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D ependence ofnuclear m agnetic m om ents on quark m asses and lim its on tem poral

variation offundam entalconstants from atom ic clock experim ents

V.V. Flam baum , A.F. Tedesco
SchoolofPhysics, The University ofNew South W ales,Sydney NSW 2052, Australia

(D ated:April16,2024)

W ecalculatethedependenceofthenuclearm agneticm om entson thequark m assesincluding the

spin-spin interaction e�ectsand obtain lim itson the variation ofthe �ne structure constant� and

(m q=�Q C D ) using recent atom ic clock experim ents exam ining hyper�ne transitions in H,Rb,Cs,

Yb
+
and Hg

+
and the opticaltransition in H,Hg

+
and Yb

+
.

PACS num bers:06.20.Jr,06.30.Ft,21.10.K y

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Theoriesunifying gravity with otherinteractionssug-

gest a possibility of tem poral and spatial variation of

the fundam ental constants of nature (see e.g. review

[1]where the theoreticalm odelsand resultsofm easure-

m ents are presented). There are hints for the variation

ofthe fundam entalconstantsin Big Bang nucleosynthe-

sis,quasarabsorption spectra and O klo naturalnuclear

reactordata.However,a m ajority ofpublicationsreport

only lim itson possiblevariations.Forexam ple,com pari-

son ofdi� erentatom icclocksgiveslim itson presenttim e

variation ofthe fundam entalconstants.

A large fraction ofthe publications discuss the vari-

ation of the � ne structure constant � = e2=~c. The

hypotheticaluni� cation ofallinteractions im plies that

a variation in � should be accom panied by a variation

ofthe strong interaction strength and the fundam ental

m asses. For exam ple,the grand uni� cation m odeldis-

cussed in Ref.[2]predictsthequantum chrom odynam ics

(Q CD)scale �Q C D (de� ned asthe position ofthe Lan-

dau polein thelogarithm fortherunningstrongcoupling

constant)ism odi� ed as��Q C D =�Q C D � 34 ��=�.The

variation ofquark and electron m asses in this m odelis

given by �m =m � 70 ��=�,giving an estim ate ofthe

variation forthe dim ensionlessratio

�(m q=�Q C D )

(m q=�Q C D )
� 35

��

�
(1)

The coe� cienthereism odeldependentbutlargeval-

ues are generic for grand uni� cation m odels in which

m odi� cationscom efrom high energy scales;they appear

becausethe running strong-coupling constantand Higgs

constants (related to m ass) run faster than �. Ifthese

m odelsarecorrect,thevariation in quarkm assesand the

strong interaction scale m ay be easier to detect than a

variation in �.

O ne can only m easure the variation ofdim ensionless

quantities. W e wantto extractfrom the m easurem ents

thevariation ofthedim ensionlessratio m q=�Q C D where

m q isthequark m ass(with thedependenceon therenor-

m alization point rem oved). A num ber oflim its on the

variation ofm q=�Q C D havebeen obtained recently from

consideration of Big Band nucleosynthesis, quasar ab-

sorption spectra and the O klo naturalnuclear reactor,

which wasactiveabout1.8 billion yearsago [3,4,5].

K arshenboim [6]haspointed outthatm easurem entsof

ratiosofhyper� ne structure intervalsin di� erentatom s

aresensitiveto variationsin nuclearm agneticm om ents.

However,them agneticm om entsarenotthefundam ental

param etersand can notbe directly com pared with any

theory ofthevariations.Atom icand nuclearcalculations

are needed for the interpretation ofthe m easurem ents.

