octupole HFS interaction,
commonly associated with a HFS constant labeled C [49],
is neglected because it is too small to be measured.
From now on we will concentrate on the 85Rb 4D3/2

state. For the hyperfine quantum numbers of the atomic
states used in our excitation scheme shown in Fig. 1 (b),
we use the labels F for the ground state 5S1/2, F

′ for the
intermediate state 5P1/2, and F ′′ for 4D3/2. We deter-
mine the HFS constants A and B of 4D3/2 from the gaps
νF ′′ − νF ′′−1 using Eq. 1, as described in Sec. II D.

B. Experimental setup

The main aspects of the utilized experimental setup
are depicted in Fig. 1 (a). 85Rb atoms are laser-cooled
and trapped in a 3D magneto-optical trap (MOT). As
this happens, they are simultaneously loaded into an in-
tracavity 1064-nm optical lattice (OL) of depth Ulatt ∼
h × 4 MHz for 5S1/2-atoms, allowing us to achieve an

atom density of . 1011 cm−3. The main features of the
setup’s design and of the atom preparation method have

been described in detail elsewhere [50]. In recent exper-
iments performed with this setup [38, 40], the atomic
response to 1064-nm light has been the central subject of
study. In the present measurements the role of the 1064-
nm OL is limited to providing an atom column density
that is high enough for the signal-to-noise ratio of the
atomic absorption lines of interest to reach a level at
which the measurements become practical.

Each experimental cycle (repetition rate of 100 Hz)
begins with close to 10 ms of collecting atoms in the MOT
and in the OL. After loading atoms into a dense column
(diameter ∼ 20 µm, length & 500 µm) along the OL
axis, the lasers for MOT and OL are switched off, while
the MOT repumper beam is left on. The two-photon
excitation, 5S1/2 →4D3/2, is performed using 795 nm and
1476 nm lasers [see Fig. 1 (b)]. The former is frequency-
controlled using an optical phase-locked loop (OPLL),
which locks the measurement laser at a well-controlled
frequency offset relative to a different laser that is locked
to the 5S1/2, F = 3 →5P1/2, F

′ = 3 transition using
saturated spectroscopy. The 795-nm measurement beam
is co-aligned with the OL axis, as it propagates through
the chamber, ensuring good spatial overlap with the high-
density column of atoms prepared by the OL. The 795-
nm measurement beam has a power of ∼ 50 nW before
the OL cavity and a waist of & 20 µm around its center
(where the atoms are collected in the OL) and is pulsed
on for 2 µs while MOT and OL lasers are switched off.
The 1476-nm laser falls onto the atoms from the side, as
shown in Fig. 1 (a). Efficient spatial overlap between the
1476-nm light and the high-density column of cold atoms
is achieved using a cylindrical beam-shaping lens before
the vacuum system [not shown in Fig. 1 (a)]. The 1476-
nm laser is locked at a fixed frequency to a temperature-
stabilized Fabry-Pérot etalon, is kept always on, and is
linearly polarized along the cavity axis. Since the laser
beams entering the OL cavity are linearly polarized as
well [40], the two-photon excitation has a lin. ⊥ lin.
polarization configuration.

As the upper-transition (1476-nm) laser is fixed in fre-
quency, we scan the two-photon 5S1/2 → 4D3/2 tran-
sition by scanning the 795-nm laser via the frequency
control afforded by the OPLL lock [38]. Hence, the
intermediate-state detuning, ∆, defined to be 0 MHz
at the field-free

∣

∣5S1/2, F = 3
〉

→
∣

∣5P1/2, F
′ = 3

〉

tran-
sition [see Fig. 1 (b)], and the two-photon detuning of
the 5S1/2 → 4D3/2 transition are scanned synchronously.
The transmission of the 795-nm laser through the cylin-
drical atomic sample, T795, is then measured using an
avalanche photo-detector (APD) located after the out-
put port of the OL cavity [see Fig. 1 (a)]. We scan ∆
over a fairly far-detuned range ∆ & 150 MHz to avoid
line broadening and extra spectral lines due to popula-
tion of the intermediate 5P1/2 level, and to minimize the
relative variation in ∆ across the range within which the
4D3/2 HFS resonances occur (which is about 70 MHz
wide). Absorption spectra are recorded for a selection
of powers of the upper-transition laser, P1476, which is
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FIG. 2. (Color online) Examples of measured transmission
spectra for two power settings of the 1476 nm laser, P1476.
Dots show experimental data averaged over several scans.
Solid lines show multi-peak Gaussian fits. The AC Stark
shift caused by the 1476 nm laser light is visualized on the
F ′′ = 3-peak. The F ′′ = 4 line at P1476 = 5.2 mW has sev-
eral marginally resolved sub-components that are split due
to the dependence of the AC shift on the magnetic quantum
number mF ′′ .

