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Laser-induced fluorescence spectra of the c3 Σ+ (vc , Jc = Nc ) → a3 Σ+ (va , Na = Jc ± 1) transitions
excited from the ground X 1 Σ+ state of 39 K133 Cs molecule were recorded with Fourier-transform
spectrometer IFS125-HR (Bruker) at the highest achievable spectral resolution of 0.0063 cm−1 .
Systematic study of the hyperfine structure (HFS) of the a3 Σ+ state for levels with va ∈ [0, 27] and
Na ∈ [24, 90] shows that the splitting monotonically increases with va . The spectroscopic study
was supported by ab initio calculations of the magnetic hyperfine interaction in X 1 Σ+ and a3 Σ+
states. The discovered variation of the electronic matrix elements with the internuclear distance
R is in a good agreement with the observed va -dependencies of the HFS. Overall set of available
experimental data on the a3 Σ+ state was used to improve the potential energy curve particularly
near a bottom, providing the refined dissociation energy De =267.21(1) cm−1 . The ab initio HFS
matrix elements, combined with the empirical X 1 Σ+ and a3 Σ+ PECs in the framework of the
invented coupled-channel deperturbation model, reproduce the experimental term values of both
ground states within 0.003 cm−1 accuracy up to their common dissociation limit.

I.

INTRODUCTION

The KCs molecule is the last member of the group
of alkali-metal diatomics, which was studied by highresolution spectroscopy only in 2008 [1] followed by more
detailed studies in 2009 [2]. Since then tens of research papers have been published highlighting the growing interest of the scientific community to this molecule.
Among these one can see purely spectroscopic studies, ab
initio electronic structure calculations, laser manipulation of cold and ultracold atoms and advanced deperturbation analysis going beyond the conventional adiabatic
(Born-Oppenheimer) approximation [3]. Such an interest to this molecule may be explained by the prospects
of variety of experiments with cold KCs molecules facilitated by convenient optical transitions, which give access
to various electronic states due to strong spin-orbit interactions.
The KCs molecule attracted interest of theoreticians
somewhat earlier; in 2000 Korek et al. reported the first
ab initio potential energy curves (PECs) [4]. Later, in
Ref. [5, 6] new PECs and various matrix non-adiabatic
elements were calculated, necessary to treat the strongly
coupled excited electronic states. The series of theoretical papers on KCs was supplemented by models of the
hyperfine structure (HFS) of excited electronic states [7].
After first experimental studies of the ground state at
high resolution [1, 2] several groups undertook systematic
experiment based studies of excited states. The group

∗

pashov@phys.uni-sofia.bg

of states correlated to the first excited atomic asymptote
K(42 S)+Cs(62 P ) was studied in detail, namely for A1 Σ+
[8, 9], b3 Π [10], B 1 Π [11], and c3 Σ+ [12, 13] states. Several higher electronic states were also extensively studied: D(2)1 Π [14, 15], (4)1 Π [16], (5)1 Π [17], C(3)1 Σ+
[18], (4)1 Σ+ [19, 20], and (6)1 Σ+ [21, 22]. A number
of excited states studies were carried out by advanced
multi-channel deperturbation models, which managed to
reach the experimental accuracy of about 0.01 cm−1 even
for heavily spin-orbit coupled systems [9, 10, 15, 22].
Prospects for formation of cold KCs molecules have
been evaluated in Refs. [23, 24], based on the analysis
of the ground and several excited states of the molecule.
Experiments with mixed ultracold ensembles of K and
Cs were reported in 2014 - 2017 [25–27].
A comprehensive study of the lowest triplet a3 Σ+
state, along with the ground X 1 Σ+ state was performed
in [2, 28] by Fourier-transform-spectroscopy (FTS) of
laser-induced-fluorescence (LIF). Since it is a triplet
state, interaction between the electron spin and the nuclear spin needed to be taken into account. It was done,
as for 23 Na85 Rb in Ref. [29], by assuming the Fermi contact (FC) interaction as the leading term responsible for
the HFS of the a3 Σ+ state. In a later paper [28], new
experimental data led to an improved description of the
levels near the K(42 S)+Cs(62 S) atomic asymptote. In
this region it is important to take into account the HFS
interaction between the a3 Σ+ and the X 1 Σ+ states, and
this was done in Refs. [2, 28] by building a coupled channels model. In both studies the electronic matrix elements of the FC interaction with the K nucleus, AK and
the Cs nucleus, ACs were fixed to the asymptotic val-
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ues, corresponding to the atomic HFS constants. It was
found that this is sufficient to describe both the splitting of the a3 Σ+ levels and the level shifts due to a3 Σ+
-X 1 Σ+ interaction within the experimental uncertainty.
Later, the a3 Σ+ state was a subject of several studies. In Ref. [27] the repulsive part of the potential curves
from [28] was further adjusted in order to reproduce the
positions of newly observed Feshbach resonances. Very
recently Schwarzer and Toennies [30] reanalyzed the experimental data from [2] using the semi-empirical analytical form of the PEC, which was different from the PEC
form used in Refs. [2, 28]. Since the conventional adiabatic approach was applied, the PEC from [30] is able
to reproduce experimental data only up to va ≤ 20 since
above va = 20 the mixing with the X 1 Σ+ state becomes
important.
In 2020 Oleynichenko et al. [31] applied relativistic
calculations in order to evaluate the hyperfine interaction within the electronic states, correlated to the ground
K(42 S)+Cs(62 S) atomic asymptote. These calculations
have shown a significant dependence of the radial matrix elements (both AK (R) and ACs (R)) on the internuclear distance R and this made us think that a LIF experiment at higher resolution than in Refs. [2, 28] could
provide an evidence for this theoretical prediction. Motivated by these predictions we recorded LIF spectra of the
c3 Σ+ –a3 Σ+ transition at the highest achievable spectral
resolution, measured the dependence of the HFS splitting on va and then compared with the theory. Preliminary analysis showed that the accuracy of the ab initio HFS data from Ref. [31] is very high, but at some
points admits further improvements. Since it has been
demonstrated that inner-core electronic shell correlations
do not affect the shape of hyperfine interaction parameters as functions of R, causing a simple shift of these
functions, it seems reasonable to undertake new series of
calculations, focusing on an extremely accurate description of valence/subvalence correlation effects essential for
smoothing the R-dependence of hyperfine interactions.
Additional motivation for the present study is the unsufficient coverage of the experimental data on the lowest
vibrational levels of the a3 Σ+ state in Ref. [2, 28]. At
that time the LIF was analyzed following excitation of
the B 1 Π state with diode lasers, available in the laboratory, and the E(4)1 Σ+ state was excited using a dye
laser with Rhodamine 6G. Under these conditions only
few transitions to va = 0, 1, and 2 were recorded. For
the description of the near asymptotic levels in [2, 28]
this gap in the data set was not crucial, but it definitely
should influence the accuracy of potential as a whole,
especially regarding the accuracy of the dissociation energy value. In the present experiment we aimed to fill
this gap. The short range repulsive part of the a3 Σ+
state PEC above the dissociation limit was recently determined from bound-free LIF transitions [32]. It was
shown that this part of the potential cannot be fixed
using trivial extrapolation of the experimental positions
of bound and quasi-bound (Feshbach resonances) levels.

