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A bstract

W e consider the scalartensor theories of gravity extended by the pssudoscalar couplings
tom atterand gauge eldsand derive constraints on the C P -odd com binations of scalar and
pseudoscalar couplings from laboratory soin precession experin ents and from the evolution
ofphoton polarization over coan ologicaldistances. W e show the com plim entary characterof
local and coan ological constraints, and derive novel bounds on the pssudoscalar couplings
to photons from the lhboratory experim ents. Itk is also shown that the m ore accurate
treatm ent of the spin content of nuclei used in the spin precession experin ents allow s to
tighten bounds on Lorentz-violating backgrounds coupled to the proton soin.
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1 Introduction

T he discovery of dark energy [1] Instigated m any developm ents In cosn ology and particle
physics during the Jast decade. To date all cbservational data are consistent w ith them ost
eoconom ic possbility: the dark energy is Just a coam ological constant, and as such does
not evolve over the coan ological tin e scales. On the other hand, it is Intriguing to think
about the alemative explanations related to a drastic change of the infrared physics. In
parallel to the attem pts of m odifying gravity on large scales R], there is a renewed interest
In the coam ological scalar elds that are nearly m asskess, and m anifest them selves as a
"dark energy" com ponent over large cosm ological distances [3].

An interesting tw ist to the wellkknow n story of cosn ological scalars com es from the pos-
sibility oftheir iInteraction w ith m atter and gauge elds Forpurely coan ological signatures
of "interacting" quintessence, see eg. B]). In fact such theores exhibit a rich plkthora of
phenom ena that go beyond pure coan ological e ects, which we would lke to illustrate on
the follow Ing toy exam ple. Let us consider a Lagrangian for the scalar eld interacting
with a Standard M odel ferm ion (9. ekectron) and a gauge eld A (eg. photon),
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Here ¢; and & ; param etrize the strengths of the scalar and pssudoscalar couplings to
photons and femm ions, while ' and F© denote the usual and dual eld strengths, and
D is the covadant 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
(11),one can In m ediately infer a num ber of Interesting consequences, a partial list ofw hich
is given below .

1. The existence of a new longrange force distinguishablk from spin-two gravity. The
scalar eld contributes to the gravitational foroe, adding é on top of the fam iliar
N ew ton constant m ediated by gravions. Such a force leaves distinguishable in prints
via relativistic corrections and/or com position dependence (e ective violation of the
equivalence principlk) .

2. The existence of a preferred Lorentz fram e associated with @, . If isa very light
quintessence-like eld, then there is a preferred fram e where cosm ologically @ =
(—0;0;0). Form ost of the m odels this fram e coincides w ith the fram e of the coan ic
m icrow ave background (CM B), and j—jis lin ited by ( ge: 1 + w))¥™2, where w is the
dark energy equation of state param eter.

3. Variation ofm asses and couplings in tim e and space. E ective values ofm asses and



ocoupling constants vary In spaceand tine, m nys €Gx) = m + o (& x), ollow Ing the
“ro k.

4. Coupling of polarization to velciy rwhtive to the CM B frame. A particle m oving
relative to the CM B fram e acquires a helicity-dependent interaction, H i+ (Sn)—
where n is the direction of propagation. This way, the Cp; -proportional interaction
would result in the rotation of polarization for photons propagating over varying

-badkground.

5. Photon-scalar conversion. In the presence of an extermal electrom agnetic eld a pho—
ton can "oscillate" to a quantum of the scalar eld thereby eg. reducing the lum i-
nosity of distant ob ects or providing additional channels for star cooling.

6. Coupling of spin to the local gavitational force. Scalar coupling gs w ill kead to the
local eld gradient r generated by m assive bodies, which is closely parallel to the
vector of local free-fallacoeleration . T he pseudoscalar couplings then create a Zeam an—
like solitting for the soin of -particles in the direction of the local gravitational
acceleration, H it (Sqg).

