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variation of fundam ental constants from atom ic clock experim ents
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W e calculate the dependence of the nuclkarm agnetic m om ents on the quark m asses including the
spin-spin Interaction e ects and obtain lim its on the varation of the ne structure constant and
(m = ¢cp ) using recent atom ic clock experin ents exam ining hyper ne transitions in H, Rb, Cs,
Yb" and Hg" and the optical transition n H,Hg" and Yb"

PACS numbers: 0620.Jr, 0630Ft, 2110Ky

I. NTRODUCTION

T heories unifying gravity w ith other interactions sug—
gest a possbility of tem poral and spatial vardation of
the fundam ental constants of nature (see eg. review

E}] w here the theoreticalm odels and resuls of m easure—
m ents are presented). There are hints for the varation
of the findam ental constants in B ig B ang nuclkosynthe—
sis, quasar absorption spectra and O klo natural nuclear
reactordata. H owever, a m a prity of publications report
only lin its on possible variations. For exam ple, com pari-
son ofdi erent atom ic clocks gives lim its on present tin e
variation of the fundam ental constants.

A large fraction of the publications discuss the vari-
ation of the ne structure constant = e&’=~c. The
hypothetical uni cation of all interactions im plies that
a variation in  should be accom panied by a variation
of the strong interaction strength and the fundam ental
m asses. For exam ple, the grand uni cation m odel dis-
cussed In Ref. [_ﬁ] predicts the quantum chrom odynam ics
QCD) scale gcp (de ned as the position of the Lan-—
dau pol in the logarithm forthe running strong coupling
constant) ismodi edas gcp= gcp 3 = .The
variation of quark and electron m asses in this m odel is
given by m=m 70 =, giving an estin ate of the
variation for the dim ensionless ratio

mq= gcp)

35— 1)
Mmgq= gcp)

The coe cient here ism odel dependent but large val-
ues are generic for grand uni cation m odels n which
modi cationscom e from high energy scales; they appear
because the running strong-coupling constant and H iggs
constants (related to m ass) run faster than . If these
m odels are correct, the variation in quark m asses and the
strong interaction scale m ay be easier to detect than a
variation in

One can only m easure the variation of din ensionless
quantities. W e want to extract from the m easurem ents
the vardation ofthe din ensionless ratiom 4= ¢cp where
m 4 isthe quark m ass (w ith the dependence on the renor-
m alization point rem oved). A num ber of lin its on the
variation ofm 4= ¢cp have been obtained recently from
consideration of Big Band nuclosynthesis, quasar ab-—

sorption spectra and the O klo natural nuclear reactor,
w hich was active about 1.8 billion years ago B,:fi,:_ﬂ].

K arshenboin [5:] haspointed out that m easurem entsof
ratios of hyper ne structure intervals n di erent atom s
are sensitive to variations in nuclar m agnetic m om ents.
H ow ever, them agneticm om ents are not the fuindam ental
param eters and can not be directly com pared w ith any
theory ofthe variations. A tom ic and nuclear calculations
are needed Por the interpretation of the m easurem ents.
Below , we calculate the dependence of nuclkar m agnetic
moments on m q= gcp by building on recent work and
Incorporating the e ect of the spin-goin interaction be-
tween nucleons. W e ocbtain lim its on the vardation of
mg= gcp from recent experim ents that have m easured
the tin e dependence of the ratios of the hyper ne struc—
ture intervals of 1**Cs and ®’Rb H], **Cs and 'H @],
17lyp* and '33Cs rgg'], °Hg" and 'H 'g}'], the ratio
of the optical frequency in '?’Hg" to the hyper ne fre-
quency of *3Cs [[4], the ratio of the optical frequency
in 'H to the hyper ne frequency of**C's {I3], and the
ratio of the optical frequency in "'Yb* to the hyper ne
frequency of'**C s [14]. I hasbeen suggested in Ref.[15]
that the e ects of the fundam ental constants variation
m ay be enhanced 2-3 orders of m agnitude in diatom ic
m olecules lke LaS, LaO, LuS, LuO . T herefore, we also
present the resuls or1*°La.

During the calculations, we shall assume (for no—
tational convenience) that the strong interaction scal

ocp does not vary and so we shall speak about the
variation ofm asses (thism eans that we m easure m asses
in units of gc¢p ). W e shall restore the explicit appear-
ance of gcp In the nalanswers.

