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A bstract

W econsiderthescalar-tensortheoriesofgravity extended by thepseudoscalarcouplings

tom atterand gauge�eldsand deriveconstraintson theCP-odd com binationsofscalarand

pseudoscalarcouplingsfrom laboratory spin precession experim entsand from theevolution

ofphotonpolarizationovercosm ologicaldistances.W eshow thecom plim entarycharacterof

localand cosm ologicalconstraints,and derive novelboundson thepseudoscalarcouplings

to photons from the laboratory experim ents. It is also shown that the m ore accurate

treatm entofthe spin contentofnucleiused in the spin precession experim ents allowsto

tighten boundson Lorentz-violating backgroundscoupled to theproton spin.
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1 Introduction

The discovery ofdark energy [1]instigated m any developm entsin cosm ology and particle

physicsduring thelastdecade.To dateallobservationaldata areconsistentwith them ost

econom ic possibility: the dark energy is just a cosm ologicalconstant,and as such does

notevolve overthe cosm ologicaltim e scales. On the otherhand,itisintriguing to think

aboutthe alternative explanationsrelated to a drastic change ofthe infrared physics. In

parallelto theattem ptsofm odifying gravity on largescales[2],thereisa renewed interest

in the cosm ologicalscalar �elds that are nearly m assless,and m anifest them selves as a

"dark energy" com ponentoverlargecosm ologicaldistances[3].

An interesting twisttothewell-known story ofcosm ologicalscalarscom esfrom thepos-

sibility oftheirinteraction with m atterand gauge�elds(Forpurely cosm ologicalsignatures

of"interacting" quintessence,see e.g. [4]).In factsuch theoriesexhibita rich plethora of

phenom ena thatgo beyond pure cosm ologicale�ects,which we would like to illustrate on

the following toy exam ple. Letusconsidera Lagrangian forthe scalar�eld � interacting

with a Standard M odelferm ion  (e.g.electron)and a gauge�eld A � (e.g.photon),

L =
1

2
@��@

�
� � V (�)+ � (iD �


�
� m ) �

1

4
F��F

�� (1.1)

� cS �
�  � cP  �

� i
5 � cS
�F��F
��
� cP 
�F�� ~F

��
:

Here cSi and cP i param etrize the strengths ofthe scalar and pseudoscalar couplings to

photons and ferm ions,while F�� and ~F�� denote the usualand dual�eld strengths,and

D � is the covariant derivative. W ritten in 
at space,Lagrangian (1.1) can be trivially

generalized to curved backgrounds,and to nonlinear couplings to m atter. Starting from

(1.1),onecan im m ediately inferanum berofinterestingconsequences,apartiallistofwhich

isgiven below.

1.The existence ofa new long-range force distinguishable from spin-two gravity. The

scalar�eld contributesto the gravitationalforce,adding � c2s on top ofthe fam iliar

Newton constantm ediated by gravitons.Such a forceleavesdistinguishableim prints

via relativistic correctionsand/orcom position dependence (e�ective violation ofthe

equivalence principle).

2.The existence ofa preferred Lorentz fram e associated with @t�. If� isa very light

quintessence-like �eld,then there is a preferred fram e where cosm ologically @�� =

(_�;0;0;0).Form ostofthem odelsthisfram ecoincideswith thefram eofthecosm ic

m icrowave background (CM B),and j_�jislim ited by (�d:e:(1+ w))1=2,wherew isthe

dark energy equation ofstateparam eter.

3.Variation ofm assesand couplingsin tim e and space.E�ective valuesofm assesand
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coupling constantsvary in spaceand tim e,m phys(t;x)= m + cS �(t;x),followingthe

�-pro�le.

4.Coupling ofpolarization to velocity relative to the CM B fram e. A particle m oving

relative to the CM B fram e acquiresa helicity-dependent interaction,H int � (Sn)_�,

where n isthe direction ofpropagation. Thisway,the CP 
-proportionalinteraction

would result in the rotation ofpolarization for photons propagating over varying

�-background.

5.Photon-scalarconversion.In thepresenceofan externalelectrom agnetic�eld a pho-

ton can "oscillate" to a quantum ofthe scalar�eld thereby e.g. reducing the lum i-

nosity ofdistantobjectsorproviding additionalchannelsforstarcooling.

6.Coupling ofspin to the localgravitationalforce. Scalarcoupling gS willlead to the

local�eld gradientr � generated by m assive bodies,which isclosely parallelto the

vectoroflocalfree-fallacceleration.ThepseudoscalarcouplingsthencreateaZeem an-

like splitting for the spin of -particles in the direction ofthe localgravitational

acceleration,H int� (Sg).

It is rem arkable that such a sim ple Lagrangian leads to a num ber ofquite di�erent

phenom ena.Unfortunately,atthisstagethe exciting phenom enology of"interacting dark

energy" livesin a pure theoreticalrealm :there isno con�rm ed experim entalevidence for

anyofthee�ectson ourlist1.Consequently,thereareonlyupperlim itsonthecom binations

ofthecouplingsin Lagrangian (1.1)thatcan bequoted.Nevertheless,m any ofthee�ects

on ourlisthave found an extensive coverage in the theoreticalworks. M ostnotably,the

changing couplings were discussed, for exam ple,in Refs. [9,10,12],the photon-scalar

conversion considered in Refs. [13],and the �xed fram e e�ects versus the cosm ological

evolution ofphoton polarization wereaddressed in a seriesofpapers[14,15,16,7,8].For

thelim itson scalar-induced correctionsto gravitationalinteractionswereferthereaderto

recentreviews [17]and references therein. In contrast,the lastitem on ourlist,the spin

coupling to thelocalgradientofthescalar�eld received farlessattention (seee.g.[18]).