It is ram arkable that such a sin ple Lagrangian lads to a number of quite di erent
phenom ena. Unfortunately, at this stage the exciting phenom enology of "interacting dark
energy" lives In a pure theoretical realn : there is no con m ed experin ental evidence for
any ofthe e ectson our list! . C onsequently, there are only upper lin its on the com binations
of the couplings n Lagrangian (1.1) that can be quoted. N evertheless, m any of the e ects
on our list have found an extensive coverage In the theoretical works. M ost notably, the
changing couplings were discussed, for exam ple, n Refs. [P, 10, 12], the photon-scalar
conversion considered In Refs. [13], and the xed fram e e ects versus the cosn ological
evolution of photon polarization were addressed In a serdes of papers [14, 15, 16, 7, 8]. For
the lin its on scalar-induced corrections to gravitational interactions we refer the reader to
recent review s [L7] and references therein. In contrast, the last item on our list, the soin
coupling to the local gradient of the scalar eld received far lss attention (seeeg. [18]).

The purmpose of this paper is to show that the pssudoscalar couplings of the Brans-

D icke type scalar can indeed be subgcted to stringent laboratory constraints that are

com plam entary to the coan ological Iim its. T he high-precision spoin precession experin ents

constrain pseudoscalar interactions both in the ferm ion and photon sectors. In the rest of

this paper we present the sstup for our m odel, brie vy review the e ects created by the

cosn ological evolution of (t), nvestigate the local soin e ects created by the gradient of
, and set the 1m its on the adm issble size of the pssudoscalar couplings.

1A tentalizing hint on the redshift evolution ofthe ne structure constant was reported in Ref. [5], which
so far has not been corroborated by other searches [6]. A 1so, an earlier clain of the non—zero pseudoscalar-
Induced anisotropy in polarization signal [7] was disputed in the literature B].



Before we delve into studying the physicale ects induced by the pssudoscalar couplings,
wewould lke to add a word of caution addressed to allm odels of "interacting quintessence”.
The m odels of light scalar elds represent a form dable challenge at the quantum level,
as there are no fundam ental reasons for a scalar to rem ain m asskess or nearly m asskess.
The scalar Interaction of such eld m akes the whole problem even m ore di cult, if not
In possible, from the point ofview of "technical naturahess": the loops of Standard M odel
(SM ) eldstend to generate big correctionsto V () even w ith a relatively am allultraviolt
cuto param eter, which would be in con ict w ith requirem entsm H [0,15,19]. There
isno clar resolution to this problm , which essentially prevents the fully consistent study
of dynam ics. Instead, one has to rely, perhaps too optin istically, that the problm of
nearm asskessness of the scalar eld could be cured by the sam e m echanisn s that m ake
the cosn ological constant snall and meanwhilk keep V () xed by hand. To nish this
"disclain er” on an optin istic note, we would lke to rem ark that the pssudoscalar couplings
do not m ake this problem worse. Indeed, in essence the pssudoscalar couplings give only
derivative Interactions, and therefore do not a ect the potentialV ( ) at perturbative level.

2 A dding spin couplings to scalartensor theories

W e would like to fom ulate our reference Lagrangian at the nom alization scale jist below
the QCD scal, so that the e ective m atter degrees of freedom are electrons, photons,
nuckons and neutrinos. Splitting the - eld Lagrangian into the scalar and pssudoscalar
parts,

L =Lg+ Lp; 22)

we choose the follow ing param etrization,

1
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Lagrangian (2 .4) includes allpossble pseudoscalar interaction at m assdin ension ve level.
N otice that the pssudoscalar Interactions can be chosen in a slightly di erent form, 5 ,
ash (11). Thisdoesnotm ean, however, that the sst of our operators should be enlarged.
T he two type of operators, psesudoscalar and axial vector, are related on the equations of
m otion. T hese equations are in generalanom alous, but since we include the Interaction w ith
F F explicitly, we can assert that Lagrangian (2.4) is indeed com plete In a given din ension
of the operators.



T he scalarpart ofthe Lagrangian (2 .3) ladsto new contribution to gravitational force,
and to change of m asses and couplings. Since in this paper our m ain interest is n soin
e ects, we are going to m ake sin plifying assum ptions of approxin ate universality of the

-m ediated attractive force,

Mge=Mgp,=Mg, Mg; and Mg Ms: @.5)

At distances shorter than the Com pton wavelength of -quanta the Newton constant re-

ceives contrbutions from both spin-two and spin—zero exchanges,
|
oM 2,
S

where G isthe unperturbed N ew ton constant due to graviton exchange, and P lanck m ass
isde nedasMp;= 8 GJ) ™2 =24 10%ev.