Below,we calculate the dependence ofnuclearm agnetic

m om ents on m q=�Q C D by building on recentwork and

incorporating the e� ect ofthe spin-spin interaction be-

tween nucleons. W e obtain lim its on the variation of

m q=�Q C D from recentexperim entsthathave m easured

thetim edependenceoftheratiosofthehyper� nestruc-

ture intervals of 133Cs and 87Rb [8], 133Cs and 1H [9],
171Yb+ and 133Cs [10], 199Hg+ and 1H [11], the ratio

ofthe opticalfrequency in 199Hg+ to the hyper� ne fre-

quency of133Cs [12],the ratio ofthe opticalfrequency

in 1H to the hyper� ne frequency of133Cs [13],and the

ratio oftheopticalfrequency in 171Yb+ to thehyper� ne

frequency of133Cs[14].Ithasbeen suggested in Ref.[15]

that the e� ects ofthe fundam entalconstants variation

m ay be enhanced 2-3 orders ofm agnitude in diatom ic

m olecules like LaS,LaO ,LuS,LuO .Therefore,we also

presentthe resultsfor139La.

During the calculations, we shall assum e (for no-

tationalconvenience) that the strong interaction scale

�Q C D does not vary and so we shallspeak about the

variation ofm asses(thism eansthatwe m easurem asses

in unitsof�Q C D ).W e shallrestorethe explicitappear-

anceof�Q C D in the � nalanswers.

Thehyper� ne structureconstantcan be presented as

A = const� (
m ee

4

~
2
)[�2Frel(Z�)](�

m e

m p

) (2)

The factor in the � rstset ofbracketsis an atom ic unit

ofenergy. The second \electrom agnetic" setofbrackets

determ ines the dependence on � and includes the rela-

tivistic correction factor(Casim irfactor)Frel .The last

set ofbracketscontains the dim ensionless nuclear m ag-

netic m om ent � (that is,the nuclear m agnetic m om ent

M = �[e~=2m pc]) and the electron and proton m asses

m e and m p.W em ightalso haveincluded a sm allcorrec-
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tion due to the � nite nuclearsize butitscontribution is

insigni� cant.

The ratio oftwo hyper� ne structure constantsfordif-

ferentatom swillcanceloutsom efactorssuch asatom ic

unit of energy and m e=m p, and any tim e dependence

falls on two values: the ratio ofthe factors Frel (which

dependson �)and theratio ofthenuclearm agneticm o-

m ents(which dependson m q=�Q C D ).

For the Frel com ponent,variation in � leads to the

following variation ofFrel [11]

�Frel

Frel
= K rel

��

�
(3)

and one can use the s� waveelectron approxim ation for

Frel to get

K rel=
(Z�)2(122 � 1)

2(42 � 1)
(4)

where  =

q

1� (Z�)
2
. However, num erical m any-

body calculations [16]give m ore accurate results,with

a slightly higher value ofK rel than that given by this

form ula.A com parison isshown in TableI.

The othercom ponentcontributing to the ratio oftwo

hyper� nestructureconstantsisthenuclearm agneticm o-

m ent �. Theoreticalvalues for � in the valence shell

m odelarebased on theunpaired valencenucleon and are

given by Schm idtvalues

�=

(
1

2
[gs + (2j� 1)gl] forj= l+ 1

2

j

2(j+ 1)
[� gs + (2j+ 3)gl] forj= l� 1

2

(5)

The orbitalgyrom agnetic factorsare gl = 1 for a va-

lence proton and gl = 0 fora valence neutron.The spin

gyrom agnetic factors are gs(= gp) = 5:586 for protons

and gs(= gn) = � 3:826 for neutrons. These g-factors

depend on m q=�Q C D and previous work exploring this

dependence [17,18]is sum m arized below. W e then use

theseresultsto considerthem orerealisticsituation of�

having both a valence nucleon contribution and a non-

valence nucleon contribution due to the spin-spin inter-

action.

II. VA R IA T IO N O F M A G N ET IC M O M EN T

W IT H VA R IA T IO N IN Q U A R K M A SS

A . V ariation in � using valence m odelm agnetic

m om ent

Asaprelim inary toourresultsand asacom parison for

evaluating the e� ectsofourcalculations,we include the

resultsofwork previously donein thisarea[17,18].This

work was essentialto our results as the authors calcu-

lated the variation in the neutron and proton m agnetic

m om ents (�n and �p) with the variation in m q=�Q C D

using chiralperturbation theory.