The purpose ofthis paper is to show that the pseudoscalar couplings ofthe Brans-

Dicke type scalar can indeed be subjected to stringent laboratory constraints that are

com plem entary to thecosm ologicallim its.Thehigh-precision spin precession experim ents

constrain pseudoscalarinteractionsboth in theferm ion and photon sectors.In the restof

this paper we present the set-up forour m odel,brie
y review the e�ects created by the

cosm ologicalevolution of�(t),investigate the localspin e�ectscreated by the gradientof

�,and setthelim itson theadm issiblesizeofthepseudoscalarcouplings.

1A tentalizinghinton theredshiftevolution ofthe�nestructureconstantwasreported in Ref.[5],which

so farhasnotbeen corroborated by othersearches[6].Also,an earlierclaim ofthenon-zero pseudoscalar-

induced anisotropy in polarization signal[7]wasdisputed in the literature[8].
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Beforewedelveintostudyingthephysicale�ectsinduced bythepseudoscalarcouplings,

wewould liketoadd aword ofcaution addressed toallm odelsof"interactingquintessence".

The m odels oflight scalar �elds represent a form idable challenge at the quantum level,

as there are no fundam entalreasons for a scalar to rem ain m assless or nearly m assless.

The scalar interaction ofsuch �eld m akes the whole problem even m ore di�cult,ifnot

im possible,from thepointofview of"technicalnaturalness":theloopsofStandard M odel

(SM )�eldstend to generatebig correctionsto V (�)even with a relatively sm allultraviolet

cuto� param eter,which would bein con
ictwith requirem entsm � � H [10,15,19].There

isno clearresolution to thisproblem ,which essentially preventsthefully consistentstudy

of� dynam ics. Instead,one has to rely,perhaps too optim istically,that the problem of

near-m asslessness ofthe scalar �eld could be cured by the sam e m echanism s that m ake

the cosm ologicalconstant sm alland m eanwhile keep V (�) �xed by hand. To �nish this

"disclaim er"on an optim isticnote,wewould liketorem ark thatthepseudoscalarcouplings

do notm ake thisproblem worse. Indeed,in essence the pseudoscalarcouplingsgive only

derivativeinteractions,and thereforedo nota�ectthepotentialV (�)atperturbativelevel.

2 A dding spin couplings to scalar-tensor theories

W ewould liketo form ulateourreferenceLagrangian atthenorm alization scalejustbelow

the QCD scale, so that the e�ective m atter degrees offreedom are electrons, photons,

nucleonsand neutrinos. Splitting the �-�eld Lagrangian into the scalarand pseudoscalar

parts,

L = LS + LP ; (2.2)

wechoosethefollowing param etrization,

LS =
1

2
@��@

�
� � V (�)�

X

j= e;p;n

�

M Sj

m j
� j j �

�

M S


F��F
��
; (2.3)

and

LP =
X

j= e;p;n;�

@��

M P j

� j
�
5 j �
�

M P 


F�� ~F
��
: (2.4)

Lagrangian (2.4)includesallpossiblepseudoscalarinteraction atm assdim ension �velevel.

Noticethatthepseudoscalarinteractionscan bechosen in a slightly di�erentform , � 
5 ,

asin (1.1).Thisdoesnotm ean,however,thatthesetofouroperatorsshould beenlarged.

The two type ofoperators,pseudoscalarand axialvector,are related on the equationsof

m otion.Theseequationsarein generalanom alous,butsinceweincludetheinteraction with

F ~F explicitly,wecan assertthatLagrangian (2.4)isindeed com pletein a given dim ension

oftheoperators.
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ThescalarpartoftheLagrangian (2.3)leadsto new contribution togravitationalforce,

and to change ofm asses and couplings. Since in this paper our m ain interest is in spin

e�ects,we are going to m ake sim plifying assum ptions ofapproxim ate universality ofthe

�-m ediated attractiveforce,

M Se = M Sp = M Sn � MS; and M S
 � M S: (2.5)

Atdistances shorterthan the Com pton wavelength of�-quanta the Newton constantre-

ceivescontributionsfrom both spin-two and spin-zero exchanges,

G N = G
0

N

 

1+
2M 2

Pl

M 2
S

!

; (2.6)

whereG 0
N istheunperturbed Newton constantduetograviton exchange,and Planck m ass

isde�ned asM Pl= (8�G 0
N )

�1=2 = 2:4� 1018GeV.

Ifneeded,thepseudoscalarcouplingscould be"lifted"from thenucleon leveltothelevel

ofindividualquarks. Using the experim entalresults for the spin content ofthe nucleon

com bined with SU(3)-
avourrelations[20]onegets

M
�1

P p ’ 0:8M �1

P u � 0:4M �1

P d � 0:1M �1

P s; M
�1

P n ’ 0:8M �1

P d � 0:4M �1

P u � 0:1M �1

P s; (2.7)

wherethelightquark couplingsarenorm alized atthescaleof1 GeV.