Ifneeded, the pssudoscalar couplings could be "lifted" from the nuclkon levelto the level
of ndividual quarks. U sing the experin ental results for the spin content of the nuclkon
combined with SU (3)— avour relations R0] one gets
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where the light quark couplings are nom alized at the scak of 1 G&V .

U sing the appropriate eld content, one can detem ine the renom alization group evoli—
tion of the pssudoscalar couplings. In general the equations govermning this evolution takes
the llow ng fom ,
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where the logarithm is taken between the ultravickt scal and the infrared scale ,

Latin indices indicate ferm ionic elds and G reek Indices indicate the gauge bosons of the
SM group. The renom alization group coe cientsa ;5, b , c i, and d depend on charge
assignm ents and coupling constants of eld running inside the loops. The precise form of
these coe cients is not of In m ediate interesting to us, but we would like to em phasize the

follow Ing in portant observation: at any loop level the derivative couplings to ferm ions do
not generate couplingsto ¥ F . In other words,

C i 0: 2.9)

W hatever size of the psesudoscalar couplings between photons and  is generated by som e
(perhaps anom alous) ultraviolt scale physics at energies order , it is pressrved by the



subsequent evolution to the lower scales. In fact, this refersboth to the logarithm ic running
and to the threshold corrections. This cbservation delineates two im portant classes of
m odels: there are m odels where both ferm ion and photon pssudoscalar couplings present
In the Lagrangian, and there are m odels w here only couplings to ferm ions are present. The
modelswhere ooupls only to gauge bosons would necessarily be netuned, as quantum
e ectsin (2.8) would de nitely generate induced couplings to femm ions.

E xisting constraints on the m odel can be devided into psesudoscalar and scalar con-—
straints. The constraints on the universal scalar coupling M g can be derived from the
constraint in posaed by the C assini satellite data on the postN ew tonian param eter R1],

jj< 4 10° =) Mg > 400Mp;: 2.10)

T he constraints on the non-universal part of the scalar coupling are several orders of m ag—
niude stronger. The scalar coupling to photons is constrained via the lin its on the tine
variation of the coupling constant, and less directly via the com position-dependent contri-
bution to Jocalacclkration. Typically, onehasM 5 > 10°M p;. In contrast, the pseudoscalar
couplings are far less constrained. T he leading source of constraints are the energy losses
m echanisn s in stars 2], and for electrons, photons and nuclkons all constraints are in the
ballpark of

Mp3> @0  10%)Gev  (10®  10°) Mspq: @ 11)

In the next section, we are going to show that ifboth pssudoscalar and scalar couplings are
present, som e constraints on M » can be signi cantly im proved.

3 Cosam ological constraints on the m odel

T o derive cosn ological constraints on pseudoscalar couplings we ram ind the reader that the
presence ofa tin eevoloving scalar eld w ith a pssudoscalar coupling to photons kads to a
rotation ofpolarization forphotons. T he resulting angular change in the linear polarization
fora photon propagating from point 1 to point 2 issin ply related to the change of between

the two points,
2
= : 31
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Follow ing the work of Carroll [15] and the original analysis of Ref. R4], we use the lim it
on the extra rotation of polarization from distant source (3C 9) at redshift z = 2012 as

J i< 6,

j (== 2) (z=0)
Mp
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Even more distant sources of polarization are available in the studies of the coan ic
m icrow ave background. T he E -m ode polarization m ap of the sky has been produced R3],



which agrees well w ith the expectation based on the tem perature m ap. This constrains
the am ount of extra rotation of polarization introduced by F F' interaction between the
surface of last scattering and z = 0. Recent num erical analyses ofthe CM B data provide a
constraint on the am ount ofextra rotation at the levelofj J< 6 [16] (the sam e lim it 0of6

ispurely coincidental), which allow s to extend (32) to the redshifts of photon decoupling,