We will account for the the repulsive part from [32] while
refining the PEC of the a3 Σ+ state.
The paper is structured as follows. Section II A contains details on the experimental procedure and description of the recorded LIF spectra, which provide a variety of new data on the a3 Σ+ state (Section II C) including the HFS behavior (Section II B). In Section III A
we present a simplified coupled channels (CC) approach
used to model the experimental observations. In Section III B a brief description of the new ab initio calculations is presented. Section III C describes the refinement
of the a3 Σ+ state potential based on a compilation of
all present experimental data and the data from [2, 28].
The last Section IV is devoted to semi-empirical analysis
of the HFS, based on the experimental observations, ab
initio data from [31] and the results of the present calculations presumably providing an improved description of
the R-dependence of the electronic HFS matrix elements
in KCs. As supplementary materials to the paper we
provide tables in electronic format with all experimental
frequencies (Table I) and newly derived a3 Σ+ state potential (Table II) and HFS coupling functions (Table III
and IV).

II.
A.

EXPERIMENT
Experimental set-up

LIF spectra of the c3 Σ+ →a3 Σ+ transition excited
from the ground X 1 Σ+ state were recorded with FT
spectrometer IFS125-HR (Bruker) using InGaAs detector. The KCs molecules were produced in a linear heatpipe, which was heated to about 300◦ C. For excitation the radiation of a single-frequency Equinox/SolsTis
(MSquared) Ti:Sapphire laser was used with a typical
line width about 1 MHz and a power of 500 - 600 mW before the entrance window of the heat-pipe. The wave meter WS7-HighFinesse was used for active stabilization of
the laser frequency. Numerous LIF spectra were recorded
at spectral resolution 0.0063 cm−1 , highest achievable
by the spectrometer. Exploiting such high resolution,
the scanning velocity of the spectrometer’s moving mirror was set rather low. At these conditions, in order to
achieve sufficient signal-to-noise ratio (SNR), the acquisition time for each spectrum was typically about 8 hours.
In the present experiment we aimed to excite the F2
(Jc = Nc ) levels in the c3 Σ+ state of 39 K133 Cs. Overall we have recorded at the highest resolution 17 doublet
P,R progressions with Na = Jc ± 1 covering a3 Σ+ state
rovibronic levels with va ∈ [0, 27] and Na ∈ [24, 90]. Detailed information on the c3 Σ+ state was obtained from
the recent study [13]. It was very useful to select the laser
frequencies for excitation of a particular rovibronic vc , Jc
levels of the c3 Σ+ state, taking into account the strengths
of LIF transitions to the a3 Σ+ state. Selection of different
upper state vc -levels provided different Franck-Condon
factors (FCFs) distribution for the recorded c−a progres-
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sions, thus a sufficient amount of transitions with good
signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) was ensured for every va . In
all spectra along with the c − a progressions in KCs, the
K2 A1 Σ+ → X 1 Σ+ transitions were also recorded.
The LIF is collected in a direction opposite to the propagation of the laser beam and this leads to a reduction of
the Doppler width of the molecular lines. Indeed, the fullwidth-half-maximum (FWHM) of the recorded K2 LIF
lines to the singlet X 1 Σ+ state (without HFS) is about
0.011 cm−1 , which is less than the expected Doppler
width of K2 (0.022 cm−1 at 10000 cm−1 ) and is determined mainly by the instrumental apparatus function.
We assume that LIF transitions to X 1 Σ+ of KCs should
be even narrower – about 0.009 cm−1 , which characterizes our actual spectral resolution. The laser frequency
was always tuned to the maximum of the fluorescence signal, which should be very close to the center of the molecular line. Small shifts are possible, but they will result
only to an overall shift of the particular LIF progression
(due to the Doppler effect). Because the frequency range
of the fluorescence is narrow (about 200 cm−1 ) this shift
will be almost equal for all frequencies, thus the information on the separation between the a3 Σ+ state levels will
be unaffected.
An example of the high-resolution LIF spectrum corresponding to the c3 Σ+ (vc , Jc = Nc ) → a3 Σ+ (va , Na =
Ja = Jc ± 1) transition is presented in Fig. 1. The P, R
progression originates from vc = 18, Jc = 26 level. Due
to the HFS of the a3 Σ+ state each line is split into three
groups, see the inset of Fig. 1.