The hyper ne structure constant can be presented as

4

m e

A = const ( ) [ °Frar@ )1( —2) @)

~2 mop
The factor In the rst set of brackets is an atom ic unit
of energy. T he second \electrom agnetic" set of brackets
determ ines the dependence on and nclides the rela-
tivistic correction factor (€ asim ir factor) F,e; . The last
set of brackets contains the dim ensionless nuclear m ag—
neticmoment (that is, the nuclar m agnetic m om ent
M = [~=2m ,c]) and the elctron and proton m asses
me andmy. W em ight also have included a sm all correc—
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tion due to the nite nuclear size but its contribution is
Insigni cant.

The ratio of two hyper ne structure constants for dif-
ferent atom s w ill cancel out som e factors such as atom ic
unit of energy and m ¢=m,, and any tin e dependence
falls on two values: the ratio of the factors F,e; Which
dependson ) and the ratio ofthe nuclkarm agneticm o-
ments Which dependsonm q= gcp ).

For the F,e1 com ponent, variation In  lads to the
BHlow ing variation of F o {L1]

Fre1 _

K re1— 3)
Fre]_ rel

and one can use the s wave electron approxin ation for
Fre1 to get

2 2
Kre= % @)
S
where = 1 @ )°.
body calculations [_Ié] give m ore accurate resuls, wih
a slightly higher value of K .1 than that given by this
formula. A com parison is shown in Tab]e:_i.

T he other com ponent contributing to the ratio oftwo
hyper ne structure constants isthe nuclearm agneticm o—
ment T heoretical values for in the valence shell
m odelare based on the unpaired valence nuclkon and are
given by Schm idt values

(

However, num erical m any—

1+ 23 DLl forj= 1+

gt 23+ 3)q] orj=1

)

|
N N

_J [
20+ 1)

T he orbital gyrom agnetic factors are gy = 1 for a va—
Jence proton and g; = 0 for a valence neutron. The soin
gyrom agnetic factors are g5 & gp) = 5:586 for protons
and gs & gy) = 3826 for neutrons. These g-factors
depend on m 4= gcp and previous work exploring this
dependence f_l-:/!, :;L-g] is sum m arized below . W e then use
these results to consider the m ore realistic situation of
having both a valence nucleon contribution and a non-—
valence nuckon contrbution due to the soin-soin inter—
action.

II. VARIATION OF MAGNETIC M OMENT
W ITH VARIATION IN QUARK M ASS

A . Variation in using valence m odelm agnetic

m om ent

A sa prelin Inary to our resultsand asa com parison for
evaliating the e ects of our calculations, we include the
results ofwork previously done in this area [_1-:}, :_[é] This
work was essential to our resuls as the authors calcu-—
lated the varation in the neutron and proton m agnetic
moments ( , and ) with the varation In m 4= gc¢p
using chiral perturbation theory.

As mentioned above, the g-factors depend on
mg= gcp - The light quark massmg= My + mg)=2
5M eV and In the chiml limit m, = mgq = 0, the nu-
cleon m agnetic m om ent rem ains nite. Thus one m ight
assum e that corrections to the spin g-factors g, and g,
are sm all. However, the quark m ass contrbution is en-—
hanced by -m eson loop corrections to the nuclkarm ag—
netic msem ents, which are proportionalto -meson m ass
m Mg gcp - SIncem = 140 M &V, the contribu-—
tion can be signi cant.

Full details of these calculations are given In Ref
{3, 18]. They give the Dlowing results, which relate
variations n , and [ wih varations in Iight and
strange quark m asses (m 4 and m g):

— P - g7 4 ©)
p m g
—® 13 D )
p ms

5o_ pa18 =9 @®)
n mq

Bo- 4 0001322 ©)
n mS

U sing these relations and the valence m odel approxi-
m ations for , we can obtain expressions of the form

10)

Hence for nuckiw ith even Z and a valence neutron

9n ms

Mg
0:118—— + 0:0013
Sn m g msg

Forvalence protons, the orbital gyrom agnetic factor g;
alsohasan e ect. Thus or'33C swith its valence proton
and j= 1 %,

ms

Mg
— = 0:110—— + 0016
mq ms

while ©r *’Rb with its valence proton but j= 1+ 3,

m m
—3 0010—2
m g mg

— = 064

T hese results can be presented using the ratio of the
hyper ne constant A to the atom ic unit of energy E =
m .e*=~? by de ning the param eter V through the rela—
tion
A=E)

v
— - a1)
v A=E

The values for 4 and s iIn the results for = can

then be com bined w ith the corresponding values ofK o1
in Tablke { to give results of the form :

q s
2+ K pe1 m g ms me

QCD mp

VM)= 12)

QCD



TABLE I:Vap;atjonal factorK o1 and values for vag'ous atom s obtained using sim ple valence shellm odel (m ethod A ) asused
in equation Qz_l) . The _ st row is given by equation (_4) . The second row presents the resuls of the m ore accurate m any-body
calculations (see ref. Ll@]) . The num erical results m arked by are obtained by an extrapolation from other atom s.