Usingtheappropriate�eld content,onecan determ inetherenorm alization group evolu-

tion ofthepseudoscalarcouplings.In generaltheequationsgoverning thisevolution takes

thefollowing form ,

dM
�1

P i

dlog(�=�)
= aijM

�1

P j + bi�M
�1

P �

dM
�1

P �

dlog(�=�)
= c�iM

�1

P i + d��M
�1

P �; (2.8)

where the logarithm is taken between the ultraviolet scale � and the infrared scale �,

Latin indicesindicate ferm ionic �eldsand Greek indicesindicate the gauge bosonsofthe

SM group. The renorm alization group coe�cientsa ij,bi�,c�i,and d�� depend on charge

assignm entsand coupling constantsof�eld running inside the loops. The precise form of

thesecoe�cientsisnotofim m ediateinteresting to us,butwewould liketo em phasizethe

following im portantobservation:atany loop levelthe derivative couplingsto ferm ionsdo

notgeneratecouplingsto F�� ~F
��.In otherwords,

c�i � 0: (2.9)

W hateversize ofthe pseudoscalarcouplingsbetween photonsand � isgenerated by som e

(perhaps anom alous) ultraviolet scale physics at energies order �,it is preserved by the
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subsequentevolution tothelowerscales.In fact,thisrefersboth tothelogarithm icrunning

and to the threshold corrections. This observation delineates two im portant classes of

m odels: there are m odelswhere both ferm ion and photon pseudoscalarcouplingspresent

in theLagrangian,and therearem odelswhereonly couplingsto ferm ionsarepresent.The

m odelswhere� couplesonly to gaugebosonswould necessarily be�ne-tuned,asquantum

e�ectsin (2.8)would de�nitely generateinduced couplingsto ferm ions.

Existing constraints on the m odelcan be devided into pseudoscalar and scalar con-

straints. The constraints on the universalscalar coupling M S can be derived from the

constraintim posed by theCassinisatellitedata on thepost-Newtonian param eter�
 [21],

j�
j< 4� 10�5 =) M S > 400 M Pl: (2.10)

Theconstraintson thenon-universalpartofthescalarcoupling areseveralordersofm ag-

nitude stronger. The scalarcoupling to photonsisconstrained via the lim itson the tim e

variation ofthecoupling constant,and lessdirectly via thecom position-dependentcontri-

bution tolocalaccleration.Typically,onehasM S
 > 103M Pl.In contrast,thepseudoscalar

couplingsare farlessconstrained. The leading source ofconstraintsare the energy losses

m echanism sin stars[22],and forelectrons,photonsand nucleonsallconstraintsarein the

ballpark of

jM P j>� (1010 � 1012)GeV � (10�8 � 10�6 )� MPl: (2.11)

In thenextsection,wearegoingtoshow thatifboth pseudoscalarand scalarcouplingsare

present,som econstraintson M P can besigni�cantly im proved.

3 C osm ologicalconstraints on the m odel

Toderivecosm ologicalconstraintson pseudoscalarcouplingswerem ind thereaderthatthe

presenceofa tim e-evoloving scalar�eld with a pseudoscalarcoupling to photonsleadsto a

rotation ofpolarization forphotons.Theresultingangularchangein thelinearpolarization

foraphotonpropagatingfrom point1topoint2issim plyrelated tothechangeof� between

thetwo points,

�� =
2��

M P 


: (3.1)

Following the work ofCarroll[15]and the originalanalysisofRef. [24],we use the lim it

on the extra rotation ofpolarization from distantsource (3C 9)atredshift z = 2:012 as

j��j< 6�,

j�(z= 2)� �(z= 0)j

M P 


< 0:052: (3.2)

Even m ore distant sources ofpolarization are available in the studies ofthe cosm ic

m icrowave background.The E -m odepolarization m ap ofthesky hasbeen produced [23],
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which agrees wellwith the expectation based on the tem perature m ap. This constrains

the am ountofextra rotation ofpolarization introduced by �F ~F interaction between the

surfaceoflastscattering and z= 0.Recentnum ericalanalysesoftheCM B data providea

constrainton theam ountofextrarotation atthelevelofj��j< 6� [16](thesam elim itof6�

ispurely coincidental),which allowsto extend (3.2)to theredshiftsofphoton decoupling,

zdec ’ 1100,
j�(zdec)� �(z= 0)j

M P 


< 0:052: (3.3)

Finally,wewould liketo pointoutthattheCM B polarization signalisgenerated in the

narrow window ofredshiftsthatcorrespond to the"lastscattering" surface,and therefore

the existing m easurem entsconstrain the am ountofextra rotation within the thicknessof

thissurface,
2

M P 


j��(z dec� �zdec=2)j< O (1); (3.4)

where�z dec ’ 200 correspond to thethicknessofthelastscattering surface.Theviolation

ofthisbound would suppressthestrength ofpolarization signal,which iswellm easured.

W ith theseboundsathand,weareready to translatethem into theconstraintson the

param eters ofour m odel. However,the cosm ologicalconstraints depend very sensitively

on whatwe assum e aboutthe scalarcouplings of� to dark m atterand even m ore so on

the choice ofthe potentialV (�).Since the num berofoptionsisin�nite,we would like to

considerin detailtwo well-m otivated cases.

Case 1.Thesim plestcase iswhen thepotentialfor� isnearly 
atand theevolution of�

isslow.In thiscaseonecan linearizeV (�),

V (�)’ ��

 

1+
�

M �

!