B.

Experimental va -dependence of the HFS
splitting in the a3 Σ+ state

The observed triplet HFS structure of the a3 Σ+ state
can be understood within the framework of the Hund’s
coupling bβS scheme [29], where the total electron spin
(S = 1) couples with the nuclear spin of Cs (ICs = 7/2)
leading to intermediate angular momentum G1 with
quantum numbers G1 = 9/2 (left group, L in Fig 1);
7/2 (central group, C), and 5/2 (right group, R). Then
G1 couples with the nuclear spin of K with IK = 3/2
leading to G2 , which, finally, couples with N to form
the total angular momentum F . The expected splitting
between the G2 components of each G1 group is too small
when compared with the resolution of the instrument and
the residual Doppler width of the lines, therefore most of
the analysis in this paper accounts only for the splitting
between the G1 components. In fact, when we describe
the experimental data by a particular G1 component we
mean the group of nearly degenerated F levels around it.
The possible importance of the splitting due to K nuclear
spin will be discussed at the end of the paper.
As one can see from Fig. 1, the relative positions of
the calculated left and right components are shifted with
respect to the experimental one. The applicability of
the model from Ref. [29] and also the simplified model

given in Sec. III A may be assessed by the ratio between
the splittings (R − C)/(C − L). If interaction with K
nuclear spin is neglected the theory says that this ratio
should be 3.5/4.5 ≈ 0.778. For va < 17 the interaction
with the X 1 Σ+ state can also be neglected, so the same
ratio should be observed in the experiment. In fact, the
experimental ratio for low va is around 0.81 and gradually decreases to 0.79 for va = 18. This observations
may indicate that the HFS model from Ref. [29] is insufficient to explain the HFS within the resolution of the
experiment. In Fig 2a one can see the typical splitting
between the G1 components of the a3 Σ+ state as a function of va . The data come from the LIF progression with
Jc = 26 and the separation between the central and the
left (G1 = 7/2 − G1 = 9/2) and the right and the central
(G1 = 5/2 − G1 = 7/2) components is shown for both P
and R lines. Up to approximately va = 18 the splitting
between the components depends weakly on the vibrational quantum number va . At higher va the interaction
with the levels of the X 1 Σ+ state increases and one observes initially a gradual change of the position of the
central, G1 = 7/2 component, which moves towards the
left (G1 = 9/2) one. Above va = 22 the a − X mixing
is very strong (especially for va = 23) and the regular
behavior of the splitting is lost. In the scale of Fig 2a
one cannot judge about the possible v-dependence of the
splitting below va = 18. This can be followed in Fig 2b
and 2c where the two splittings (G1 = 7/2 − G1 = 9/2)
and (G1 = 5/2 − G1 = 7/2) are shown separately in a
zoomed scale. The v-dependence of the splitting between
the central and the left groups is clearly seen. It is weak
(with a span of about 0.003 cm−1 ) and this explains why
it could not be observed in the previous studies [2, 28],
where the spectra were recorded at somewhat lower resolution (typically 0.03 cm−1 ). Seemingly it is the left,
G1 = 9/2 component which position is mostly affected,
because the distance between the right and the central
components changes to a much smaller extent. However,
one can not exclude that the central and the right components are shifted by the same amount and therefore
their separation remains almost unchanged.
Such routine analysis of the HFS splitting has been
carried out for all progressions recorded at the ultimate
resolution of the FT spectrometer and similar behavior
of the HFS has been observed. According to our analysis the splitting between the G1 = 9/2 and G1 = 5/2
components (R–L) remains virtually independent of the
rotational quantum number Na , hence it was averaged
over all Na ∈ [24, 90]. The average change of the R–L
splitting is shown in Figure 3. The presented monotonic
increase proofs that the R–L splitting is not affected by
a ∼ X mixing, even for va = 23.
Apparently the conventional assumption that the
molecular HFS parameters may be treated as Rindependent constants, which are close to their atomic
counterparts, fails at such resolution and the main goal
of this paper is to check whether the recent ab initio
calculations (Ref. [31] and also this study) may offer a
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FIG. 1. c3 Σ+ → a3 Σ+ doublet P, R progression from vc = 18, Jc = Nc = 26 level excited with laser frequency 13373.0989
cm−1 . The spectrum is cut off from both sides for better visibility. In the inset a zoom of an R-transition (to Na = 25, va = 1)
is shown. The red points show the calculated positions of the G1 components and the bars indicate the line positions according
to the matrix model from Ref. [29] with ACs and AK fixed to the atomic values used in Refs. [2, 28].

solution to the problem.

C.