Zgec | 1100,

J (Zaec) (z= O)J< 0052 3.23)
M p

F nally, we would like to point out that the CM B polarization signal is generated In the
narrow window of redshifts that correspond to the "last scattering" surface, and therefore
the existing m easurem ents constrain the am ount of extra rotation w ithin the thickness of

this surface,
2

Mp
where z g’ 200 corresoond to the thickness of the last scattering surface. T he violation
of this bound would suppress the strength of polarization signal, which iswellm easured.

j (Z gec Zgec=2) j< o @); (34)

W ih these bounds at hand, we are ready to translate them into the constraints on the
param eters of our m odel. However, the coan ological constraints depend very sensitively
on what we assum e about the scalar couplings of to dark m atter and even m ore so on
the choice of the potentialV ( ). Since the num ber of options is in nie, we would lke to
consider in detailtwo wellkm otivated cases.

Case 1. The sin plest case iswhen the potential for isnearly at and the evolution of

is slow . In this case one can lnhearize V ( ),
|
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where is approxin ately equal to the m easured value of dark energy density, and M is
a new param eter on the order of the P lanck scale and/orM g . In the lin it when the back-
reaction of on Friedm ann’s equations is neglected one can nd an analytic expression
for the evolution of In the at Universe [10]. In this approxin ation the tin e evolution
of the scale factor can be expressed via the scale factor and the Hubble param eter today
(Ca ow B):Ho=H (t= %) = a=aj-y and alt= t) @, as well as the current energy
densities of m atter and coam ological constant relative to the criticaldensity, o = n= ¢

and = = .:
2
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T he equation ofm otion for the scalar eld receives forcing tem s directly related to dark
energy and m atter densities:

do
+3H - = = .m0 4
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where we m ade an assum ption of the universal strength of ooupling to m atter, including
the dark m atter. T his equation can be integrated out explicitly [10] to give

" #
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w here the follow Ing notation has been introduced:
b= 3 “Hy: 3.9)
2 0- .

This solution inplies boundary conditions —j; ¢ not too large and () = 0. The

rst condition is autom atically satis ed as  does not evolve rapidly during the radiation
dom ination, and the second condition is sin ply a choice, possible since  enters linearly in
the Lagrangian. It iseasy to see that In the Iim it oft  ty the dependence of on redshift
is Jogarithm ic, ,

2M 5,
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Now we can use theevolution (3.8) to im pose lin itson the combination ofM » andM g )
param eters using observational constraint (32). W e do it for three separate representative
cases: for the equal couplings to the m atter and dark energy density, and for couplings to
dark energy and m atter only:

M =Mg Mp Mgj > 36M/7; 3a11)
M ! 1 Mp Mgj > 30M/7; (312)
Mgl 1 Mp M > 61M2: 313)

T hese Iin itsgeneralize the analysisofRef. [I5]whereonly theV ( )-induced opticalrotation

wasoonsidered. W e also notice thatboth (311) and (3.12) are about one order ofm agnitude
strongerthan (3.13), which isthe consequence of (@y=a)’ 8 enhanoam ent ofm atter density
over the coan ological constant at redshifts 2.

D ue to logarithm ic dependence on redshiftsatt 4y (3.10) there is about one order of
m agniude gain In the strength of the constraint when using the CM B Iim it (3.3) for the
cae of niteM ¢,

M =Mg or M j!' 1 =) Mp Mgj> 255M 2;: (3.14)

In order to see the m axin al sensitivity to M p , we can saturate the constraint on M ¢
210),whith resultsin M, > O M) atmaxin ally allowed M g .

Case 2. Golng away from the lnearized case, we consider the coan ological evolution of
— eld approaching som e localm inimum ofV ( ),

2
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If the m ass of the eld is well above the current Hubbl param eter, m H g, then the
evolution of starts long before the present epoch. A wellkknown solution for iIn thiscase
are the oscillations around the m lninum with the am plitude that red-shifts as a 32 . If
the nitialdeviation of from equilbrium was i, at the tinme t,, when oscillations began,
H () m ,then the subsequent evolution In the radiation dom ination w illbe given by

ay '3
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a )
where issom ephase factor. B ecause ofthe red-shifted am plitude in (3.16), the constraints
provided by the CM B are clearly m ore advantageous than the low z constraints. H owever,
the oscillationsof (3.16) make it di culttode ne (2 goc), and consequently the analyses
of [16] wih lim its (3.3) are not directly applicable and instead one should resort to lim its
(34). still, if the initial deviation of ed from iIsminhinum is on the order or lss
than the pseudoscalar coupling M p , and oscillations begin earlier than the decoupling,
then the cosm ological evolution of polarization provides no constraints on the size of the
pseudoscalar coupling,

Jwd< Mp F ta tgee =) no constrantson M : 317)

This is an In portant cbservation, since the rst condition j 4 j< Mp Jis quite natural if
eld has a phaselike origin sim ilar to eg. QCD axion, and t, tgec Is satis ed for all
masses of 1in excess of 10 8 v .