2 tom 1y 2y e 8TR b lag 129y o 1330 g lyp 199y g

K re1 (@analytical) 0 0 0 029 0.53 0.71 0.74 142 218

K re1 (Mum erical) 0 0 0 034 0:6 08 0.83 15 228
q -0.087 -0.020 -0.118 -0.064 -0.118 -0.118 0.110 -0.118 -0.118
s -0.013 -0.044 0.0013 -0.010 0.0013 0.0013 0.016 0.0013 0.0013

The calculated values ofK o1 and to be used in the
expression forvV M ) for variousatom sare sum m arized in
Table g The factorm ¢=m , will cancel out when a ratio
ofhyper ne transitions is used. It w ill, however, suxvive
In a com parison w ith optical and m olecular transitions.

B . Variation in incorporating the e ect of
non-valence nucleons by using the experim ental
m agnetic m om ent

T he results of the previous section were used to cal-
culate the variation of with m 4= g¢cp based on the
single particle approxin ation or (one valence nucleon)
w ithin the shell model. That is, it was assum ed that
the dim ensionless nuclear m agnetic m om ent is given by

= gphs,i°+ hLi’ Hravaknceproton,and = g, hs, i
for a valence neutron. Here, g, and g, are the spin gy-
rom agnetic factors for free protons and neutrons respec—
tively, hl,i° = §, hs,i°, and hs,1i° isthe spin expectation
value of the single valence nuckon in shellm odel:

o : forj= 1+

bs, i’ = ori= 1 13)

N[N

3
2(3+ 1)

However, it is well known that this theoretical value
is only an estin ate of and the m agnetic m om ent of
the valence nuckon tends to be o set by a contribution
from the core nuclons. An em piricalrule isthat the spin
contrbution of a valence nucleon should be reduced by
40% to cbtain a reasonable valie for the nuclear m ag—
netic m om ent. This reduction m ay be explained by the
contrbution of core nuclkons, which should be negative
sihce proton and neutron m agnetic m om ents are large
and have opposite signs.

For exam ple, a valence proton polarizes, by the soin—
soin interaction, core neutrons and these core neutrons
give a negative contribution to the nuckarm agneticm o—
ment (polarization of the core protons by the valence
proton is not in portant). W e can estim ate thiso set by
considering contrbbutionsto from the valence and core
nuclkons. Thism eans we have both neutron and proton
spin contributions to

= gnhs, i+ gohs, i+ hl i 14)

W e neglected here a an all contribution of the exchange
currents Into the m agnetic m om ent.

W e want to evaluate the corrections to the valence
m odel results using the very accurate experim ental val-
ues of nuclkear m agnetic m om ents. Since there are three
unknow n param eters (s,, i;hs,, i;hl 1) and only one ex—
perin entalvalue (the totalm agnetic m om ent) available,
to perform an estin ate we need to m ake approxin ations.

However, as we w ill show below , the resul is not sen—
sitive to particular approxin ations if we can reproduce
the experin entalm agnetic m om ent exactly. Indeed, us—
Ing the equations above, we can present the variation of
the m agnetic m om ent in the follow ing form
hs,, i°)

°= D#4A5hs,, 1 056 ({s,, 1

q

m
hs, i7)}—

mq

1s)

Here © isthe valencem odelvalue. Forbrevity we here
assum e that —2% = = (the coe cient before = is
q s

an allanyway)).

Letusstartw ith the case ofa valence proton. T he sin -
plest assum ption is that the spin-soin Interaction trans—
fers part of the proton soin to the core neutron spin, ie.
bs,, i hs, i) = (s, 1 bs, 1) and bl i= hl i°.
T hen we can solve the equation forthem agneticm om ent
and obtain the deviation from the valence m odelvalie

°= 0d1( °) o
Mg

1e)

To test the stability of the resul, we can try di erent
\extrem e" assum ptions. For exam ple, if the angularm o—
mentum exchange occurs exclisively between the pro-
ton spin and proton orbial angular m om entum , then

h, i hL i = (s,i bs, i), bhs, i= bs, i°. T
this case
m
°= o042(  °)—= a7
Mg

Finally, we can try an unreasonable assum ption that the
exchange happens between the proton spin and neutron

orbital angularmomentum : hl, i hl i = (s, 1
bs, i°), hs, i= hs, i’,hl, i= hl i’. Then
m
°= 0:0( °)—2 18)

mq



W e see that the results are very stable, the di erence
in the correction to the valence m odel is about 10 %
only. The results for a valence neutron are sim ilar. The

coe cients are 011 for s, i bs, ©©) = (s, 1
hs, i°), 012 orhl, i hl i°= (s, i bhs, i), and
009 orhl, i hL i°= (s, i bs, 1°).