Upgraded line list for the a3 Σ+ state

As already mentioned in the Introduction, the data set
for the a3 Σ+ state from [2, 28] poorly represents the first
vibrational levels (very few observations for va = 0 − 2).
With the Ti:Sapphire laser it was possible to excite LIF
from a different electronic state, the c3 Σ+ one, where
the FCFs for observation of these levels turned out to
be more favorable. We checked the extrapolation properties of the PEC from [28] and we figured out that it
needs some refinement. In Fig. 4 one can see the differences between the experimental line frequencies of the
progression, originating from vc = 18 and Jc = 26, and
the predicted ones based on the previous semi-empirical
PECs [28, 30, 32] using an adiabatic (a single channel)
model. The comparison is for data below va = 17 since
the levels above are affected by the HF coupling to the
X 1 Σ+ state, see Fig. 2. The deviations for va < 2 exceed
the experimental accuracy and within the current study
we are going to propose an improved version of the a3 Σ+
state potential.

In Fig. 5 we compare the data sets used to build the
PEC from 2013 [28] (a total of 2103 lines, Fig. 5a) with
the new lines added in this study plus the data from
Ref. [13] (4500 lines, Fig. 5b). One can clearly see that
the new measurements filled the gap for the lowest vibrational levels. With black solid dots the 570 high resolution lines (better than 0.01 cm−1 ) are denoted.

III.
A.

MODELLING

The simplified treatment of the a3 Σ+ hyperfine
structure

It is assumed that the HFS of the a3 Σ+ state is only
due to interaction between the electronic spin S and the
nuclear spin of Caesium ICs and that this interaction
can be separated from the nuclear rotation. The first assumption is justified because the splitting due to K nuclear spin is hardly visible, at most as a broadening of the
triplet lines at the highest resolution of the instrument.
The second assumption is also reasonable since virtually
no change of the HFS is observed for lines with different rotational quantum numbers. Thus, we assume that
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FIG. 2. Example of HFS splitting for Na = 25 and 27 as
a function of va . In subplot (a) the splitting between the
central and left (G1 = 7/2 − G1 = 9/2), as well as between
the right and central (G1 = 5/2 − G1 = 7/2) components in
a broad scale is shown. The observed avoided crossing for va
is due to a strong local perturbation. (b) and (c)- respective
dependencies in a zoomed energy scale. A weak perturbation
can be seen also for va = 17, Na = 27 as a sudden drop in
the R–C splitting.

FIG. 3. The experimental and calculated HFS splitting between the right and the left components (G1 = 5/2 − G1 =
9/2) of the a3 Σ+ state as a function of the vibrational quantum number va . The experimental data are averaged over
all observed rotational quantum numbers Na at high resolution (denoted with black dots in Fig. 5b). The
 ab initio data
were calculated as F4 (F4 + 1) − F3 (F3 + 1) hva |ACs
1−1 (R)|va i
using the ACs
1−1 (R) function evaluated in Sec. III B (see also
Fig. 7), and the Cs atomic quantum numbers F3 = 3 and
F4 = 4. The dashed blue line corresponds to the morphing
Cs
Cs
Cs
function Amor
1−1 (R) = 0.77 · [A1−1 (R) − A /2] + A /2, where
ACs /2=0.03833 cm−1 is half of the HFS constant of the Cs
atom [33]. The horizontal red dotted line denotes the Cs atom
splitting F4 − F3 =0.306633 cm−1 .

HFS is induced only by the interaction of the magnetic
moment of Cs nuclei with the electronic subsystem:
H mg = ACs ICs S

(1)

Within the Hund’s case bβS the HFS structure of the
F2 component of the a3 Σ+ may be described by a simple
four coupled-channel model (K nuclear spin excluded).
The total HFS matrix for this model is shown in Figure 6. Without HFS interactions, the energy structure is
governed by the adiabatic PECs UX (R) and Ua (R). The
a3 Σ+ state levels split into three G1 HFS components
and the splitting is given by the diagonal matrix element
3 +
of ACs
1−1 for the a Σ1 state:
ACs
1−1 [G1 (G1 + 1) − I(I + 1) − S(S + 1)]/2 ,

(2)

where S = 1, I = 7/2 while G1 = 5/2, 7/2 and 9/2. The
interaction between the G1 = 7/2 component with the
singlet X 1 Σ+ state levels is described by the off-diagonal
matrix element:
ACs
0+ −1

p
G1 (G1 + 1) .

(3)

As one can see from Figure 6, the interactions couple
only two of the channels (X 1 Σ+ and a3 Σ+
G1 =7/2 ). The
HFS matrix for the other G1 components of the a3 Σ+
state is diagonal so one can approximate the singlettriplet interaction by the 2 × 2 coupled-channels model.
Let us remind that in the list of experimental data the
frequency of the transition namely to the G1 = 7/2 com-

6

0.024

[28]
[30]

0.020

[32]
present

0.012

0.008

n

expt

-

n

calc

(cm

-1

)

0.016

nique (see [36] and references therein). This approach
had been already used to study hyperfine interaction in
the LiRb and LiCs molecules [37].
The interaction of the nuclear magnetic dipole moment
µ = µµN I/I (where µ stands for the value of the nuclear
magnetic moment in nuclear magnetons, µN , and I is
the nuclear spin) with electrons can be represented by
the expression (see e.g. [38]):

0.004

H mg = µ ·

i

0.000

-0.004
0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

16

va

FIG. 4. Deviations between the experimental and calculated
frequencies for a progression from vc =18, Jc =26 level to va levels with Na = 25, 27 of a3 Σ+ potentials from Ref. [28]
(black open circles), Ref. [30] (violet solid squares), Ref. [32]
(green diamonds), and this study (red solid dots). The available PECs [28, 30, 32] were all constructed using the previous
experimental data given in the Supplementary Materials of
Refs. [2, 28] (see also Fig.5a)

ponent is given.
In this study the CC system of radial Schrödinger equations modeled by the Hamiltonian matrix from Fig. 6 is
solved by the Fourier-Grid method [34] by a routine described in more details in Ref. [35]. In the present case
the Hamiltonian matrix has been calculated in a nonequidistant grid of 300 points in the interval R ∈ [2.9, 40]
Å by using a mapping procedure.