As m entioned above, the g-factors depend on

m q=�Q C D . The lightquark m assm q = (m u + m d)=2 �

5M eV and in the chirallim it m u = m d = 0,the nu-

cleon m agnetic m om entrem ains� nite. Thusone m ight

assum e that correctionsto the spin g-factorsgp and gn

are sm all. However,the quark m ass contribution is en-

hanced by �-m eson loop correctionsto the nuclearm ag-

netic m om ents,which areproportionalto �-m eson m ass

m � �
p
m q�Q C D . Since m � = 140 M eV,the contribu-

tion can be signi� cant.

Full details of these calculations are given in Ref

[17,18]. They give the following results,which relate

variations in �n and �p with variations in light and

strangequark m asses(m q and m s):

��p

�p
= � 0:087

�m q

m q

(6)

��p

�p
= � 0:013

�m s

m s

(7)

��n

�n
= � 0:118

�m q

m q

(8)

��n

�n
= + 0:0013

�m s

m s

(9)

Using these relations and the valence m odelapproxi-

m ationsfor�,wecan obtain expressionsofthe form

��

�
= �q

�m q

m q

+ �s
�m s

m s

(10)

Hence fornucleiwith even Z and a valence neutron

��

�
=
�gn

gn
= � 0:118

�m q

m q

+ 0:0013
�m s

m s

:

Forvalenceprotons,theorbitalgyrom agneticfactorgl
also hasan e� ect.Thusfor133Cswith itsvalenceproton

and j= l� 1

2
,

��

�
= 0:110

�m q

m q

+ 0:016
�m s

m s

while for87Rb with itsvalenceproton butj= l+ 1

2
,

��

�
= � 0:64

�m q

m q

� 0:010
�m s

m s

These results can be presented using the ratio ofthe

hyper� ne constantA to the atom ic unit ofenergy E =

m ee
4=~2 by de� ning the param eterV through the rela-

tion

�V

V
=
�(A=E )

A=E
: (11)

The values for �q and �s in the results for ��=� can

then be com bined with the corresponding valuesofK rel

in TableIto giveresultsofthe form :

V (M )= �
2+ K rel

�
m q

�Q C D

� �q
�

m s

�Q C D

� �s
m e

m p

(12)
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TABLE I:VariationalfactorK rel and � valuesforvariousatom sobtained using sim plevalenceshellm odel(m ethod A)asused

in equation (12).The �rstrow isgiven by equation (4).The second row presentsthe resultsofthe m ore accurate m any-body

calculations(see ref.[16]).The num ericalresultsm arked by
�
are obtained by an extrapolation from otheratom s.

Atom
1
H

2
H

3
He

87
Rb

111
Cd

129
Xe

133
Cs

171
Yb

199
Hg

K rel (analytical) 0 0 0 0.29 0.53 0.71 0.74 1.42 2.18

K rel (num erical) 0 0 0 0.34 0:6
�

0:8
�

0.83 1:5
�

2.28

�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 valuesofK rel and � to be used in the

expression forV(M )forvariousatom saresum m arized in

Table I.The factorm e=m p willcanceloutwhen a ratio

ofhyper� netransitionsisused.Itwill,however,survive

in a com parison with opticaland m oleculartransitions.

B . V ariation in � incorporating the e�ect of

non-valence nucleons by using the experim ental

m agnetic m om ent

The results ofthe previous section were used to cal-

culate the variation of� with m q=�Q C D based on the

singleparticleapproxim ation for�(onevalencenucleon)

within the shellm odel. That is, it was assum ed that

the dim ensionlessnuclearm agnetic m om entis given by

�= gp hszi
o
+ hlzi

0 foravalenceproton,and �= gn hszi
o

fora valence neutron. Here,gp and gn are the spin gy-

rom agneticfactorsforfreeprotonsand neutronsrespec-

tively,hlzi
0 = jz� hszi

o
,and hszi

o
isthespin expectation

valueofthe singlevalencenucleon in shellm odel:

hszi
o
=

�
1

2
forj= l+ 1

2

�
j

2(j+ 1)
forj= l� 1

2

(13)

However,it is wellknown that this theoreticalvalue

is only an estim ate of� and the m agnetic m om ent of

the valence nucleon tendsto be o� setby a contribution

from thecorenucleons.An em piricalruleisthatthespin

contribution ofa valence nucleon should be reduced by

40% to obtain a reasonable value for the nuclear m ag-

netic m om ent. Thisreduction m ay be explained by the

contribution ofcore nucleons,which should be negative

since proton and neutron m agnetic m om ents are large

and haveoppositesigns.