4 Local spin precession constraints

A swe have shown In the two previous sections, the coan ological constraints on pssudoscalar
couplings apply only to M p» , and not to ferm ionic couplings. M oreover, all coan ological
constraints w illbe elin nated ifthe eld starts oscillating m uch earlier than the decoupling
of the CM B photons (317). This leaves a Jarge dom ain of param eter space where only
the local experin ents are going to be sensitive to the pssudoscalar couplings. W e w ish to
consider them in this section. B efore we do that, we would like to note that the couplings of
soinsto the Iocalgravitational (spin-two) eld hasbeen extensively studied in the literature
k5, 26, 27]. O fmain Interest for us is the conclusion reached in these works that g S
coupling does not arise In general relativity. T herefore, if detected, it can be thought ofas
a distinct signature of the scalar exchange.

Since m ost of the experim ents deal w ith non-relativistic atom s and nuclei, it is conve-
nient to use the non—+elativistic H am iltonian,

Z
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where ~ = S=Fj= 2S. The bcalgradient of is oneto-one rlated to the gravitational
acceleration,
M 2,

r =g M 7 419)
50 that the strength of Interaction of each spin to the gravitational eld is given by g
2M §1=(M sMpy). Gravitational acceleration has din ension of energy In particle physics
unitsofc= h = 1, and corresponds to the frequency spolitting of spin up and soin down
states 4 = 2 98 10an /= 3 16%an /s) =104 nHz. Unlke most probkm s in
quantum m echanics where "up" and "down" are usually a m atter of convention, in this
theory these words should be used literally. O nly a handfiil of spin precession experin ents
ever reached the sensitivity lower than 10 nHz, am ong them the experin ents searching
for the pem anent electric dipole m om ents of diam agnetic atom s 8], w here the statistical
sensitivity is com parable orbetter than 10 nH z. Unfortunately, this sensitivity is related to
the energy di erence of soins In paralkl and antiparallel electric and m agnetic elds and
does not translate into the lim its on spin Interaction w ith the vertical direction.

D edicated search forg S interaction was pursued in R9] (@nd earlier n [30]), where a
H z accuracy was achieved. In particular, experin ent 29] com pared the precession fre—
quencies oftw o m ercury isotope spins, °°H g and 2°'H g ordi erent ordentations ofm agnetic
ed and set a Iimit of22 10°° Ge&V forthe spin-dependent com ponent of gravitational
energy. Another group of m easuram ents that can be used to Ilim it the pssudoscalar cou—
plings are the soin precession experin ents that searched for the e ects of Lorentz violation
B1l, 32] and the experin ent w ith spin-polarized pendulum [B3]. The absence of sidereal
m odulation of spIn precession, con m ed by these experin ents, sets the 1lim it on the cou—
pling of spins to any direction in space that does not change as the E arth rotates around its
axis. Besides usefiil lim its on Lorentzviolating theories [34], such e ects w ill constrain the
pseudoscalar couplings in combination with r created by astronom icalbodies other than
theEarth. The solar contrbution to r issnallerthan r ga.mum by @ factorof 6 10°,
thereby reducing the strength of the constraints extracted from sidereal variations by the
sam e am ount. P utting di erent results together, and assum ing that the range ofthe force is
com parable to or Jarger than the solar system , we arrive at the follow Ing st of constraints,

Mp Mg > 5 10° M7, Ref: R9] 4 20)
M Mgj > 1 10° M7 Ref: B1;32] 421)
MpMgj > 2 10° M7, Ref: B3] @ 22)