B.

X [ri × αi ]

Ab initio calculation of HFS parameters

To construct the CC model one has to provide the
Cs
electronic parameters ACs
1−1 and A0+ −1 as function of the
internuclear separation R. The required R-dependent
matrix elements have been already obtained in Ref. [31]
within the four-component relativistic multi-reference
Fock space coupled cluster methodology. A rigorous
treatment of core and core-valence relaxation and correlation contributions to A parameters within the employed
approach had demonstrated the practical independence
of these contributions of R [31]. For this reason it seems
more practical to employ the relativistic pseudopotential
approximation, which completely ignores the mentioned
core contributions, and then simply to shift the resulting
hyperfine radial functions to fit the asymptotic (atomic)
values of HFS constants. Electronic wavefunctions in the
vicinity of the atomic nucleus, which determines the magnetic dipole hyperfine interaction and which is not reproduced directly within the pseudopotential approach,
were obtained within the a posteriori restoration tech-

ri3

(4)

where αi are the Dirac alpha matrices and ri is a radius
vector of the i-th electron with respect to the center of the
chosen nucleus. The spin-spin interaction between nuclei
is typically three order of magnitude less than H mg , and
thus the HFS induced by the K and Cs nuclei can be
treated separately.
In the present work the electronic structure of KCs
was studied using the relativistic Fock space coupled
cluster method with single and double excitations (FSRCCSD) [13]. 10 core electrons of K and 46 electrons of
Cs were simulated using the semi-local shape-consistent
relativistic pseudopotentials [39, 40]. The basis sets
used to describe valence/subvalence shells of K and Cs
comprised [7s7p6d4f 2g] and [7s7p6d4f 3g1h] contracted
Gaussian functions [13, 41], respectively. Model space
Slater determinants were obtained by distribution of two
valence electrons over the 122 lowest-energy molecular
spinors of the closed-shell state of KCs2+ ion considered
as the Fermi vacuum. This model space is more than
order of magnitude larger than those employed in [31];
this guarantees the smoothness of the obtained hyperfine radial functions. Numerical instabilities due to the
presence of intruder states inevitable for such vast model
spaces were suppressed by using adjustable energy denominator shifts [41]. The real simulation of imaginary
shifts was employed (formula (8) in [31]). The shift parameter SK = −0.6 a.u. was used for all excitations in
the target two-valence-particle Fock space sector. Hyperfine interaction matrix elements calculated using the
finite-field technique [31, 42] were found to be very stable
with respect to the variation of the denominator shift parameters. All coupled cluster and finite-field calculations
were performed using the EXP-T software [43, 44]. The
DIRAC19 program package [45, 46] was used to solve
relativistic Hartree-Fock equations and to transform the
molecular integrals. Restoration of the valence wavefunction in the core region and evaluation of magnetic dipole
hyperfine interaction integrals were performed using the
OneProp program [47, 48].
The resulting ACs (R) and AK (R) radial functions (1−1
and 0+ − 0− ) for the 39 K133 Cs isotopologue are depicted in Fig. 7. The values of nuclear magnetic moments, µ(133 Cs) = 2.582025 µN (I = 7/2) and µ(39 K) =
0.39147 µN (I = 3/2), were taken from [49]. The results of previous four-component FS-RCCSD calculations
[31] are also given on Fig. 7. Note that all curves were
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FIG. 5. Data sets: (a) 2103 lines from 2013 [28] (blue diamonds) and (b) 4500 lines from Ref. [13] and this study (red open
squares). With black solid circles the 570 high resolution (better than 0.01 cm−1 ) data points are denoted.

FIG. 6. The simplified HFS matrix for the present coupled-channel problem. The diagonal kinetic energy terms
−h̄2 /(2µ)(d2 /dR2 ) and the rotational energy terms h̄2 J(J + 1)/(2µR2 ) are omitted for sake of clarity.
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uniformly shifted to fit the corresponding atomic values
(ACs /2 = 1148.1 and AK /2 = 115.4 MHz) at the large
distance. The reliability of the present ab initio HFS
functions in the “valence” region (R > 5 Å) seems to be
higher than in the previous research due to the use of
more flexible basis sets including high-l basis functions
and much larger model space.
C.