; (3.5)

where �� isapproxim ately equalto the m easured valueofdark energy density,and M � is

a new param eteron theorderofthePlanck scaleand/orM S.In thelim itwhen theback-

reaction of�� on Friedm ann’s equations is neglected one can �nd an analytic expression

forthe evolution of� in the 
atUniverse [10]. In thisapproxim ation the tim e evolution

ofthe scale factorcan be expressed via the scale factorand the Hubble param etertoday

(tnow � t0): H 0 = H (t= t0)= _a=ajt= t0 and a(t= t0)� a0,aswellasthe currentenergy

densitiesofm atterand cosm ologicalconstantrelative to the criticaldensity,
m = �m =�c

and 
� = ��=�c:

a(t)3 = a
3

0


m


�

�

sinh(
3

2


1=2

� H 0t)

�2

: (3.6)

The equation ofm otion forthe scalar�eld receives forcing term sdirectly related to dark

energy and m atterdensities:

�� + 3H _� = �
�m

M S

�
��

M �

= � �c

"


m

M S

�
a0

a

�3

+

�

M �

#

; (3.7)
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wherewem adean assum ption oftheuniversalstrength of� coupling to m atter,including

thedark m atter.Thisequation can beintegrated outexplicitly [10]to give

�(t)=
4

3
M

2

Pl

"�
1

2M �

�
1

M S

�

(bt0coth(bt0)� btcoth(bt))�
1

M S

ln
sinh(bt)

sinh(bt0)

#

; (3.8)

wherethefollowing notation hasbeen introduced:

b=
3

2



1

2

�H 0: (3.9)

This solution im plies boundary conditions _�jt! 0 � not too large and �(t0) = 0. The

�rstcondition isautom atically satis�ed as� doesnotevolve rapidly during the radiation

dom ination,and thesecond condition issim ply a choice,possiblesince� enterslinearly in

theLagrangian.Itiseasy to seethatin thelim itoft� t0 thedependenceof� on redshift

islogarithm ic,

�(a)’ const�
2M 2

Pl

M S

ln(a=a0) at teq � t� t0: (3.10)

Now wecan usetheevolution (3.8)toim poselim itsonthecom bination ofM P and M S(�)

param etersusing observationalconstraint(3.2).W edo itforthreeseparaterepresentative

cases:forthe equalcouplingsto them atterand dark energy density,and forcouplingsto

dark energy and m atteronly:

M � = M S jM P 
M Sj > 36 M 2

Pl
; (3.11)

jM �j! 1 jM P 
M Sj > 30 M 2

Pl
; (3.12)

jM Sj! 1 jM P 
M �j > 6:1 M 2

Pl
: (3.13)

Theselim itsgeneralizetheanalysisofRef.[15]whereonlytheV (�)-inducedopticalrotation

wasconsidered.W ealsonoticethatboth(3.11)and(3.12)areaboutoneorderofm agnitude

strongerthan(3.13),which istheconsequenceof(a0=a)
3 � 8enhancem entofm atterdensity

overthecosm ologicalconstantatredshifts� 2.

Dueto logarithm icdependenceon redshiftsatt� t0 (3.10)thereisaboutoneorderof

m agnitude gain in the strength ofthe constraintwhen using the CM B lim it(3.3)forthe

caseof�niteM S,

M � = M S or jM �j! 1 =) jM P 
M Sj > 255 M 2

Pl: (3.14)

In orderto see the m axim alsensitivity to M P ,we can saturate the constrainton M S

(2.10),which resultsin M P 

>
� O (M Pl)atm axim ally allowed M S.

Case 2.Going away from thelinearized case,weconsiderthecosm ologicalevolution of

�-�eld approaching som elocalm inim um ofV (�),

V (�)= �� +
m 2

�

2
(� � �0)

2
: (3.15)
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Ifthe m ass ofthe �eld is wellabove the current Hubble param eter,m � � H 0,then the

evolution of� startslongbeforethepresentepoch.A well-known solution for� in thiscase

are the oscillations around the m inim um with the am plitude that red-shifts as a�3=2 . If

theinitialdeviation of� from equilibrium was�in atthetim etin when oscillationsbegan,

H (tin)� m�,then thesubsequentevolution in theradiation dom ination willbegiven by

�(t)’ �0 + �in

 

ain

a(t)

! 3=2

cos[m �(t� tin)+ �]; (3.16)

where� issom ephasefactor.Becauseofthered-shifted am plitudein (3.16),theconstraints

provided by theCM B areclearly m oreadvantageousthan thelow z constraints.However,

theoscillationsof� (3.16)m akeitdi�cultto de�ne�(z dec),and consequently theanalyses

of[16]with lim its(3.3)arenotdirectly applicable and instead one should resortto lim its

(3.4). Still,ifthe initialdeviation of� �eld from its m inim um is on the order or less

than the pseudoscalar coupling M P 
,and oscillations begin earlier than the decoupling,

then the cosm ologicalevolution ofpolarization provides no constraints on the size ofthe

pseudoscalarcoupling,

j�inj< jM P 
j; tin � tdec =) no constraintson M P 
: (3.17)

Thisisan im portantobservation,sincethe�rstcondition j�inj< jM P 
jisquitenaturalif

� �eld hasa phase-like origin sim ilarto e.g. QCD axion,and tin � tdec issatis�ed forall

m assesof� in excessof10�28 eV.

4 Localspin precession constraints

Aswehaveshown in thetwoprevioussections,thecosm ologicalconstraintson pseudoscalar

couplingsapply only to M P 
,and notto ferm ionic couplings. M oreover,allcosm ological

constraintswillbeelim inated ifthe�eld startsoscillating m uch earlierthan thedecoupling

ofthe CM B photons (3.17). This leaves a large dom ain ofparam eter space where only

the localexperim entsare going to be sensitive to the pseudoscalarcouplings. W e wish to

considerthem in thissection.Beforewedothat,wewould liketonotethatthecouplingsof

spinstothelocalgravitational(spin-two)�eld hasbeen extensively studied in theliterature

[25,26,27]. Ofm ain interest for us is the conclusion reached in these works that g � S

coupling doesnotarisein generalrelativity.Therefore,ifdetected,itcan bethoughtofas

a distinctsignatureofthescalarexchange.