Forexam ple,a valence proton polarizes,by the spin-

spin interaction,core neutrons and these core neutrons

givea negativecontribution to thenuclearm agneticm o-

m ent (polarization of the core protons by the valence

proton isnotim portant).W ecan estim atethiso� setby

considering contributionsto �from thevalenceand core

nucleons.Thism eanswe haveboth neutron and proton

spin contributionsto �:

�= gn hszn i+ gp hszpi+ hlzpi (14)

W e neglected here a sm allcontribution ofthe exchange

currentsinto the m agneticm om ent.

W e want to evaluate the corrections to the valence

m odelresultsusing the very accurate experim entalval-

uesofnuclearm agnetic m om ents. Since there are three

unknown param eters(hszn i;hszpi;hlzpi)and only oneex-

perim entalvalue(thetotalm agneticm om ent)available,

to perform an estim ateweneed to m akeapproxim ations.

However,aswe willshow below,the resultisnotsen-

sitive to particular approxim ations ifwe can reproduce

the experim entalm agnetic m om entexactly. Indeed,us-

ing the equationsabove,we can presentthe variation of

the m agneticm om entin the following form

��� ��
o = [0:45(hszn i� hszn i

o
)� 0:56(hszpi� hszpi

o
)]
�m q

m q

(15)

Here��o isthevalencem odelvalue.Forbrevity wehere

assum e that
�m q

m q
= �m s

m s
(the coe� cient before �m s

m s
is

sm allanyway)).

Letusstartwith thecaseofavalenceproton.Thesim -

plestassum ption isthatthe spin-spin interaction trans-

ferspartofthe proton spin to the coreneutron spin,i.e.

(hszn i� hszn i
o
) = � (hszpi� hszpi

o
) and hlzpi = hlzpi

o
.

Then wecan solvetheequation forthem agneticm om ent

and obtain thedeviation from the valencem odelvalue

��� ��
o = � 0:11(�� �

o)
�m q

m q

(16)

To test the stability ofthe result,we can try di� erent

\extrem e" assum ptions.Forexam ple,iftheangularm o-

m entum exchange occurs exclusively between the pro-

ton spin and proton orbitalangular m om entum , then

hlzpi� hlzpi
o
= � (hszpi� hszpi

o
), hszn i = hszn i

o
. In

thiscase

��� ��
o = � 0:12(�� �

o)
�m q

m q

(17)

Finally,wecan try an unreasonableassum ption thatthe

exchange happensbetween the proton spin and neutron

orbitalangular m om entum : hlzn i� hlzn i
o
= � (hszpi�

hszpi
o
),hszn i= hszn i

o
,hlzpi= hlzpi

o
.Then

��� ��
o = � 0:10(�� �

o)
�m q

m q

(18)
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W e see that the results are very stable, the di� erence

in the correction to the valence m odelis about 10 %

only.The resultsfora valence neutron are sim ilar.The

coe� cients are -0.11 for (hszn i� hszn i
o
) = � (hszpi�

hszpi
o
),-0.12 forhlzn i� hlzn i

o
= � (hszn i� hszn i

o
),and

-0.09 forhlzpi� hlzpi
o
= � (hszn i� hszn i

o
).

To presentthe � nalresults,we willuse a physicalap-

proxim ation which gives results som ewhere in between

the \extrem e" assum ptions. The nuclear m agnetic m o-

m entsarereproduced with a reasonableaccuracy by the

RPA calculations. In the RPA approxim ation there are

two separate conservation laws for the totalproton jp

and totalneutron jn angular m om enta (see e.g. [19]).