Direct-potential-fit of the a3 Σ+ state

In the previous works [2, 28] the pair of potential curves
for the a3 Σ+ and X 1 Σ+ states were simultaneously fitted
to the experimental data available at that time (see the
supplementary materials to Ref. [28]) assuming the constant hyperfine radial functions AK (R) and ACs (R) (fixed
to their asymptotic atomic values). Since the new experimental data require refinement of the a3 Σ+ state potential from Ref. [28] only around its minimum, it is possible to simplify the highly sophisticated coupled-channel
(CC) fitting procedure applied in Ref. [2, 28]. We chose
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the point wise form of the PEC because it is flexible and
makes it possible to change only a small part of the curve
while leaving the rest unaffected. At long internuclear
distances the potential was described by the traditional
Cn dispersion coefficients, exactly as in Ref. [28]. The
fitting routine is based on a single-channel realization of
the Inverted perturbation approach from Ref. [50].
As a first step we combined all the experimental data
on the a3 Σ+ state from Ref. [2, 28] and the present study.
In a total we get a list of about 6600 frequencies (see
Table I with the list of all frequencies in the Supplementary materials). With the new experimental data we refined the lower part of the PEC by using data only up to
va = 17, because below this vibrational quantum number the coupling with the ground singlet state may be
ignored. Then, we needed to ensure that the new potential leaves the positions of the levels with va > 17
unchanged. We calculated the level energies of the a3 Σ+
state with the potential from Ref. [28] for va ∈ [18, 32]
for a wide range of Na ∈ [1, 40] (a total of 550 “deperturbed” values) and added them as synthetic data with
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FIG. 8. Histogram of the residuals of coupled channels fit,
normalized by the experimental uncertainty σ.
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FIG. 7. The ab initio 1 − 1 and 0+ − 0− electronic matrix
elements ACs , AK of magnetic dipole hyperfine interaction
for the X 1 Σ+ and a3 Σ+ states of 39 K133 Cs induced by the
133
Cs and 39 K nucleus, respectively. Open and solid black
symbols denote the results of previous four-component FSRCCSD calculations [31]. The horizontal dots lines show the
corresponding values of the experimental atomic HFS constants.

an uncertainty of 0.001 cm−1 to the experimental data
set (with va ≤ 17). We refitted the inner part of the
potential again while keeping the long range part exactly
as defined in Ref. [28]. In this way ensured that the
new potential will be corrected around its minimum and
at the same time it will remain virtually the same for
higher va as in Ref. [28]. The term energies of the upper states for all experimental frequencies were treated as
free parameters – separate parameter for every LIF progression. In this way we avoided problems with possible
excitation of the same upper state levels with slightly offresonance laser. The synthetic energies of the a3 Σ+ state
were “converted” into frequencies by assuming a common
upper term with energy equal to zero – the value of the
atomic asymptote.
After few iterations it was possible to reproduce all
the experimental frequencies (va ≤ 17) plus the synthetic
ones (a total of 5928) with a standard deviation of 0.0022
cm−1 and a dimensionless standard deviation 0.66. As
already mentioned, the frequency of the central G1 = 7/2
component of the experimental HFS triplets is listed in
the experimental data. At the same time the synthetic
data reflect the deperturbed positions of the triplet state
levels. By fitting these two data sets together, the shift of
the experimental data from the unperturbed position is
included in the fitted term energies of the upper state for
the corresponding progressions. This is possible, because

at this stage only experimental frequencies to levels with
va ≤ 17 were fitted, therefore the shift is the same for all
lines (no interactions with the X 1 Σ+ state). By keeping
the long range part of the fitted potential fixed we ensure
the proper position of the triplet potential curve with
respect to the singlet one.
We believe that the new a3 Σ+ state potential (Table
II of the supplementary materials [51] ) should have similar quality for higher vibrational levels as the previous
one [28] and even superior for lower va ≤ 17, see Fig 4
and Table I from [51]. In order to check this we applied
the simple CC model from this section (see Figure 6),
which also served as a tool to check the quality of the
R-dependence of the hyperfine coupling functions from
Ref. [31] and this study. As already mentioned the new
potential at short range is supplemented with the repulsive branch, obtained in [32], so it is able to reproduce
also the observed bound-free transitions.
When testing the quality of the new a3 Σ+ potential
the whole experimental data set was used – a total of
6600 transition frequencies (Table I of [51]). The ground
X 1 Σ+ state potential curve is taken from Ref. [28]. The
program finds the eigenvalues of the two-channels Hamiltonian and then fits the energies of the upper terms (separate value for each progression) in order to match the experimental frequencies. The calculations show an agreement with the experiment with a standard deviation of
0.0026 cm−1 and a dimensionless standard deviation of
0.81, which is comparable with the quality obtained in
the previous study Ref. [28]. The histogram of the residuals of coupled channels fit, normalized by the experimental uncertainty is presented in Fig. 8. This confirms
the usefulness of the two-channels approach and justifies
the use of the simple model for the singlet-triplet interaction.
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IV.