varied between ∼0.5 mW and 5 mW, as a function of
∆. To improve statistics, the spectra are averaged over 5
identical scans at high P1476 to 30 identical scans at low
P1476.

C. Transmission spectra, HFS line shifts, and

systematic effects

Two examples of sample-averaged transmission spec-
tra, T795 vs ∆, at two different indicated settings of P1476

are shown in Figs. 2 (a) and (b). We can clearly resolve
all 4D3/2 F ′′ = 1 to 4 resonances. We determine the line
centers with sub-MHz resolution using multi-peak Gaus-
sian fits, with the exception of the F ′′ = 4-line at the
highest powers P1476. Generally, the F ′′ = 4 state is the
strongest in all of the acquired averaged spectra. The
F ′′ = 4 and F ′′ = 3-peaks remain visible even at the
lowest P1476 used, while the F ′′ = 1 and F ′′ = 2-peaks
become almost indiscernible from the background noise
on T795. The lowest achieved linewidth is < 5 MHz at
the lowest P1476, which is slightly smaller than in a pre-
vious study [46], but still larger by a factor > 2 than the
estimated natural linewidth of the 4D3/2 state (which is

2.02 MHz, corresponding to a lifetime of 78.7 ns [51]).
The extra width results from the mF ′′ -dependence (and
likely some inhomogeneity) of the AC shifts, interac-
tion time broadening (200 kHz), laser linewidth (a few
100 kHz), and symmetric Zeeman broadening due to the
MOT magnetic field (. 1 MHz). Saturation broadening
does not play a role. All broadening effects except the
AC shift contribute to a symmetric widening of the lines
that does not shift the line centers and merely results
in added statistical uncertainty. The AC shifts from the
1476-nm laser field are evident in Fig. 2, where the AC
shifts increase by up to about 18 MHz when P1476 is in-
creased from 1.1 mW to 5.2 mW. The AC shifts depend
on F ′′ and mF ′′ . In all cases shown except one, the mF ′′-
splitting is not resolved; in these cases the lines appear
AC-shift-broadened. The mF ′′ -splitting of the AC shift
is marginally resolved at 5.2 mW and F ′′ = 4.

In the utilized lin. ⊥ lin. polarization scheme, and
using the electric-field direction of the 1476-nm beam as
quantization axis, the magnetic substructure of the two-
photon transitions follows the scheme shown in Fig. 3.
Due to the magnetic isotropy of the atom sample, the
absence of optical pumping, and the absence of Zeeman
coherences in the ground state, the lines can be viewed
as an incoherent superposition of 14, 14, 10 and 6 lines
for F ′′ = 4, 3, 2 and 1, respectively, as seen in Fig. 3,
with equal populations in all ground mF -sublevels. We
denote the lower- and upper-transition Rabi frequencies
through the intermediate F ′ = 2 and F ′′ = 3-levels as
ΩL(F

′,mF ′′ , s) and ΩU (F
′, F ′′,mF ′′), where the identi-

fier s = +1, −1 is used as an index for σ+- and σ−-
excitation on the lower transition (the laser polarization
direction of which is along the x-axis). The hyperfine
shifts of the 5P1/2 and 4D3/2-levels, denoted ∆HFS(F

′)
and ∆HFS(F

′′), are referenced to the respective upper-
most hyperfine levels (so that all values are zero or neg-
ative). For the chosen polarizations, mF ′ = mF ′′ and
mF = mF ′ − s. The two-photon Rabi frequencies then
are

Ω (F ′′,mF ′′ , s) =
∑

F ′

[

ΩL(F
′,mF ′′ , s)ΩU (F

′, F ′′,mF ′′)
]

/

[

2(∆ +∆HFS(F
′′) + δνAC(F

′′,mF ′′)

−∆HFS(F
′)− δνAC(F

′,mF ′′))
]

,

(2)

where the AC shifts are denoted δνAC(F
′′,mF ′′) and

δνAC(F
′,mF ′′). The sum has a maximum of two terms.