To present the nalresults, we willuse a physical ap—
proxim ation which gives resuls som ew here in between
the \extrem e" assum ptions. The nuclear m agnetic m o—
m ents are reproduced w ith a reasonable accuracy by the
RPA calculations. In the RPA approxim ation there are
two separate conservation laws for the total proton 3,
and total neutron j, angular m om enta (see eg. ﬁ19])
W e also assum e that total orbial angular m om entum
hl, i+ hl i and total spin hs, i+ hs, i are conserved
(this assum ption corresponds to neglect of the spin-orbit
Interaction). W e repeat again that we only need these
approxin ations to obtain speci ¢ numbers which are in
between \extrem e" m odelvalues. Then we can w rite

hs, i°
hj, i =

bs, i+ bs,, i
hL i+ hs, i

19)
(20)
wherehj, i= I f)ravalenoeproton and hj,_i= 0 Pra

valence neutron. U sing equations_ CZO) and Cl9) to elin
nate hl,_iand hs,_ i in equation {14) we get

= gnhs, i+ (@ D)hs, i+ hj i @1)
hj, i (@ Dhsi
hs, i= Jep” S @2)
gt+tl g
hs, i= hs,i° bs, i @3)

W e thus have taken Into acocount both the proton and
neutron contributions to the nuclear m agnetic m om ent
and can more accurately estin ate how a varation In
quark m ass relates to a variation n . From equation
Cl4 ) we see inm ediately that

= gnhs, i+ gohs, 1 ©4)
and thus
— = gk, @5)
Yn 9%
w here
hs, i hs, i
Ky,= G, 1 and Ky = gpizp

From thede nition ofthe g-factor for free protons and
free neutrons, we know gy=g, = n=n and gy=g, =

p= p- W e can now use equations (ué Q)toexphc:lrjy
relate the variation n  to the varation in quark m asses.
T hus

(26)

w here clearly

4= O0:18K, 0:087K,

= 0:0013K, 0:013K,

W e are now In a posiion to evaluate the coe cients
in speci ¢ cases. For'®3Cs, I = 7=2" and = 2:5820
and i has a valence proton. Thus hj, i = =1 1

2 _‘2
and bs,i* = &. Therefore equations 4) and {23)
Inm ediately give us
hs, i= 0:103
hs, i= 0286
and thus
— - 04522 019 ®
9n %
giving

mq ms
— = 0:0358—— + 0:00824
m g mg

T he dependence on the strange quark m ass is relatively
weak and it is convenient to assum e that the relative vari-
ation ofthe strange quark m ass isthe sam e asthe relative
variation in the light quark m asses (this assum ption is
m otivated by the H iggsm echanisn ofm ass generation).
W e restore the explicit notation for the strong-coupling
constant and conclude

(mq:

a= ocp)

ocp)

— = 00441 or '33Cs. @7)

Vales for ®’'Rb, '"’Hg, '"'Yb, ' Cd and '*’Xe can
be sin ilarly caloulated and are presented in Table iIf

For?H and 3H e, them agneticm om ents are pretty close
to naive values, therefore we have not tried to in prove
the resuls.

T hese resuls can be summ arized In Table ﬁ A com —
parison w ith the earlier results (usihg the valence m odel
m ethod) for the total variational relation ( ¢+ ) is
shown Jater in Tab]e-]]j W e see that = in thenucli
w ith a valence proton is very sensitive to the core polar-
ization e ects. However, there is no such sensitivity in
the nucleiw ith a valence neutron. To explain this conclu—
sion one should note that a neutron does not give an or-
bital contribution to the nuclarm agneticm om ent. T he
orbital contrbution of core protons is relatively sm all
A sa result, the corepolarization e ect changes and
In a sin flarway, ie. i practically does not change their
ratio. In the nuckiw ith a valence neutron

hs,, 1
hs,, i

125hs, i m 4
120hs, imq

— = 0:117

@8)



TABLE II:Variation in incorporating the e ect of non-valence nucleons in various atom s. hs, i° is the spin expectation value,
hs., i and hs;, i are (either, depending on nuclkus) the valence and_non-valance nuclkon contrbutions to this spin, K, and K
are de ned in equation 25, and 4 and s are de ned in equation 26.