SEMI-EMPIRICAL ANALYSIS OF THE
OBSERVED HYPERFINE SPLITTING

In order to check the quality of the theoretical calculations on the HFS and the performance of the refined
potential curve we used the coupled channels model defined in Sec. III B (Fig. 6). The coupling between the
X 1 Σ+ state and the G1 = 7/2 component of the a3 Σ+
state is modeled with the ab initio ACs
0+ −1 (R) function
from Ref. [31], whereas for the splitting between the G1
components we compare the results with the asymptotic
Cs
−1
(atomic) value of ACs
used in
1−1 ≡ A /2=0.0383 cm
Cs
Ref. [2, 28] and with the present ab initio A1−1 (R) molecular coupling function.
In Fig. 9 we show the results obtained for the progression from Jc = 26 (similar to those discussed already in
connection with Fig. 2) and Jc = 47 . According to the
model adopted in this study the splitting between the
G1 = 9/2 and G1 = 5/2 is only due to the diagonal correction to these a3 Σ+ state components. Therefore this
splitting may be used to directly test the ACs
1−1 (R) coupling function from Ref. [31] and this study. The position
of the central component G1 = 7/2 is affected also by the
X 1 Σ+ state levels, and thus by the ACs
0+ −1 (R) function,
and also by the quality of the PECs of both states.
The separation between the G1 = 9/2 and G1 = 5/2
components (R–L, compare with Fig. 3) with the constant interaction function is shown in the upper part of
Fig. 9a. Only data for va < 22 are included. The calculated separation remains constant (within the accuracy
of the calculations), which is very different from the observed va -dependence. The situation changes when the
newly calculated ACs
1−1 (R) coupling function is used, see
the upper part of Fig. 9b. Although the calculated separation is a little bit too small by about 0.001 cm−1 , the
trend of narrowing the R–L splitting with diminishing
va is very similar to the experimental observations. The
present result is remarkable because it is based on pure
ab initio function without any fitting to the experimental data. With the ACs
1−1 (R) function from Ref. [31] very
similar results can been obtained, which confirms the reliability of both theoretical approaches.
The separation between the C–L and R–C components
is not reproduced properly by the calculations. The G1 =
9/2 and G1 = 5/2 components are shifted to smaller
frequencies by nearly the same amount, resulting in a
proper R-L splitting, but R–C is underestimated and C–
L – overestimated. The result is consistent with the inset
in Fig. 1. This disagreement might be explained also by
the improper position of the central component G1 = 7/2
with respect to the other two. However, at small va the
interaction with the X 1 Σ+ is too weak to be responsible
for such shifts. By cancelling the coupling between the
singlet and the triplet states, only the positions of va >
17 are significantly affected. Apparently a more careful
analysis of the HFS model is necessary in order to explain
the splitting between the observed HFS components of
the a3 Σ+ state.

The simple model used so far tries to explain the observed splitting between the HFS components only by
the FC interaction and the positions of the G1 components. Here (as well as in Refs. [2, 28]), the lineshapes
and the HFS of the excited states are completely neglected. It is considered that all hyperfine components
of the upper electronic state are populated by the exciting laser and therefore all possible hyperfine transitions
are observed in fluorescence. Indeed, these assumptions
seemed reasonable at lower resolution (where other factors are dominant for the line shape) and they were confirmed by similar studies of other molecules like NaRb,
NaCs, LiCs and others [52–54] where the HFS appears
as independent of the vibrational and rotational quantum numbers of the a3 Σ+ state and also of‘ the quantum
numbers of the excited level. However, in one case, that
of KRb [55], it was noticed that the HFS changes when
the laser is tuned across the Doppler profile of the excitation transition. Of course it may be the case also for
the other molecules, but to somewhat less extent.
It is possible to try to model the splitting within the
Hund’s coupling case bβS by a matrix approach taking
into account both nuclear spins as explained in detail
in Ref. [29]. From the same paper we took the expression to calculate also the line intensities for the c3 Σ+ →
a3 Σ+ hyperfine transitions. It is also possible to add the
dipole-dipole interaction between the electron spin and
the nuclear spins as in Ref. [56]. In this paper again the
spins are assumed to be decoupled from the molecular
rotation and the only effect of the nuclear motion comes
from the v-dependent mean values of the coupling conCs
K
Cs
stants AK
v , Av (for the FC interaction) and Dv , Dv (for
the dipole-dipole interaction). Here we adopted a linear
dependence of this constants on v. To perform a fit, we
first simulated the line profile of the HFS triplet for given
vibrational level va , find the peaks of the three components and compare with the experimental separations for
va < 22.
We performed various fits and figured out that within
the present data accuracy the parameters concerning
K atom may be kept fixed to their asymptotic value:
−1
and DvK is neglected. By using a
AK
v = 0.0077 cm
Cs
linear dependence for ACs
v and setting Dv to zero we obtained similar representation of the HFS splitting as with
the CC model – the results are shown in Fig 10a. The
−5
fitted values are ACs
va
v = 0.07483(11) + 4.2(12) × 10
cm−1 . Of course, after va = 18 we see deviation in the
R–C and C–L separations, because in the present model
the interaction of the central component with the X 1 Σ+
state is neglected. The systematic underestimate of the
R–C splitting and the overestimate of the C–L splitting
again shows that the FC interaction probably is not the
only interaction responsible for the HFS of the a3 Σ+ state
levels. However the agreement between the experiment
and the calculation seems to be somewhat better than in
the current CC model (compare with the R–C and C–L
splittings in Fig. 9b). We found that the reason for this,
at least to some extent, is that in the CC model the line
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FIG. 9. Comparison between the experimental (blue open squares) and the calculated by the coupled channels FGH method
(red dots) splittings between the three hyperfine components of the a3 Σ+ state levels with Na = 25, 27, 46 and 48. In part (a)
−1
the CC calculations are carried out with constant coupling function ACs
, in part (b) the function is taken
1−1 (R) = 0.0383 cm
from Ref. [31].

profile and the interaction with the K nuclear spin are
completely neglected. For example the ratio (C − L)/(R
− C) changes from 0.778 for the CC calculation to 0.792
−1
when AK
are
v = 0.0077 and a line width of 0.011 cm
used.
A possible further extension of the present HFS model
is to include the dipole-dipole interaction [56]. It turns
out that it changes the ratio between the R–C and C–
L splittings and therefore it is plausible to test whether
a better fit may be obtained. The result is shown in
Fig. 10b. The linear dependence of the FC interaction is
−5
ACs
va cm−1 and DCs
v = 0.07689(17) + 4.1(12) × 10
v =
−1.92(24) × 10−3 cm−1 . Including a linear term for the
dipole-dipole interaction does not improve the agreement
with the experiment. The list of experimental frequencies
used to illustrate the HFS splitting in Figs. 2,9 and 10 is
presented in Table V of the Supplementary material [51].