Since m ostofthe experim entsdealwith non-relativistic atom sand nuclei,itisconve-

nientto usethenon-relativisticHam iltonian,

H int= �
X

j= n;p;e

(�j � r �)

M P j

+

Z

d
3
x
4(E � B )�

M P 


; (4.18)
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where ~� = S=jSj= 2S. The localgradientof� isone-to-one related to the gravitational

acceleration,

r � = g
2M 2

Pl

M S

; (4.19)

so that the strength ofinteraction ofeach spin to the gravitational�eld is given by g�

2M 2
Pl
=(M SM P j). Gravitationalacceleration has dim ension ofenergy in particle physics

unitsofc = �h = 1,and correspondsto the frequency splitting ofspin up and spin down

states �g = 2 � 9:8 102cm /s2=(2� � 3 1010cm /s) =10.4 nHz. Unlike m ost problem s in

quantum m echanics where "up" and "down" are usually a m atter ofconvention,in this

theory thesewordsshould beused literally.Only a handfulofspin precession experim ents

ever reached the sensitivity lower than 10 nHz,am ong them the experim ents searching

fortheperm anentelectricdipolem om entsofdiam agneticatom s[28],wherethestatistical

sensitivity iscom parableorbetterthan 10nHz.Unfortunately,thissensitivity isrelated to

the energy di�erence ofspinsin paralleland anti-parallelelectric and m agnetic �eldsand

doesnottranslateinto thelim itson spin interaction with theverticaldirection.

Dedicated search forg � S interaction waspursued in [29](and earlierin [30]),wherea

� �Hzaccuracy wasachieved.In particular,experim ent[29]com pared theprecession fre-

quenciesoftwom ercuryisotopespins,199Hgand 201Hgfordi�erentorientationsofm agnetic

�eld and seta lim itof2.2� 10�30 GeV forthe spin-dependentcom ponentofgravitational

energy. Another group ofm easurem ents thatcan be used to lim itthe pseudoscalar cou-

plingsarethespin precession experim entsthatsearched forthee�ectsofLorentzviolation

[31,32]and the experim ent with spin-polarized pendulum [33]. The absence ofsidereal

m odulation ofspin precession,con�rm ed by these experim ents,setsthe lim iton the cou-

plingofspinstoany direction in spacethatdoesnotchangeastheEarth rotatesaround its

axis.Besidesusefullim itson Lorentz-violating theories[34],such e�ectswillconstrain the

pseudoscalarcouplingsin com bination with r � created by astronom icalbodiesotherthan

theEarth.Thesolarcontribution to r � issm allerthan r �E arth by a factorof� 6� 10�4 ,

thereby reducing the strength ofthe constraintsextracted from siderealvariationsby the

sam eam ount.Puttingdi�erentresultstogether,and assum ingthattherangeoftheforceis

com parableto orlargerthan thesolarsystem ,wearriveatthefollowing setofconstraints,

jM P nM Sj > 5� 10�4 M
2

Pl Ref:[29] (4.20)

jM P nM Sj > 1� 10�4 M
2

Pl
Ref:[31;32] (4.21)

jM P eM Sj > 2� 10�5 M
2

Pl
Ref:[33] (4.22)

Bounds(4.20)and (4.21)are derived in the assum ption ofRef. [35]thatthe spin ofthe

nucleusisgiven by theangularm om entum oftheoftheoutsidenucleon,which happensto

be a neutron forallnucleiused in the m ostsensitive searches(3He,129Xe,199Hg,201Hg).

Consequently,the lim itsare form ulated on the pseudoscalarcoupling to neutrons,asitis

also thecaseforthelim itson theexternalLorentz-violating axial-vectorbackgrounds[35].
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nucleus � j;l h�(0)z i h�(n)z i h�(p)z i

3He -2.13 1/2,0 1 1.04 -0.04
129Xe -0.78 1/2,0 1 0.76 0.24
199Hg 0.50 1/2,1 -1/3 -0.31 -0.03
201Hg -0.56 3/2,1 1 0.71 0.29

Table1:Com position ofthe nuclearspin

In fact,onecan re�netheseboundsand im poseseparateconstraintson thestrength of

thepseudoscalarcoupling forprotonsand neutrons.Although m ostofthenucleiin atom s

used in experim ents [29]-[32]have a valence neutron outside ofclosed shells,one can use

theinform ation on them agnetic m om entsofthese nucleitogetherwith sim ple theoretical

m odelofnuclearstructureto deducetheproton contribution to thetotalnuclearspin.To

bespeci�c weshallassum e thatthem agneticm om entofthenucleusiscom posed entirely

from the spin m agnetic m om ent ofthe valence neutron and spin m agnetism ofpolarized

nuclearcore,

� = �nh�
(n)
z i+ �ph�

(p)
z i (4.23)

h�
(n)
z i+ h�

(p)
z i= h�

(0)

z i:

In theseequations,�;�p;�n arethem agenticm om entofthenucleus,proton and neutron.

Num ericalestim atesshow thatthe orbitalcontribution to the m agnetic m om ent� in the

nucleiofinterest is less im portant than the spin contribution since the neutron orbital

contribution is zero and the proton orbitalcontribution is sm allin com parison with the

proton spin contribution.Thelatterisenhanced by thelargevalueoftheproton m agnetic

m om ent �p = 2:8,which justi�es the neglection ofproton orbitalm agnetism for low l

obitals.Neglection ofspin-orbitinteraction m akestotalspin conserved and itstotalvalue

equalto the average spin ofthe neutron above the unpolarized core,h�(0)z i. The latteris

equalto 1 forj= l+ 1=2and � j=(j+ 1)forj= l� 1=2,wherejisthevalueofthenuclear

angularm om entum ,and listhe orbitalquantum num ber ofthe valence neutron. Using

these sim ple form ulae (4.23),we determ ine h�(n)z i and h�(p)z i for observationally relevant

casesof199Hg,201Hg,129Xe,and 3Heasshown in Table1.