Atom 'H ’n ’He 8 Rb Hicg 12%% e 3cs Myp ¥9Hg
hs, i° 0 1 05 05 05 05 -0.389 -0.167 -0.167
hs,, i 0 05 05 0124 0343 0365 -0.103 -0.150 -0.151
hs, 1 05 05 0 0376 0157 0135 -0286 -0.017 -0.016
Kn { { { 0172 221 1.80 0152 116 114
Kp { { { 0.764 -1.47 -0.969 -0.619 -0.194 0173
q -0.087 -0.020 -0.118 -0.046 -0.133 -0.128 0.036 -0.120 -0.120
s -0.013 -0.044 0.0013 -0.010 0.022 0.015 0.008 0.004 0.004
gt s -0.100 -0.064 0117 -0.056 0111 -0.113 0.044 -0.116 -0.116

C. E ectofvariation ofthe the spin—spin
interaction

In previous subsection we have not taken into account
that hs, i and hs, i may depend on the quark m ass.
H ow ever, this dependence appears since the spin-soin in—
teraction depends on the quark m asses. Below we want
to perform a rough estin ate ofthise ect using the one—
boson-exchange m odel of the strong interaction.

C onsider, forexam ple, a nuclkusw ith a valence proton.
A s above we assum e that the total spin of nuclons is
conserved and so

hs,i” = hs, i+ bs, i 29)
where bs, i’ is again the valence m odel value. T is con—
venient to use the ©llow ing notations:

bhs, 1°
1 Db)hs,i°

hs, i =
hs, i

30)
(31)

where b is a coe cient determ ined by the spin-spin In—
teraction. W e need to detem Ine the dependence of b
on mg= gcp to complete our calculations. It can be
estin ated using perturbation theory as

.2
ho i
b M (32)
Eo Ek
where
Vs =V (1 12JS1 8
and E, Ey isthe soin-orbit splitting (see e.g.{_l-g']). As
mg! 0,E, Ex remains nieand so it can only havea

weak dependence on m q= g¢p . Themaprdependence
com es from the -meson masswhich vanishes in the chi-
mllinitm, ! 0.According to review R0]the -meson

exchange gives about 1/3 of the spin-spin interaction.
The other m ost signi cant contribution is given by the

-m eson exchange. W e neglect otherm eson contributions
and assum e that the rem aining 2/3 of the spin-spin in—
teraction is given by the -meson. T he resul is not very
sensitive to this assum ption shoethe m eson and other
vector m esons have approxin ately the sam e and rather
weak sensitivity to a variation in m ¢. A ccording to Ref.
p1)

o oo e

m mg
w hereas for the m eson
P
m mq oCD
so we have
m _1mg
m 2 mg

T he dom inating contribution is therefore given by -
meson exchange. The exchange contrbution of is
sm all due to the sm alloverlap between  (r) and , (r)
and is not im portant. The m ain contrdbution is when a
neutron is excited through ¢ exchange into a spin-orbit
doublet, = 1+ 2 to = 1 +. The strongest dependence
thus originates from the ° pion m ass.

The m om entum space representation of the nucleon—

nucleon Interaction due to a -meson is

1
V@=dt 26 e qm

where g is the m om entum transferqg = p;
isotopic spin and ~ is the Pauli spin m atrix.
W e separate this nto tensor and scalar parts

P2, is the

1 D 9 = 1 D A i~

(33)



The scalar part of the interaction we are Interested in
becom es

V4 scalar

@ = ?("’1 7)1 Z)m
g m ?
=2 ~ 1 —— (34
3(1 21 2) mZ+ (34)
Fouriertransform ation ofthisand kettingr,, = J» 1nJ
w ill give us the coordinate space representation
VIR = S D )
2 1 m r
4 (r,)+m"—e 12 (35)
r12
Asmgq ! 0,g is nite and so we can neglect its depen-—

dence on m 4= gcp - Now the strong force short range
repulsion (In plying proton and neutron hard cores) needs
tobe taken Into account. Itm eansthatr,, € 0 and hence

(r,,) = 0. Nuclkon core repulsion is incorporated into
the Interaction using the factor £ (r;, ) which is presented
eg.in Ref. Q-Zj]

Vi, = [,V @,
w here

fe)=1 e 1 0682 , =

ok
C Jearly, this factor restricts nuclkon interaction at very
shortranges,wih f (r;, = 0) = 0,yetise ectisminimal
at lJarger distances since £ (r;,) 1 forr, > 1fn. Ik is
this factor which results in a non—zero dependence ofb
onmg= gcp -

T herefore we have the e ective spin—spin interaction

Vss = Vo (r,) S1 $8) oconstant (36)
w here
Vo(r12)=mze m rlzw (37)
r

12

W e can obtain the short range lin i of thise ective in—
teraction Which takes into account the nite size of the
nuclkons, that is the short-range repulsion). For clarity