V.

CONCLUDING REMARKS

Within the present study the potential energy curve of
the a3 Σ+ state state in KCs was refined. Compared to
the PECs from [28], [30], and [32] the present interatomic

potential has better accuracy around the potential minimum. The present dissociation energy (potential depth)
De = 267.21(1)cm−1 is in excellent agreement with De
value in [32] in distinction from the values 267.173(10)
cm−1 [28], and 267.251 cm−1 in [30]. The value of
the equilibrium distance Re = 6.050(2) Å remains the
same. The present PEC shares the repulsive branch
above the dissociation limit from [32], so it can reproduce
also intensity distribution in the experimentally observed
bound-free c3 Σ+ -a3 Σ+ transitions. The long range part
of the PEC is the same as in Ref. [28] and it extends the
spline point wise form after 12.01 Å. It congruently converges to the atomic asymptote together with the ground
X 1 Σ+ state and can reproduce even the highest observed
experimental levels (va = 32) by taking into account the
singlet-triplet mixing. The ab initio HFS matrix elements, combined with the empirical X 1 Σ+ PEC from [28]
and refined a3 Σ+ PEC in the framework of the simplified
coupled-channel deperturbation model, reproduce the experimental term values of both singlet and triplet ground
states within 0.003 cm−1 accuracies up to their common
dissociation limit. So we believe that the present study
provides a more accurate estimate of the dissociation energy.
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FIG. 10. Comparison between the experimental (blue open squares) and the calculated by the matrix method (red dots)
splittings between the three hyperfine components of the a3 Σ+ state levels with Na = 25, 27, 46 and 48. In part (a) the
−5
calculations are carried out with ACs
va cm−1 ; in part (b) along with the FC constant ACs
v = 0.07483(11) + 4.2(12) × 10
v =
−3
0.07689(17) + 4.1(12) × 10−5 va cm−1 , the dipole-dipole interaction is added and DCs
cm−1 .
v = −1.92(24) × 10

As distinct to the previous studies [2, 28], in this
study we used the R-dependent HFS coupling functions
A0+ −1 (R) and A1−1 (R) from Ref. [31] and also from
the presentab initio calculations of the magnetic hyperfine interaction in X 1 Σ+ and a3 Σ+ states. Due to a
more accurate treatment of correlations within the valence and sub-valence shells and a better adaptation of
the computational scheme to finite-difference estimation
of off-diagonal matrix elements, a better description of
R-dependencies of HFS parameters than in the previous
study [31] is expected. Both diagonal and off-diagonal
ab initio HFS matrix elements have demonstrated a pronounced R-dependence, which respectively supports the
observed va -dependence of the HFS.
It turns out that the R-dependence of A0+ −1 (R) has
almost no effect on the fit quality and this could be expected since the coupling between a3 Σ+ and X 1 Σ+ states
is significant near the asymptote, where the A0+ −1 (R)
function approaches the atomic limit. The R-dependence
of the coupling function A1−1 (R), however, allowed for
explanation of the observed v-dependence of the splitting between the right G1 = 5/2 and the left G1 = 9/2
components of the a3 Σ+ state levels (see Fig. 3 and also
compare Fig. 9a and Fig. 9b). The present calculations

were performed with the pure ab initio functions. Even
better agreement for the splitting (R–L) may be reached
if the original ab initio A1−1 (R) function is scaled as
shown in Fig 3. Small disagreement for the splittings
(G7/2 − G9/2 ) and (G5/2 − G7/2 ), however, still remains.
The present evaluation of the HFS for the a3 Σ+ state
has demonstrated that the relatively simple CC model
presented here (see Fig. 6) can be useful when the desired
accuracy is of the order of 0.003 cm−1 . Its advantage is
that the a3 Σ+ and the X 1 Σ+ state levels are modeled by
only two potential curves and two radial functions which
couple a total of only four channels. The whole HFS
of the a3 Σ+ state is described by the positions of the
three G1 components and the nuclear spin of Potassium
is neglected.
At higher resolution, the deviations between the CC
model and the experiment become visible, namely the
model can not reproduce correctly the splitting between
the G1 components (see Fig. 9b). The reason for this may
be the omitted nuclear spin of Potassium, which leads to
additional split of the G1 components and thus to slight
change of the overall line profile. In this study we examined this hypothesis by an alternative matrix approach
borrowed from Ref. [29] and found out that accounting

12
for the K nuclear spin alone brings some improvement but
it is not sufficient (Fig. 10a). A possible way to resolve
the disagreement is to include the matrix elements of the
dipole-dipole interaction [56] (Fig. 10b). The agreement
with the experiment becomes satisfactory, however further efforts are needed before a complete agreement is
achieved and a physically convincing model is offered.
The full HFS deperturbation model should include all
significant interactions, line intensities and also the HFS
structure of the excited c3 Σ+ in order to correctly reproduce the observed line profiles.
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