Our computation of the two-photon Rabi frequencies
Ω(F ′′,mF ′′ , s) yields values in the range of . 2π ×
0.6 MHz, peaking at 2π × 0.6 MHz for transitions into
|F ′′ = 4,mF ′′ = 0〉 for the highest beam powers, and
for the beam sizes and detunings ∆ used. Hence, the
two-photon transitions are not significantly saturated in
the power range in Fig. 2. Therefore, the two-photon
line strengths measured in terms of single-atom photon
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scattering rates are

S(F ′′,mF ′′) ≈
∑

s

[Ω(F ′′,mF ′′ , s)]2

Γ4D
, (3)

with the 4D3/2 decay rate Γ4D = 2π × 2.02 MHz. For
our beam parameters and ∆0 = 225 MHz, the computed
line-strength ratios summed over mF ′′ are about 1 : 0.53
: 0.33 : 0.12 for F ′′=4, 3, 2 and 1, in good qualitative
agreement with respective ratios from Fig 2 (b), mea-
sured at low 1476-nm power, 1 : 0.49 : 0.29 : 0.08. There,
we define ∆0 as the detuning ∆ at which the F ′′ = 4-
resonance occurs in the limit of zero laser power. In the
experiment, the value of ∆0 is set by the 1476-nm laser,
which is held at a fixed frequency during the 795-nm-laser
scan.

mF’’= -4 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 4
4D3/2, F’’= 4

3

2

1

5P1/2, F’= 3

2

5S1/2, F = 3

mF’= 1 2 3

mF = -3 2 3

x x
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FIG. 3. (Color online) Expanded energy-level diagram (in-
cluding magnetic substructure) of the two-photon transitions
shown in Fig. 1 (b). For clarity, excitation channels are shown
only for the target state |F ′′ = 3,mF ′′ = −1〉 (a random pick
out of many). The levels relevant to this case are printed in
a darker shade. Transition amplitudes must be coherently
summed over F ′ to result in two-photon Rabi frequencies
Ω(F ′′,mF ′′ , s), as seen in Eq. (2). The crossed-out levels are
not accessible with the laser polarizations used.

The light shifts can be separated into far-off-resonant
contributions and near-resonant shifts. We have com-
puted the polarizabilities of the three relevant levels with
the near-resonant terms peeled out, and have estimated
that the far-off-resonant shifts of the 5S1/2, 5P1/2 and
4D3/2-levels are below 100 Hz, 150 Hz and 1 kHz, respec-
tively, and can therefore be safely ignored. The positive
shift of the 5S1/2-level due to the near-resonant but low-
intensity 795-nm beam is estimated at 200 kHz, which
is in range of our measurement precision (∼ 100 kHz).
However, because we extract the hyperfine constants A
and B from the differences between 4D3/2, F

′′ line posi-
tions, the common-mode shift due to the 5S1/2 AC Stark
effect from the 795-nm laser field drops out. Hence, in the
present work we ignore the small AC shift of the 5S1/2-
level in the 795-nm laser field. The shift of the 5P1/2-level

due to the 795-nm beam can be safely ignored because
the intermediate states are off-resonant by &200 MHz
[see Fig. 1 (b)] in our two-photon excitation scheme.
The light shifts of the 4D3/2-levels due to the 1476-nm

beam,

δνAC(F
′′,mF ′′) =

∑

F ′

|ΩU (F
′, F ′′,mF ′′)|2

4(∆ +∆HFS(F ′′)−∆HFS(F ′))
,

(4)
are in the range of tens of MHz and cause line shifts
proportional to 1476-nm power. In our experiment, the
AC shift of the 4D3/2 sublevels peaks at about 20 MHz
for |F ′′ = 4,mF ′′ = 0〉, which also has the largest
two-photon Rabi frequency and therefore contributes the
most to the F ′′ = 4-line. The light shifts of the 5P1/2-
levels due to the 1476-nm beam follow from an analogous
equation, peak at about -27 MHz for |F ′ = 3,mF ′′ ± 3〉,
and merely cause a small change in line strengths, as
seen in Eq. 2. We have confirmed that the light-shift
amounts experimentally observed in Fig. 2 are in ac-
cordance with our estimated intensities of the 1476-nm
beam. The calculation further shows that the light shifts
generally increase with the value of F ′′, as also seen in the
experimental data in Fig. 4 below. The mF ′′ -dependence
of δνAC(F