In our equations,wede neB,S and §. First ket

Vol(r,) B (r,)
so that we have
z z
B =B (,)r, = V,(,)dr,
Also ket
Z
1 3
S = m—2 Vo (rlz )d r,
z 1
=4 e™ % [f(,)f r,dr, (38)

and
Z
Si=4m e™ T [f@,)T &, Fdr,
0
so that
es S1
@m m
T hus
S m S;
S m S

From these de nitions, we have

B=m S
and so
B m S m m S
— =2—+ — = 2— —
B m S m m S
Recalling that the meson contributes only 1/3 to the

son-spin Interaction, we have:

.2
ho 1 1
p ¥eskd ZB?  andwith — = -—od
Eo Ex 3 m 2mgqg
we see
b 2 S m 1 S
—=Z 2 S 2 21 Ta (39)
b 3 S m 3 S q

The Integrals for S and S; can be evaluated ushgm =
m o= 135MeV = 068 fn ' to give

s
212 247
s

Thisgivesa sm allnum berﬁorss—l 2= 0:17, therefore the
resultm ay seem to beunstable. It isusefilto clarify this
point using a sin pler analyticalm odel for the repulsive
corewih f2 =1 exp ( kr) which gives

S1 1 R3
5T ®e “o
m
R = r H (41)
m

Any valuleofk > m givesR < 05 and so givesa sm all
di erence ﬁ)rss—l 2. Therefore, the an all value of this
di erence does not indicate any strong instability. Ifwe
take k = 11 fn ! (the sam e value of the core radius
which we used in the m ore sophisticated m odel for £
described above), we obtain ss—l = 22, ie. practically the
sam e result as above. T hus, the result does not have any
strong m odel dependence.

Using & = 2:17 we obtain the ©llow ing -m eson con—
tribution to the varation ofb:

2 - op57 24,

42
- - (42)



Sin ilarly, forthe -meson we obtained S1=S = 3:77 and

m mg
— = 24——= 005——: 43)
m mgq
The nalestinate is
b mq
— = 011 —: 44)
total Mg

N ote that if we assum e that the spin-soin interaction is
com pltely dom nated by the -meson exchange the re—
sult ((0.17) would not be very di erent.

Retuming to the m agnetic m om ent, we have for the
case of a valence proton:

= gnbhs, "+ (@ 1@ Dbhs,i%+ hi,, i
9n %
— = 2K, + 2K, + —K
o n % p b by
+ 1)hs, i
Kbp _ ©n Y% )hs,, @5)

Sin ilarly, for the case of a valence neutron:

=gn @ Dbhsi’+ (@ 1) bbhs,i’:
b
— = P+ &Kp+ —Kp, *
9n Y b
( 1)hs, i
Ky, = —— ® 46)
Thedependence of = on the spin-soin Interaction (via

the K, term ) can now be seen to be quite signi cant. &t
depends on three values. The rst isthe comm on factor
@ gn 1)= 84l1,which is Jarge. Next, it depends on
thevalie ofthee ective spin ofthe non-valence nuclkons,
which indicates the extent of the spin—spin interaction.
Tt ismost signi cant when the experim ental value for
deviates greatly from the valence m odel valie. Third,
i depends on the nuclkar m agnetic m om ent and so is
further enhanced when dealing with nucli with small
magneticm om ents (eg. *'Cdhas = 0:5949 whereas
133Cshas = 2:582). )

W enow haveam odi ed version ofequation :g2_‘6) w hich
includes the tetm  0:11K , to acocount for the varation
of the spin-spin interaction itself:

_ _ (mq: QCD)
Mmg= gcp)
= 012K, 010K, 011K, 47)

For 133C s, we use the values obtahed earlier to get

+ 1)hs,, i
G % DSl 435

K bp =
giving

— = 0009 o= aco)

a= ocb )

A1l calculations for **°La, 8'Rb, °’Hg, "'YDb, tiCcd
and '*°X e are sin flar to the m ethod used for'**Cs. The
results are presented in Table -r!];t, which sum m arizes the
three m ethods used. M ethod A was the st method
discussed and used the theoretical nuclearm agnetic m o—
ment of just the valence nucleon. M ethod B included
the contribution from non-valence nuclkons to the nu-
clearm agneticm om ent. M ethod C further included the
e ect of a varation in quark m ass on the soin-spin in—
teraction itself. Tt show s the signi cance ofthe spin-spin
Interaction on how variesw ith quark m asses, w ith sign
reversal for som e nuclei.