Onecan seethattheconstribution oftheproton spin into thetotalspin ofthesenuclei,

especially 129Xe and 201Hg,can be ashigh as30% ,and therefore the proton pseudoscalar

coupling is also lim ited in these experim ents. For exam ple, experim ent [29]lim its the

following com bination oftheproton and neutron couplings:

jM P e�M Sj> 1:5� 10�4 M
2

Pl; whereM �1

P e� = � 0:5M �1

P n + 0:7M �1

P p: (4.24)
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The relative enhancem entofthe proton contribution isdue to a ratherclose cancellation

ofneutron contribution to thedi�erentialfrequency ofspin precession for 199Hg and 201Hg.

As a bi-productofouranalysis,we can im prove the bounds on the Lorentz-violating

axial-vectorcouplingsin theColladay-Kostelecky param etrization [34].Indeed,thespatial

com ponentsoftheaxialvectorbackground toprotons,b�,isconstrained in thesam eexper-

im ents,Refs.[31,32],in particularbecause ofthe substantialcontribution ofproton spin

to thespin of129Xe.Forexam ple,theinterpretation ofthenullresultofthem ostsensitive

experim ent[32]with the use ofthe analysis[35]thatassum esh�(n)z i= h�(0)z i,h�(p)z i,and

ourwork di�erin thefollowing way:

2��LV = 2b
(n)

i

 

1�
�H e

�X e

!

= � 3:5b
(n)

i ; Ref:[35]

2��LV = 2(0:76b
(n)

i + 0:24b
(p)

i �
�H e

�X e
(1:04b

(n)

i � 0:04b
(p)

i ))= � 4:2b
(n)

i + 0:7b
(p)

i thiswork;

where�LV = 53� 45nHzistheexperim entallym easured (andconsistentwith zero)Lorentz-

violating frequency shift[32]. Obviously,the contribution ofb
(p)

i to �LV isnon-negligible,

andim pliesthatjb
(p)

i j< few� O (10�31 )GeV,which isfarbetterthantheresultsofdedicated

searchesofLorentzviolation in theproton sectorwith e.g.hydrogen m aser[36].

Besidesthe constraintson nucleon and electron couplings,the sam e clock com parison

experim ents allow to setlim its on M P 
. Forexam ple,foran atom (ornucleus) with the

totalangularm om entum J,them atrix elem entof�F ~F interaction isnotzero,

hJj

Z

d
3
x
4(E � B )�

M P 


jJi=
�

M P 


 

J

jJj
� r �

!

; (4.25)

where� isadim ensionlessm atrix elem entthatcan becalculated explicitly.Fortheground

stateofthehydrogen atom ,� isgiven by

� =
8e�B

3a0
=
4�2

3
; (4.26)

where a0 and �B are Bohr radius and m agneton,and � is the �ne structure constant.

Thiscalculation take into accountthe m agnetic �eld generated by the electron m agnetic

m om ent,and the electric �eld ofthe proton.Ifwe considerboth E and B created by the

electron,wediscoverthattheresulthasa logarithm icdivergence in theultravioletregim e

thathastheinterpretation of1=M P e being generated by 1=M P 
.Even with a m odestly low

choice ofthecuto�,thecoe�cientisgoing to beon theorderof�=� � O (10�3 )and thus

param etrically largerthan (4.26).

W hathappensifinstead ofan atom icelectron weconsidera nucleuswheretheelectric

�eld isconsiderably stronger? To understand thescaling ofthee�ectwith Z,we consider

a sim pli�ed caseofa singles-waveneutron abovetheclosed nuclearshellswith "uniform "

11



distribution ofitswave function inside the nucleus,which also hasuniform charge distri-

bution within a sphere ofradiusR N ’ 1:2fm (A)1=3. The resulting � can be expressed in

term softheneutron m agneticm om ent,

� =
8

5

2�nZe

R N

=
4

5

gnZ�

m pR N

= 0:05� 0:07 for Z � 80; (4.27)

wheretheoverallnum ericalcoe�cientfollowsfrom theapproxim ation oftheradialm atrix

elem ent, hr2=(2R 2
N )� 3=2ir< R N

= � 6=5. Although an overallnum ericalcoe�cient in

estim ate (4.27)cannotbe taken very seriously,the param etric dependence on Z,�n and

R N is certainly expected to hold for large nuclei. For m ercury this e�ect is larger than

the loop-induced adm ixture ofthe photon coupling into the nucleon coupling. Thus we

can deduce the sensitivity ofspin precession experim entsto the pseudoscalarcouplingsto

photonsat5% levelfrom thecoupling to neutrons:

jM P 
M Sj>� O (10�5 )M 2

Pl Ref:[29] (4.28)

Onecan seethatthecom bined boundsfrom theclock com parison experim entsarecom pa-

rable to orbetterthan the productofseparate bounds(2.10)and (2.11). Unfortunately,

these boundsdo notallow to probe the pseudoscalar coupling to ferm ionsallthe way to

the"natural" scaleM P � MPl.