W e also assum e that totalorbitalangular m om entum

hlzn i+ hlzpi and totalspin hszn i+ hszpi are conserved

(thisassum ption correspondsto neglectofthespin-orbit

interaction). W e repeat again that we only need these

approxim ationsto obtain speci� c num berswhich are in

between \extrem e" m odelvalues.Then wecan write

hszi
o
= hszpi+ hszn i (19)

hjzpi = hlzpi+ hszpi (20)

where hjzp i= I fora valence proton and hjzpi= 0 fora

valenceneutron.Using equations(20)and (19)to elim i-

natehlzpiand hszpiin equation (14)weget

�= gnhszn i+ (gp � 1)hszpi+ hjzpi (21)

hszn i=
�� hjzpi� (gp � 1)hszi

o

gn + 1� gp
(22)

hszpi= hszi
o
� hszn i (23)

W e thus have taken into account both the proton and

neutron contributions to the nuclear m agnetic m om ent

and can m ore accurately estim ate how a variation in

quark m ass relates to a variation in �. From equation

(14)wesee im m ediately that

��= �gnhszn i+ �gphszpi (24)

and thus

��

�
=
�gn

gn
K n +

�gp

gp
K p (25)

where

K n =

�
gnhszn i

�

�

and K p =

�
gphszpi

�

�

From thede� nition oftheg-factorforfreeprotonsand

free neutrons,we know �gn=gn = ��n=�n and �gp=gp =

��p=�p. W e can now use equations(6 -9)to explicitly

relatethevariation in �tothevariation in quark m asses.

Thus

��

�
= �q

�m q

m q

+ �s
�m s

m s

(26)

whereclearly

�q = � 0:118K n � 0:087K p

�s = 0:0013K n � 0:013K p

W e are now in a position to evaluate the coe� cients

in speci� c cases. For133Cs,I� = 7=2
+
and � = 2:5820

and it has a valence proton. Thus hjzp i =
7

2
= l� 1

2

and hszi
o
= � 7

18
. Therefore equations (22) and (23)

im m ediately giveus

hszn i= � 0:103

hszpi= � 0:286

and thus

��

�
= 0:152

�gn

gn
� 0:619

�gp

gp

giving

��

�
= 0:0358

�m q

m q

+ 0:00824
�m s

m s

:

The dependence on the strange quark m assisrelatively

weakand itisconvenienttoassum ethattherelativevari-

ation ofthestrangequarkm assisthesam eastherelative

variation in the light quark m asses (this assum ption is

m otivated by the Higgsm echanism ofm assgeneration).

W e restore the explicit notation forthe strong-coupling

constantand conclude

��

�
= 0:0441

�(m q=�Q C D )

(m q=�Q C D )
for 133Cs. (27)

Values for 87Rb,199Hg,171Yb, 111Cd and 129Xe can

be sim ilarly calculated and arepresented in Table II

For2H and 3He,them agneticm om entsareprettyclose

to naive values,therefore we have not tried to im prove

the results.

These resultscan be sum m arized in Table II. A com -

parison with the earlierresults(using the valencem odel

m ethod) for the totalvariationalrelation (�q + �s) is

shown laterin TableIII.W e seethat��=�in the nuclei

with a valenceproton isvery sensitiveto thecorepolar-

ization e� ects. However,there is no such sensitivity in

thenucleiwith avalenceneutron.Toexplain thisconclu-

sion oneshould notethata neutron doesnotgivean or-

bitalcontribution to thenuclearm agneticm om ent.The

orbitalcontribution ofcore protons is relatively sm all.

Asa result,thecorepolarization e� ectchanges��and �

in a sim ilarway,i.e.itpractically doesnotchangetheir

ratio.In the nucleiwith a valenceneutron

��

�
= � 0:117

hszn i� 1:25hszpi

hszn i� 1:20hszpi

�m q

m q

(28)
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TABLE II:Variation in � incorporating thee�ectofnon-valencenucleonsin variousatom s.hszi
o
isthespin expectation value,

hszn iand hszpiare (either,depending on nucleus)the valence and non-valance nucleon contributionsto thisspin,K n and K p

are de�ned in equation 25,and �q and �s are de�ned in equation 26.