Lim its on the variation of the ne structure constant
and (M 4q= gcp ) using recent atom ic clock
experim ents

W e can now estim ate the tin e dependence of the ra—
tio ofthe hyper ne transition frequencies to variations in
mg= gcp - Theresults foreach atom M can be presented
u§jlng the param eter V. as de ned earlier w th equation

C_l]_:), w ith the values ofK ,¢1 and_ for the atom s consid—
ered here summ arized In Tabl _nI\{:.
VM) @=E) _
VM) A=E
For two atom s, M ; and M ,, the dependence of the

ratio of the frequenciesA M ;)=A M ;) can be presented
as the ratio X

M
24 K o mq Me

QCD mp

VM)
X MM ,) = :
VM)
= Krem; Krem, Mg o M2(48)
QCD
ForA ¢'Rb)=A (33Cs), we have
n 0:025
X (Rb/C S) — 0:49 q (49)
QCD

and the result ofm easurem ents by Ej] can be presented
as a lim it on the variation ofX :

1 dx Rb/Cs)

05 53) 10 °=yr:
X Rb/Cs)  dt ( ) v
ForA 33Cs)=A (H), we have
m 0:109
X Cs/H)= 0% 4 (50)

QCD



TABLE III:Com parison of resuls for

(see equation (:_li)) for the three m ethods used in various nuclei

A tom 8TR b 1ag 1294 o 1334 ¢ 1397 o 171y 1 199y g
M ethod A -0.074 -0.117 -0.117 0.127 0.127 -0.117 -0.117
M ethod B -0.056 0111 -0.113 0.044 0.032 -0.116 -0.116
M ethod C -0.016 0.125 0.042 0.009 -0.008 -0.085 -0.088

M ethod A considered only the valence nucleon, M ethod B includes the non-valence nucleons,
M ethod C further includes the e ect of quark m ass on the spin-spin interaction.

TABLE IV: Summary of nal results showing the relative sensitivity of the hyper ne relativistic factor to a variation in
(param eter K re1) and the relative sensitivity of the nuclear m agnetic m om ent to a variation in the quark m ass/strong

Interaction scalem q= gcp (parameter ). These valuescan be used in equation ¢#8).
Atom TH ’H JHe  $5Rb  i3'cd  $2°Xe :i¥cs $3°ra 3'vb  i°Hg
K re1 0 0 0 034 0.6 0.8 0.83 0.9 15 228
0100 -0.064 0117 0016 0125 0.042 0009 -0.008 -0.085 -0.088

and the result of the m easurem ents in Ref. E_E%] may be
presented as

1 dX (Cs/H)

3 j< 55 10 Yi=yr: 51
X cem)  ac IS e
ForA "'Yb" )=a 33Cs), we have
0:093
. m
X (Yb* /Cs) = 0:67 q 52)
QCD

and the result of m easurem ents by [_i(j] can be presented
as a Iim it on the variation ofX :

1 dX ¥b'/Cs) y
= 28 29 10 =yr:
X (Yb' /Cs) dt ( ) -~
ForA (°’Hqg)=A (H), we have
o 0:012
X @g/H)= 228 a 53)
QCD

and the result ofm easurem ents by [_il:] can be presented
as a Iim it on the variation ofX :

1 dX Hg/H)

<8 10 M=yr:
X Hg/H) dt -

T he opticalclock transition energy E Hg) ( = 282nm )
in the Hg' ion can be presented in the fom :

m e’
E Hg) = const (T)Frel(z )

54)
and calculations by Ref [_ié] gives
E
Ed9)_ 32— (55)
E Hg)

corresponding to V Hg Opt) = 32 | Vardation of the

ratio of the hyper ne splitting A (C s) is given by
0:009

m g me

2:83

V Cs) = (56)

QCD mp

T he relative variation ofthe electron to proton m ass ratio
can be described by {18]

m 0:037 m 0:011 m
q s e
X fme=my) =
QCD QCD QCD
giving
m 0:039 m
VvV Cs) = 293 4 ° 7)
QCD QCD

Variation of the ratio of the hyper ne splitting A (Cs)
to this optical transition energy is given by:

0:009
V Cs m
X opty= — 9 _ s _Ma Te )
V HgOpt) ocCD mp
n 0:039 n
= 6 _"9 e (59)
QCD QCD

and the result ofm easurem ents by t_l-g'] can be presented
as a Iim it on the variation ofX :
1 dx Opb)

<7 10 YP=yr:
X Opt) dt -~

For the 1s 2s transition in hydrogen the relativistic
corrections are negligble, ie. V @ Opt) = . Variation
ofthe ratio ofthehyper ne splittingA (C s) to thisoptical
transition energy is given by:

0:009
V Cs . m m
X Opt) = _VES) _ 2es _Ma ° (60)
VvV #H Opt) 0CD mp
m 0:039
_ 2183 q e ®61)
QCD QCD



and the resul ofm easurem ents by [IZ_%] can be presented
as a lim it on the variation ofX :