Bounds (420) and (421) are derived in the assum ption of Ref. [B5] that the soin of the
nuclkus is given by the angularm om entum ofthe of the outside nuclkon, which happens to
be a neutron r all nucki used in the m ost sensitive searches CHe, 2°X e, 1°Hg, ?“*Hq).
Consequently, the lin its are form ulated on the pssudoscalar coupling to neutrons, as it is
also the case Por the 1im its on the extemal Lorentz-~violating axial+ector backgrounds [35].



nuckeus | | 1 |h@i]h™ilh Pi
He | 213(1/2,0 1 1.04 | -0.04
129%e | 078 | 1/2,0 1

¥yg | 050 | 1/2,1| /3 | 031 | 0.03
Olyg | 056 3/2,1 1 071 | 029

Table 1: Composition of the nuckar spin

In fact, one can re ne these bounds and in pose separate constraints on the strength of
the pssudoscalar coupling for protons and neutrons. A though m ost of the nuclki in atom s
used In experim ents R9}B2] have a valence neutron outside of closed shells, one can use
the infom ation on the m agnetic m om ents of these nuclki together w th sin ple theoretical
m odel of nuclear structure to deduce the proton contribution to the totalnuckar soin. To
be speci ¢ we shall assum e that the m agnetic m om ent of the nuclkus is com posed entirely
from the spin m agnetic m om ent of the valence neutron and spin m agnetism of polarized
nuclar core,

= ,h ™i+ _h Pi 4 23)

h i+ h Pi=n ©i:

In theseequations, ; ,; n» arethemagenticm om ent ofthe nucleus, proton and neutron.
N um erical estim ates show that the orbital contribution to the m agnetic moment in the
nuclki of interest is less im portant than the soin contrbution since the neutron orbital
contribution is zero and the proton orbital contribution is snall in com parison with the
proton spin contrbution. The lJatter is enhanced by the large value of the proton m agnetic
moment . = 28, which justi es the neglection of proton orbital m agnetism for Iow 1
obitals. Neglection of spin-orbit interaction m akes total spin conserved and its total value
equal to the average spin of the neutron above the unpolrized core, h Vi. The latter is
equaltol or j= 1+ 1=2and J=({+ 1) orj= 1 1=2,where j isthe value ofthe nuckar
angular m om entum , and 1 is the orbital quantum num ber of the valence neutron. U sing
these sinple ormulae (423), we determ ine h )i and h P'i for cbservationally relevant
cases of *’Hqg, ?°'Hg, '*°X e, and *He as shown in Tablk 1.

O ne can see that the constrbbution of the proton spin into the total spin of these nuclkd,
especially 1#°X e and ?°*Hg, can be as high as 30% , and therefore the proton pseudoscalar
coupling is also lin ted in these experim ents. For exam ple, experim ent R9] lin is the
follow ing com bination of the proton and neutron couplings:

MpeMsi> 15  10* M7; whereM L = 05Mpy + 0M,p: 4 24)
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T he relative enhancem ent of the proton contribution is due to a rather close cancellation
of neutron contribution to the di erential frequency of spin precession for *°Hg and ?*'Hg.

A s a biproduct of our analysis, we can In prove the bounds on the Lorentz-violating
axialvector couplings In the C olladay-K ostelecky param etrization [34]. Indeed, the spatial
com ponents of the axial vector background to protons, b , is constrained in the sam e exper-
In ents, Refs. B1l, 32], in particular because of the substantial contribution of proton soin
to the spn of?°X e. For exam ple, the interpretation of the null result of the m ost sensitive
experin ent [32] w ith the use of the analysis B5] that assimesh ™i= h @i, h ®i, and
ourwork di er in the follow ing way:

2 .y =20" 1 =  3548"7; Ref:B5]

Xe
2 oy =207+ 024" L2040 004”))= 424" + 070" thiswork;
Xe
where 1y = 53 45nH z isthe experim entally m easured (@and consistent w ith zero) Lorentz—
viclating frequency shift [32]. O bviously, the contrioution of bi(p) to v is non-negligbl,
and in pliesthat P < w0 (103!) G eV, which is farbetterthan the results ofdedicated
searches of Lorentz violation in the proton sector w ith e.g. hydrogen m aser [36].