′′,mF ′′) causes most of the substructure seen
in the F ′′ = 4-line in Fig 2 (a), which has the largest
AC shifts. The maximum AC shift of F ′′ = 4, seen in
Fig. 2 (b), allows us to perform a rough calibration of
the 1476-nm electric field, which yields 3500 V/m at the
highest powers used.
The MOT magnetic fields are . 0.5 Gauss and cannot

be turned off because the MOT field is generated with
permanent magnets. Because the atomic sample is not
magnetized, and because the MOT field near the MOT
trapping region tends to be randomly oriented, when av-
eraged over all atoms, the Zeeman shifts are symmetric
and merely cause a line broadening of up to about 1 MHz,
with no net line shift at our level of precision (∼ 100 kHz).
It is noted that in previous work [38, 40] on this setup
there were also no observable effects from Zeeman shifts.
At the highest 1476-nm power used, the strong and maxi-
mally AC-shifted |F = 3,mF = ±1〉 → |F ′′ = 4,mF = 0〉
line, which is less magnetic-field-broadened than most
other magnetic sub-transitions, likely causes the rela-
tively sharp feature at the very right of the spectrum
in Fig. 2 (a).
For completeness, we add that DC Stark effects are

irrelevant for low-lying atomic states in our system, in
which DC electric fields have been eliminated via Stark
spectroscopy of Rydberg levels (which serve as highly
sensitive electric-field sensors [39]). Similarly, density
shifts of the relevant states are not significant at our level
of precision. Accordingly, in the experiment we have not
observed any line shifts that depend on MOT atom den-
sity or on the effectiveness of the OL used to accumulate
atoms in a dense column.
Computations and experimental data both show that

for ∆0 = 225 MHz the two-photon absorption in our
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cold-atom sample is only a few percent. The off-resonant
one-photon absorption on the D1-line adds additional ab-
sorption of a few tenths of a percent. The 795-nm laser
power measured as a function of 795-nm laser frequency
changes linearly by several percent due to the current
feed-forward used in the 795-nm laser scan. To avoid
line pulling, we subtract the linear background from the
spectra before fitting.
Summarizing our analysis of line structures and shifts,

we conclude that with the exception of the AC Stark
shift our measurements are free of significant systematic
effects. Importantly, as the 795-nm laser is scanned via
an OPLL with sub-kHz precision and accuracy across the
entire scan range, the frequency calibrations in Figs. 2
and 4 are perfectly linear and uncertainty-free at our level
of precision. Hence, the only systematic effect that must
still be addressed in the data analysis is the AC Stark
shift from the 1476-nm laser.

D. Data analysis

We have obtained spectra as in Fig. 2 for a selection
of seven 1476-nm laser powers, P1476. All spectra show
resolved F ′′ lines, the centers of which are determined
by multi-peak Gaussian fits. At the highest P1476, we do
not fit the F ′′ = 4-line because of its obvious magnetic
substructure. Further, at the lowest powers we do not fit
the lowest-F ′′ lines because they are too noisy.
For the determination of the 4D3/2 HFS constants, the

F ′′ line positions for P1476 → 0 are required. To that end,
we plot the line positions from the multi-Gaussian fits to
the spectra as a function of P1476, separately for each F ′′.
Noting that the AC shifts are linear in P1476, the zero-
power y-intercepts of linear fits to the data reveal the de-
sired F ′′ line positions. In this way, the state-dependent
AC Stark shifts are corrected for. Further, the fit un-
certainty of the y-intercepts serves as the (only relevant)
systematic uncertainty in our experiment. We then use
the zero-power intercepts to obtain the frequency inter-
vals between adjacent F ′′-states, νF ′′ − νF ′′−1. Subse-
quently we extract the HFS constants A and B using
two methods.
Method 1. The most straightforward way to extract