1 dX Cs/H Opt) _

10 P=yr:
X Cs/H Opt) dat -~

B2 623)

For the optical clock transition energy E (Yb ( =
436nm ) in the Yb* ion calculationsby Ref [23] gives

E Yb)

——— = 088—
E (Yb)

(62)

corresponding to V.(Yb Opt) = °®8, variation of the

ratio ofthe hyper ne splitting A (C s) to this opticaltran—
sition energy is given by:

0:009

V Cs . m m
X Opt) = # _ 195 q ° (63)
V(Yb Opt) QCD mp
0:039
_ 195 Mg Mme ©64)
QCD QCD

and the result ofm easurem ents by [ié_i ] can be presented
as a lin it on the variation ofX :

1 dX Opt)
X Opt) dt

= 12 44) 10 P=yr:
O ther com binations have been suggested as possble
areas of research. For A (?*°Xe)=A CHe), we have

0:159
0:8 mgq

X Xe/He) = (65)
QCD
while orA ¢H)=A ¢H), we have
m 0:036
X tH=%H) = g (66)

QCD

Onecan use Tabk -'_1\-{: to predict which hyper ne tran-
sitions w ill be m ost sensitive to a varation n . The
greatest e ect w illbe seen for ratiosbetween atom sw ith
the greatest di erence In values ofKy o1 and , especially
if relation 6:!:) were correct. C learly,  would be best to
test ratios of elem ents w ith opposite signs for so that
the e ects arem ore pronounced.

The e ect ofthe spin—spin interaction is to reduce the
sensitivity ofC sto a varation in quark m assand enhance
the sensitivity of other nuclei such as Cd. Because the
soin-spin interaction is so strong for Cd, wih ismag-—
netic m om ent of 059 being quite di erent to the va—
lence m odelvalie of-1.9, it m ay be quite sensitive to a
variation in quark m ass. In Ref. E_é], the In portance of
Cd wasm otivated by is sm allm agnetic m om ent. This
could enhance its sensitivity to a varation of the fiin—
dam ental constants. W e have not actually obtained any
enhancem ent, and the absolute value of j jin Cd is com —
parable to the valence m odelvalue. H ow ever, due to the
soin-spin Interaction i has an opposite sign relative to
som e other nuclkiw ith large j j. For exam ple, consider

A Cd)/A #H) and A Cd)/A He), wih each ratico lnvolv—

Ing opposite signs for

0:23

X Cd/H)= 0% _a ©67)
QCD
m 0:24

X Cd/He)= ¢ 9 (68)
QCD

N ote that if relation é'_]:) were correct, the varation of
X may be dom lnated by mq= gcp : rA Cd)/A H),
X cd/H)/ °.

IIT. CONCLUSIONS

T he results of this work are presented in the previous
section. Table -'_I{[: provides one w ith the num bers needed
for the interpretation of the m easurem ents. Below, we
would like to formulate a few conclusions which correct
som e m isconceptions In the existing literature and m ay
help to plan future experim ents and calculations.

T here isno such thing asa \m odekindependent inter-
pretation ofm easurem ents" ifone uses the valencem odel
(Schm idt) values of the nuclarm agnetic m om ents. T he
valence m odel cannot even guarantee the order of m ag—
niude and sign ofthe e ect.

T he situation m ay be in proved by presenting the nu—
clear m agnetic m om ent as a linear com bination of the
neutron, proton and orbital m agnetic m om ents. How—
ever, even thism ethod does not guarantee high accuracy
since the expansion coe cients In this linear com bination
depend on the ratiom 4= gc¢p . A consistent interpreta—
tion of the m easurem ents requires the calculation of the
dependence of nuclear m agnetic m om ent on this param —
eter.

A snall valuie for the nuclear m agnetic m om ent
does not guarantee an enhanceam ent of the sensitiviy to
mg= gcp . However, a Jarge deviation from the valence
m odel value should increase the error in the calculated

The dependence on mg= gcp ©of the nuckar m ag—
neticm om entsof$/Rb, 123C s, 13°La and 12°X e is strongly
suppressed by the m any-body corrections — see Table
-]Ii O ne cannot guarantee high accuracy of calculation
in this sittuation. However, i is probably not im por-
tant since the suppression m eans that the contribution
ofthese m agneticm om ents to the nale ect ofthe vari-
ation is am all. The e ect willbe dom inated by the vari-
ation of , m .=m, or another m agnetic m om ent. For
;stCd (where the m agnetic m om ent is sm all) the e ect
is not suppressed but i is of opposite sign to the valence
m odel value. For 3['Yb and 33°Hg the deviations from
the valence m odel are an all. N aive calculations give also
reasonable results or?H and 3He.
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