Atom
1
H

2
H

3
He

87
Rb

111
Cd

129
Xe

133
Cs

171
Yb

199
Hg

hszi
o

0 1 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 -0.389 -0.167 -0.167

hszn i 0 0.5 0.5 0.124 0.343 0.365 -0.103 -0.150 -0.151

hszpi 0.5 0.5 0 0.376 0.157 0.135 -0.286 -0.017 -0.016

K n { { { -0.172 2.21 1.80 0.152 1.16 1.14

K p { { { 0.764 -1.47 -0.969 -0.619 -0.194 -0.173

�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

�q + �s -0.100 -0.064 -0.117 -0.056 -0.111 -0.113 0.044 -0.116 -0.116

C . E�ect ofvariation ofthe the spin-spin

interaction

In previoussubsection wehavenottaken into account

that hszpi and hszn i m ay depend on the quark m ass.

However,thisdependenceappearssincethespin-spin in-

teraction dependson the quark m asses. Below we want

to perform a rough estim ate ofthise� ectusing the one-

boson-exchangem odelofthe strong interaction.

Consider,forexam ple,anucleuswith avalenceproton.

As above we assum e that the totalspin ofnucleons is

conserved and so

hszi
o
= hszpi+ hszn i (29)

where hszi
o
isagain the valence m odelvalue. Itiscon-

venientto usethe following notations:

hszn i = bhszi
o

(30)

hszpi = (1� b)hszi
o

(31)

where b is a coe� cient determ ined by the spin-spin in-

teraction. W e need to determ ine the dependence ofb

on m q=�Q C D to com plete our calculations. It can be

estim ated using perturbation theory as

b �

�
hojVssjki

E o � E k

� 2

(32)

where

Vss = V (jr1 � r2j)S1 � S2

and E o � E k isthe spin-orbitsplitting (see e.g.[19]).As

m q ! 0,E o� E k rem ains� niteand so itcan only havea

weak dependence on m q=�Q C D .The m ajordependence

com esfrom the�-m eson m asswhich vanishesin thechi-

rallim itm q ! 0.According to review [20]the �-m eson

exchange gives about 1/3 of the spin-spin interaction.

The other m ost signi� cant contribution is given by the

�-m esonexchange.W eneglectotherm eson contributions

and assum e that the rem aining 2/3 ofthe spin-spin in-

teraction isgiven by the�-m eson.Theresultisnotvery

sensitivetothisassum ption sincethe�� m eson and other

vectorm esons have approxim ately the sam e and rather

weak sensitivity to a variation in m q.According to Ref.

[21]

�m �

m �

= 0:021
�m q

m q

whereasforthe �� m eson

m � �
p
m q�Q C D

so wehave

�m �

m �

=
1

2

�m q

m q

:

The dom inating contribution is therefore given by �-

m eson exchange. The exchange contribution of �� is

sm alldue to the sm alloverlap between  p(r)and  n(r)

and isnotim portant. The m ain contribution iswhen a

neutron isexcited through �0 exchangeinto a spin-orbit

doublet,j= l+ 1

2
toj= l� 1

2
.Thestrongestdependence

thusoriginatesfrom the �0 pion m ass.

The m om entum space representation ofthe nucleon-

nucleon interaction dueto a �-m eson is

V�(q)= g
2

�(~�1 � ~�2)(~�1 � q)(~�2 � q)
1

m 2
� + q2

whereq isthem om entum transferq = p1 � p2,~� isthe

isotopicspin and ~� isthe Paulispin m atrix.

W e separatethisinto tensorand scalarparts

(~�1 � q)(~�2 � q) =
�
(~�1 � q)(~�2 � q)�1

3
~�1 � ~�2q

2
	

+
�
1

3
~�1 � ~�2q

2
	

(33)



6

The scalar part ofthe interaction we are interested in

becom es

V
scalar
� (q) =

g2�

3
(~�1 � ~�2)(~�1 � ~�2)

q2

m 2
� + q2

=
g2�

3
(~�1 � ~�2)(~�1 � ~�2)

�

1�
m 2

�

m 2
� + q2

�

(34)