A and B is to directly solve the system of linear equa-
tions derived from Eq. 1 for a pair of νF ′′ −νF ′′−1-values,
and to propagate the measurement uncertainties to de-
termine the uncertainties of A and B [52]. As there are
two unknowns and three frequency intervals, there is a
redundancy. However, as discussed in Sec. III, the rather
high uncertainty on the lowest interval, ν2 − ν1, makes
that interval measurement near-irrelevant. Therefore, in
Method 1 we only utilize the intervals ν4−ν3 and ν3−ν2,
allowing us to solve for both A and B.
Method 2. An alternative approach is to fit Eq. 1 to

the experimental data for all three νF ′′ −νF ′′−1 intervals,
with A and B as fitting parameters, regardless of the
large uncertainty of the lowest interval. This results in

uncertainties on A and B that are larger than in Method
1 by a factor & 3. Therefore, we use this approach only
for a consistency check. The results from Method 1 are
reported as the final result of our measurements.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. HFS line positions

160.23(39) MHz

169.97(15) MHz

190.34(08) MHz

223.37(10) MHz

FIG. 4. (Color online) Line centers of the 4D3/2 HFS compo-
nents, ∆F ′′ , as a function of 1476-nm laser power, P1476, for
F ′′ = 1 (top panel) to F ′′ = 4 (bottom panel). The dots show
results from multi-peak Gaussian fits to experimental spectra
(for specific examples see Fig. 2). Vertical error bars are the
fitting uncertainties, and horizontal error bars are from the
P1476 measurement. Most error bars are too small to be seen.
The solid lines are linear fits with y-intercepts and uncertain-
ties as indicated.

In Fig. 4 we plot the fitted line centers, denoted as
∆F ′′=i, i = 1, 2, 3, 4, versus P1476 for F ′′ = 1 (top) to 4
(bottom). The zero-field energy levels of the HFS states
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TABLE I. Frequency intervals between neighboring 85Rb
4D3/2 F ′′ states obtained from the zero-field intercept method
presented in Fig. 4.

F ′′ [νF ′′ − νF ′′
−1] (MHz)

4 33.0(1)
3 20.4(2)
2 9.7(4)

are the extracted by fitting the data by linear functions.
The fit results are shown in Fig. 4 as solid lines. The
extracted y-intercepts yield the desired zero-field level
positions. As expected, we find that in the cases in which
we are able to measure the line centers down to the lowest
1476-nm laser powers the zero-field intercepts have the
lowest uncertainties [F ′′ = 3 and 4 in Figs. 4 (c) and (d),
respectively]. The determined frequency intervals νF ′′ −
νF ′′−1 are listed in Table I. As described in Sec. II D,
these are used to determine the A and B HFS constants
using the two methods in Sec IID. The results of these
analyses are summarized in Table II.

B. HFS constants and comparison with previous

results

TABLE II. A and B HFS constants determined in this study
and comparison with previous reports. The corresponding
uncertainties are in brackets. M1 and M2 stand for Method
1 and 2 explained in Sec. II D, respectively. All values are in
MHz.
Constant [45] [46] This work, M1 This work, M2

A 7.3(5) 7.329(35) 7.419(35) 7.37(12)
B - 4.52(23) 4.19(19) 4.48(63)

The extracted A and B constants from Methods 1 and
2 (M1 and M2, respectively, in Table II) agree with each
other within their uncertainties. The uncertainties in
Method 2 are larger by factors > 3. This is due to the
large uncertainty of the lowest HFS gap, which in turn is
due to the low signal strength of the F ′′ = 1 line, negat-
ing a determination of the F ′′ = 1 line centers at the
lowest powers P1476 and causing a large uncertainty of
the y-intercept for F ′′ = 1. This results in a large uncer-
tainty of the gap ν2 − ν1. Whereas, in Method 1 we only
use the gaps with low uncertainties, resulting in more
precise values for A and B. Nevertheless, we leave the
results from Method 2 as a consistency check and report
the results from Method 1 as final:

A = 7.419(35) MHz

B = 4.19(19) MHz.

We note that our results for A and B are extracted as
independent variables or fit parameters from our data.

1036.3
nm 1061.8

nm

FIG. 5. (Color online) Calculated AC polarizability, α, as a
function of wavelength, λ, for the Rb 5S1/2 and 4D3/2 states.
Two cases that correspond to “magic” conditions are indi-
cated with dashed circles. The respective λ-values are shown
as well.