5 C onclusions

Our paper considers the constraints on the com bination ofscalar and pseudoscalar cou-

plings in the scalar-tensor theories ofgravity. The strongest constraints com e from the

considerationsofcosm ologicalevolution ofpolarized light,and in thebestcasescenario of

them axim alscalarcoupling,consistentwith constraintson Brans-Dicketheories,thesensi-

tivity tothepseudoscalarcouplingtophotonscan beaslargeasthePlanck scale.However,

the cosm ologicalconstraints are notsensitive to the derivative pseudoscalar couplings to

ferm ionsasthey do notinducecorresponding photon couplingseven attheloop level.W e

also point out that for a wide range ofpseudoscalar m asses,one can avoid cosm ological

constraintsdue to the red-shifting of�-oscillations. Therefore,the laboratory constraints

on spin precession from locally generated gradientof� arecom plim entary to cosm ological

bounds. W e revisited lab boundsto �nd thatthe m ostsensitive experim entsare stillfew

orders ofm agnitude below the sensitivity to Planck-scale-suppressed couplings. W e also

notethatthelocalspin precession experim entsprovidesensitivity to thepseudoscalarcou-

pling to photons,through the relatively large m atrix elem entof�B � E interaction inside

atom icnuclei.Asa separaterem ark,wehaveshown thatnucleiofatom sused in thehigh-

precision clock com parison experim entshavesigni�cantproton contribution to theirspins.
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Thisallowsto setseparateconstraintson pseudoscalarcouplnigsto neutronsand protons,

and im prove the lim iton Lorentz-violating axial-vectorbackgroundsin the proton sector.

Furtherprogressin experim entssearching fora preferred Lorentzfram ewould also provide

bettersensitivity to thescalar-tensortheoriesextended by pseudoscalarcouplings.

A cknow ledgem ents. The authorswould like to expresstheirgratitude to W .Israel,

who took an active part in the initialdiscussions that led to this project. M .P.would

like to acknowledge usefulconversationswith M .Rom alis.V.F.and S.L.thank Perim eter

Institute forhospitality. M .P.would like to acknowledge the supportofGordon Godfrey

fellowship atthe UNSW .Research atthe Perim eterInstitute issupported in partby the

Governm entofCanada through NSERC and by theProvince ofOntario through M EDT.

R eferences

[1]A.G.Riess et al. [Supernova Search Team Collaboration], Astron.J.116 (1998)

1009 [arXiv:astro-ph/9805201]; S.Perlm utter et al. [Supernova Cosm ology Project

Collaboration],Astrophys.J.517 (1999)565[arXiv:astro-ph/9812133];N.A.Bahcall,

J.P.Ostriker,S.Perlm utterandP.J.Steinhardt,Science284 (1999)1481[arXiv:astro-

ph/9906463].

[2]Seee.g.recentattem ptsin G.R.Dvali,G.Gabadadzeand M .Porrati,Phys.Lett.B

485 (2000)208;J.D.Bekenstein,Phys.Rev.D 70 (2004)083509 [Erratum -ibid.D

71 (2005)069901];N.Arkani-Ham ed,H.C.Cheng,M .A.Luty and S.M ukohyam a,

JHEP 0405,074 (2004).

[3]B.Ratra,P.J.E.Peebles,Phys.Rev.D 37,3406(1988);Ap.J.Lett325,117(1988);C.

W etterich,Nucl.Phys.B 302,668(1988);R.R.Caldwell,R.Daveand P.J.Steinhardt,

Phys.Rev.Lett80,1582 (1998)[astro-ph/9708069].

[4]L.Am endola,Phys.Rev.D 60,043501(1999)[arXiv:astro-ph/9904120];L.Am endola,

Phys.Rev.D 62,043511 (2000)[arXiv:astro-ph/9908023].

[5]J. K. W ebb et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 87, 091301 (2001) [arXiv:astro-ph/0012539];

M .T.M urphy,J.K.W ebb and V.V.Flam baum ,M on.Not.Roy.Astron.Soc.345,

609 (2003)[arXiv:astro-ph/0306483].

[6]H.Chand,R.Srianand,P.Petitjean and B.Aracil,Astron.Astrophys.417,853(2004)

[arXiv:astro-ph/0401094];R.Srianand,H.Chand,P.Petitjean and B.Aracil,Phys.

Rev.Lett.92,121302 (2004)[arXiv:astro-ph/0402177].

[7]B.Nodland and J.P.Ralston,Phys.Rev.Lett.78 (1997)3043.

13



[8]S.M .Carrolland G.B.Field,Phys.Rev.Lett.79 (1997) 2394;J.F.C.W ardle,

R.A.Perley and M .H.Cohen,Phys.Rev.Lett.79 (1997)1801.

[9]A representative (butnotexhausitve)listofreferenceson Bekenstein-type m odelsin-

cludes:J.D.Bekenstein,Phys.Rev.D 25 (1982)1527;T.Dam ourand A.M .Polyakov,

Nucl.Phys.B 423,532(1994);M .Livioand M .Stiavelli,Ap.J.Lett.507 (1998)L13;

S.J.Landau and H.Vucetich,Astrophys.J.570,463(2002)[arXiv:astro-ph/0005316];

H.B.Sandvik,J.D.Barrow and J.M agueijo,Phys.Rev.Lett.88,031302 (2002);

G.R.Dvaliand M .Zaldarriaga,Phys.Rev.Lett.88,091303 (2002); T.Dam our,

F.Piazza and G.Veneziano,Phys.Rev.Lett.89 (2002)081601;C.W etterich,Phys.

Lett.B 561,10 (2003);T.Chiba and K.Kohri,Prog.Theor.Phys.107 (2002)631;

C.W etterich,Phys.Lett.B 561,10 (2003);L.Anchordoquiand H.Goldberg,Phys.

Rev.D 68,083513 (2003);E.J.Copeland,N.J.Nunesand M .Pospelov,Phys.Rev.