Fouriertransform ationofthisandlettingr
12
= jr2� r1j

willgiveusthe coordinatespacerepresentation

V
scalar
� (r

12
) =

g2�

3
(~�1 � ~�2)(~�1 � ~�2)�

�

� 4��(r
12
)+ m

2

�

1

r
12

e
� m � r

12

�

(35)

Asm q ! 0,g� is� nite and so wecan neglectitsdepen-

dence on m q=�Q C D . Now the strong force short range

repulsion(im plyingprotonand neutron hardcores)needs

tobetaken intoaccount.Itm eansthatr
12
6= 0and hence

�(r
12
)= 0. Nucleon core repulsion is incorporated into

theinteraction using thefactorf(r
12
)which ispresented

e.g.in Ref.[22]

~V (r
12
)= [f(r

12
)]
2
V (r

12
)

where

f(r
12
)= 1� e

� 1:1�
2 �
1� 0:68�2

�
, �=

r
12

fm
:

Clearly,this factor restricts nucleon interaction at very

shortranges,with f(r
12
= 0)= 0,yetitse� ectism inim al

atlargerdistancessince f(r
12
)� 1 forr

12
> 1 fm . Itis

this factor which results in a non-zero dependence ofb

on m q=�Q C D .

Thereforewe havethe e� ective spin-spin interaction

Vss = Vo(r12)(S1 � S2)� constant (36)

where

Vo(r12)= m
2

� e
� m � r12

[f(r
12
)]2

r
12

(37)

W e can obtain the shortrange lim itofthise� ective in-

teraction (which takesinto accountthe � nite size ofthe

nucleons,thatis the short-range repulsion). Forclarity

in ourequations,wede� ne B ,S and S1.Firstlet

Vo(r12)� B �(r
12
)

so thatwehave

B = B

Z

�(r
12
)d3r

12
=

Z

Vo(r12)d
3
r
12

Also let

S =
1

m 2
�

Z

Vo(r12)d
3
r
12

= 4�

Z
1

0

e
� m � r

12 [f(r
12
)]
2
r
12
dr

12
(38)

and

S1 = 4�m �

Z
1

0

e
� m � r

12 [f(r
12
)]
2
[r

12
]2dr

12

so that

@S

@m �

= �
S1

m �

:

Thus

�S

S
= �

�m �

m �

S1

S
:

From these de� nitions,we have

B = m
2

� � S

and so

�B

B
= 2

�m �

m �

+
�S

S
= 2

�m �

m �

�
�m �

m �

S1

S

Recalling thatthe �� m eson contributesonly 1/3 to the

spin-spin interaction,wehave:

b�

�
hojVssjki

E o � E k

� 2

�
1

3
B
2 and with

�m �

m �

=
1

2

�m q

m q

wesee

�b

b
=
2

3

�

2�
S1

S

�
�m �

m �

=
1

3

�

2�
S1

S

�
�m q

m q

(39)

TheintegralsforS and S1 can beevaluated using m � =

m �o = 135M eV = 0:68 fm
� 1

to give

S1

S
= 2:17:

Thisgivesasm allnum berfor S1

S
� 2= 0:17,thereforethe

resultm ay seem tobeunstable.Itisusefultoclarify this

pointusing a sim pleranalyticalm odelforthe repulsive

corewith f2 = 1� exp(� kr)which gives

S1

S
= 2

1� R 3

1� R 2
(40)

R =
m �

k+ m �

: (41)

Any value ofk > m � givesR < 0:5 and so givesa sm all

di� erence forS1

S
� 2. Therefore,the sm allvalue ofthis

di� erence doesnotindicate any strong instability. Ifwe

take k = 1:1 fm � 1 (the sam e value ofthe core radius

which we used in the m ore sophisticated m odel for f

described above),weobtain S1

S
= 2:2,i.e.practically the

sam eresultasabove.Thus,theresultdoesnothaveany

strong m odeldependence.