In contrast, in previous measurements only one HFS fre-
quency interval was measured, and previously-known ra-
tios of the HFS constants of the two Rb isotopes for
the different energy states (5S1/2 and 5P3/2) had to be
brought in for the determination of both A and B for
4D3/2 [33, 46]. Specifically, the assumption that the ra-
tio of the HFS constants of different states for differ-
ent isotopes (85Rb and 87Rb) should be same has been
used. As in our work we are able to observe 3 out of 4
hyperfine states with high resolution, our analysis is in-
dependent from any previous studies and model-specific
assumptions.

We further note that our result for A lies outside of the
uncertainty overlap compared to the most recent mea-
surement [46], with both values having almost same un-
certainty, whereas our result for B agrees with [46], with
our value having slightly smaller uncertainty. The dif-
ference between the A-values is most probably a conse-
quence of the different approaches to the HFS determi-
nation.

It is noteworthy that our result for ν4 − ν3 in Table I
agrees well with the value from [46]. Empirically we find
that an artificial decrease of the lower frequency inter-
vals reported in our work, that were not observed in [46],
can lead to a better agreement between the results for
the HFS constants. The borderline-significant deviation
seen in A merits additional experimental and theoretical
investigations that may be useful for questions in fun-
damental physics, such as hyperfine anomaly in different
isotopes [43] and parity nonconservation [53].
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C. Applications of Rb 4DJ states

We next discuss several applications that can be en-
visioned for the 4DJ state. As mentioned in Sec. I,
the 4DJ states in Rb offer similar features as the 5DJ

states, which is attractive for compact atomic-clock de-
signs. Moreover, our calculations [38, 40] of the 4D3/2

state’s AC polarizability, α, shown in Fig. 5 together
with α for the ground 5S1/2 state, reveal two instances
at which α for both states match at NIR wavelengths.
One is at 1036.3 nm (for 4D3/2,mJ = 3/2), another -
at 1061.8 nm (for 4D3/2,mJ = 1/2). These cases cor-
respond with “magic” conditions [6–9], at which state-
dependent AC shifts match for a given laser wavelength.
The HFS is ignored in Fig. 5, i. e. the polarizabil-
ities shown are applicable to light-shift traps that are
more than about 100 MHz deep. For less-deep traps, the
exact magic wavelengths for the 4D3/2 HFS states will
still be in the same range and can be calculated using
methods described in [54]. As α > 0 for the “magic”
cases, it will be possible to trap atoms in both ground
and excited states using simple optical-lattice designs
during clock-transition interrogation, which helps to di-
minish motional dephasing and leads to better coherence
times [55]. Along similar lines, it has been suggested
elsewhere to create an off-resonant dipole trap on the
5S1/2 → 4D5/2 one-color two-photon transition [35] at
1033.3 nm, which is near one of the magic cases in Fig. 5.
Additional state-of-art calculations [56, 57] could be used
to predict the “magic” wavelengths with better precision.
We note that the 5DJ states would be photo-ionized at
the aforementioned wavelengths [37, 38, 40].
In a different field of use, the 4DJ states could be em-

ployed in Rydberg-atom-based technologies [58] by pro-
moting 4D atoms to Rydberg P or F states with another

laser in the range of 698-700 nm. In particular, as the
5PJ → 4DJ transitions are driven by telecom-wavelength
lasers, further investigations could explore ways to in-
corporate that into novel Rydberg-atom-based all-optical
quantum communication [59].

IV. CONCLUSION

In summary, we have reported a measurement of the
HFS constants of the 85Rb 4D3/2 state using two-photon
excitation of cold atoms. The result for the magnetic-
dipole constant differs from a previous report [46] by
>1% and lies slightly outside the uncertainty overlap be-
tween the two measurements. The result for the electric-
quadrupole constant agrees with the value given in [46].
Future high-precision measurements would be of help to
address the aforementioned discrepancy. A more sensi-
tive readout method, such as photo-ionization and ion
counting, could be utilized for that. Additional studies
could be dedicated to measuring the AC polarizability
of the 4DJ states at different wavelengths and, in par-
ticular, at ones outlined in Fig. 5. This will aid to as-
sess practical limits for applications of these states in
Rydberg-atom physics and novel quantum technologies
discussed in this work.
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