Besides the constraints on nuclon and electron couplings, the sam e clock com parison
experin ents allow to sest Imitson M, . For exam ple, for an atom (or nuclkus) w ith the

totalangularm om entum J, them atrix elem ent of F F' Interaction is not zero,
!
2 4@ B)._ J
hlj dx—Ji= —  r ; 4 25)
Mp Mp RV
where isa din ensionlessm atrix elem ent that can be calculated explicitly. For the ground
state of the hydrogen atom , is given by

8e g 47

3a0 T

7 (4 26)

where ay; and y are Bohr radius and m agneton, and  is the ne structure constant.
This calculation take into acoount the m agnetic eld generated by the electron m agnetic
m om ent, and the electric eld of the proton. If we consider both E and B created by the
electron, we discover that the result has a logarithm ic divergence In the ultraviolt regin e
that has the Interpretation of1=M ; . being generated by 1=M ; . Even w ith a m odestly low
choice of the cuto , the coe cient is going to be on the order of = O (10 °) and thus
param etrically larger than (4 26).

W hat happens if nstead of an atom ic electron we consider a nuckus w here the electric
eld is considerably stronger? To understand the scaling of the e ect with Z , we consider
a sin pli ed case ofa single s-wave neutron above the closed nuclkar shells w ith "uniform "
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distrlbution of its wave function inside the nucleus, which also has uniform charge distri-
bution within a sphere of radius Ry ' 12fn @A ). The resulting can be expressed in
temm s of the neutron m agnetic m om ent,

_ 8 2 ,Ze _ 4 g,z

= = - =005 007 for Z 80; @27)
5 Ry S5 m Ry

w here the overall num erical coe cient ollow s from the approxin ation of the radialm atrix
elment, r*=(R2) 3=2i.z, = 6=5. Although an overall num erical coe cient in
estin ate (427) cannot be taken very seriously, the param etric dependence on 2, , and
Ry is certainly expected to hold for large nuclki. For m ercury this e ect is larger than
the loop-induced adm ixture of the photon coupling into the nuckon coupling. Thus we
can deduce the sensitivity of soin precession experin ents to the pssudoscalar couplings to
photons at 5% Jevel from the coupling to neutrons:

Mp Mg3> 0 (10°)M 2, Ref: R9] 428)

O ne can see that the com bined bounds from the clock com parison experin ents are com pa—
rabl to or better than the product of ssparate bounds (2.10) and (2.11). Unfortunately,
these bounds do not allow to probe the pssudoscalar coupling to farm jons all the way to
the "natural" scake M p Mp;.

5 Conclisions

O ur paper considers the constraints on the com bination of scalar and pseudoscalar cou—
plings In the scalartensor theories of gravity. The strongest constraints com e from the
considerations of coan ological evolution of polarized light, and in the best case scenario of
them axin alscalar coupling, consistent w ith constraints on B ransD icke theories, the sensi-
tivity to the pssudoscalar coupling to photons can be as Jarge as the P lanck scale. H owever,
the coan ological constraints are not sensitive to the derivative pseudoscalar couplings to
ferm ions as they do not lnduce corresponding photon couplings even at the loop kevel. W e
also point out that for a wide range of pssudoscalar m asses, one can avoid cosn ological
constraints due to the red-shifting of -oscillations. T herefore, the laboratory constraints
on spin precession from locally generated gradient of are com plim entary to cosm ological
bounds. W e revisited lab bounds to nd that the m ost sensitive experin ents are still few
orders of m agniude below the sensitivity to P lanck-scale-suppressed couplings. W e also
note that the Jocal spin precession experin ents provide sensitivity to the pssudoscalar cou—
pling to photons, through the relatively large m atrix elem ent of B E Interaction inside
atom ic nuclei. A s a ssparate ram ark, we have shown that nuclkiof atom sused in the high—
precision clock com parison experin ents have signi cant proton contribution to their spins.

12



T his allow s to set separate constraints on pssudoscalar coupInigs to neutrons and protons,
and in prove the lim it on Lorentz-violating axialsector backgrounds in the proton sector.
Further progress in experin ents searching for a preferred Lorentz fram e would also provide
better sensitivity to the scalartensor theories extended by pssudoscalar couplings.
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