D 69,023501 (2004).

[10]K.A.Oliveand M .Pospelov,Phys.Rev.D 65,085044 (2002).

[11]Nuclear physics derived constraints on changing couplings can be found in A. I.

Shlyakhter,Nature 264 (1976) 340;T.Dam our and F.Dyson,Nucl.Phys.B 480,

37 (1996);Y.Fujiietal.,Nucl.Phys.B 573,377 (2000);K.A.Olive,M .Pospelov,

Y.Z.Qian,A.Coc,M .Casseand E.Vangioni-Flam ,Phys.Rev.D 66,045022(2002);

K.A.Olive,M .Pospelov,Y.Z.Qian,G.M anhes,E.Vangioni-Flam ,A.Coc and

M .Casse,Phys.Rev.D 69,027701(2004);Y.Fujiiand A.Iwam oto,Phys.Rev.Lett.

91,261101 (2003).

[12]Forrecentreviews,see e.g.J.P.Uzan,Rev.M od.Phys.75 (2003)403;V.V.Flam -

baum ,arXiv:0705.3704 [physics.atom -ph].

[13]A.A.Anselm ,Yad.Fiz.42 (1985)1480;G.Ra�eltand L.Stodolsky,Phys.Rev.D

37 (1988)1237;C.De�ayetand J.P.Uzan,Phys.Rev.D 62 (2000)063507;C.Csaki,

N.Kaloperand J.Terning,Phys.Rev.Lett.88,161302 (2002).

[14]J.N.Clarke,G.Karland P.J.S.W atson,Can.J.Phys.60 (1982)1561;S.M .Carroll,

G.B.Field and R.Jackiw,Phys.Rev.D 41 (1990)1231;A.Lue,L.M .W ang and

M .Kam ionkowski,Phys.Rev.Lett.83 (1999) 1506;A.Kostelecky and M .M ewes,

arXiv:astro-ph/0702379;G.C.Liu,S.Leeand K.W .Ng,Phys.Rev.Lett.97 (2006)

161303.

[15]S.M .Carroll,Phys.Rev.Lett.81 (1998)3067.

[16]B.Feng,M .Li,J.Q.Xia,X.Chen and X.Zhang,Phys.Rev.Lett.96,221302(2006);

P.Cabella,P.Natoliand J.Silk,arXiv:0705.0810 [astro-ph].

14



[17]C.M .W ill,Living Rev.Rel.9 (2006)3.

[18]J.E.M oody and F.W ilczek,Phys.Rev.D 30 (1984)130.

[19]T.Banks,M .Dineand M .R.Douglas,Phys.Rev.Lett.88 (2002)131301

[20]J.R.Ellisand M .Karliner,arXiv:hep-ph/9510402.

[21]B.Bertotti,L.Iessand P.Tortora,Nature425 (2003)374.

[22]G.G.Ra�elt,Ann.Rev.Nucl.Part.Sci.49,163 (1999).

[23]A. Kogut et al. [W M AP Collaboration], Astrophys. J. Suppl. 148 (2003) 161

[arXiv:astro-ph/0302213].

[24]P.P Kronberg,C.C.Dyer,am d H.-J.R�oser,Astrophys.J.472 (1996)115.

[25]I.Y.Kobzarev and L.B.Okun,Zh.Eksp.Teor.Fiz.43 (1962)1904[Sov.Phys.JETP

16 (1963)1343];J.Leitnerabd S.Okubo,Phys.Rev.136 (1964)1542.

[26]F. W . Hehl and W .-T. Ni, Phys. Rev. D 42 (1990) 2045; I. B. Khriplovich and

A.A.Pom eransky,J.Exp.Theor.Phys.86 (1998) 839 [Zh.Eksp.Teor.Fiz.113

(1998)1537];A.A.Pom eransky,R.A.Senkov and I.B.Khriplovich,Phys.Usp.43

(2000)1055 [Usp.Fiz.Nauk 43 (2000)1129];B.M ashhoon,Lect.Notes Phys.702

(2006)112.

[27]A.J.Silenko and O.V.Teryaev,Phys.Rev.D 71,064016 (2005);A.J.Silenko and

O.V.Teryaev,arXiv:gr-qc/0612103.

[28]M .A.Rosenberry and T.E.Chupp,Phys.Rev.Lett.86 (2001)22;M .V.Rom alis,

W .C.Gri�th and E.N.Fortson,Phys.Rev.Lett.86 (2001)2505;.

[29]B.J.Venem a etal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.68 (1992)135.

[30]D.J.W ineland etal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.67 (1991) 1735;D.J.W ineland and N.F.

Ram sey,Phys.Rev.A 5 (1972)821.

[31]C.J.Berglund etal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.75 (1995)1879.

[32]D.Bear,R.E.Stoner,R.L.W alsworth,V.A.Kostelecky and C.D.Lane,Phys.Rev.

Lett.85 (2000)5038 [Erratum -ibid.89 (2002)209902].

[33]B.R.Heckel, C.E.Cram er,T.S.Cook,E.G.Adelberger, S.Schlam m inger and

U.Schm idt,Phys.Rev.Lett.97 (2006)021603.

[34]D.Colladay and V.A.Kostelecky,Phys.Rev.D 58 (1998)116002.

15



[35]V.A.Kostelecky and C.D.Lane,Phys.Rev.D 60,116010 (1999).

[36]D.F.Phillips,M .A.Hum phrey,E.M .M attison,R.E.Stoner,R.F.C.Vessotand

R.L.W alsworth,Phys.Rev.D 63,111101 (2001)

16