Using S1

S
= 2:17 weobtain thefollowing �-m eson con-

tribution to the variation ofb:
�
�b

b

�

�

= � 0:057
�m q

m q

: (42)
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Sim ilarly,forthe �-m eson weobtained S1=S = 3:77 and

�
�b

b

�

�

= � 2:4
�m �

m �

= � 0:05
�m q

m q

: (43)

The � nalestim ate is

�
�b

b

�

total

= � 0:11
�m q

m q

: (44)

Note thatifwe assum e thatthe spin-spin interaction is

com pletely dom inated by the �-m eson exchange the re-

sult(-0.17)would notbe very di� erent.

Returning to the m agnetic m om ent,we have for the

caseofa valence proton:

�= gn bhszi
o
+ (gp � 1)(1� b)hszi

o
+ hjzpi

��

�
=
�gn

gn
K n +

�gp

gp
K p +

�b

b
K bp:

K bp =
(gn � gp + 1)hszn i

�
(45)

Sim ilarly,forthe caseofa valenceneutron:

�= gn(1� b)hszi
o
+ (gp � 1)bhszi

o
:

��

�
=
�gn

gn
K n +

�gp

gp
K p +

�b

b
K bn :

K bn =
(gp � gn � 1)hszpi

�
(46)

Thedependenceof��=�on thespin-spin interaction (via

the K b term )can now be seen to be quite signi� cant.It

dependson three values.The � rstisthe com m on factor

(gp � gn � 1)= 8:41,which islarge.Next,itdependson

thevalueofthee� ectivespin ofthenon-valencenucleons,

which indicates the extent ofthe spin-spin interaction.

Itism ostsigni� cantwhen the experim entalvalue for�

deviates greatly from the valence m odelvalue. Third,

it depends on the nuclear m agnetic m om ent and so is

further enhanced when dealing with nucleiwith sm all

m agneticm om ents(e.g.111Cd has�= � 0:5949whereas
133Cshas�= 2:582).

W enow haveam odi� ed version ofequation (26)which

includes the term � 0:11K b to accountfor the variation

ofthe spin-spin interaction itself:

��

�
= �

�(m q=�Q C D )

(m q=�Q C D )

�= � 0:12K n � 0:10K p � 0:11K b (47)

For133Cs,weusethe valuesobtained earlierto get

K bp =
(gn � gp + 1)hszn i

�
= 0:335

giving

��

�
= 0:009

�(m q=�Q C D )

(m q=�Q C D )

Allcalculationsfor 139La,87Rb,199Hg,171Yb,111Cd

and 129Xearesim ilarto them ethod used for133Cs.The

resultsarepresented in TableIII,which sum m arizesthe

three m ethods used. M ethod A was the � rst m ethod

discussed and used thetheoreticalnuclearm agneticm o-

m ent ofjust the valence nucleon. M ethod B included

the contribution from non-valence nucleons to the nu-

clearm agnetic m om ent.M ethod C furtherincluded the

e� ect ofa variation in quark m ass on the spin-spin in-

teraction itself.Itshowsthesigni� canceofthespin-spin

interaction on how �varieswith quark m asses,with sign

reversalforsom enuclei.

Lim its on the variation ofthe �ne structure constant

� and (m q=�Q C D ) using recent atom ic clock

experim ents

W e can now estim ate the tim e dependence ofthe ra-

tio ofthehyper� netransition frequenciestovariationsin

m q=�Q C D .Theresultsforeach atom M can bepresented

using the param eter V as de� ned earlier with equation

(11),with thevaluesofK rel and �fortheatom sconsid-

ered heresum m arized in TableIV.

�V (M )

V (M )
=
�(A=E )

A=E
= �

2+ K relM

�
m q

�Q C D

� �
M m e

m p

:

For two atom s, M 1 and M 2, the dependence of the

ratio ofthe frequenciesA(M 1)=A(M 2)can be presented

asthe ratio X

X (M 1=M 2) =
V (M 1)

V (M 2)

= �
K relM 1

� K relM 2

�
m q

�Q C D

� �
M 1

� �
M 2

(48)

ForA(87Rb)=A(133Cs),wehave

X (Rb/Cs)= �
� 0:49

�
m q

�Q C D

�
� 0:025

(49)

and the resultofm easurem entsby [8]can be presented

asa lim iton the variation ofX:

1

X (Rb/Cs)

dX (Rb/Cs)

dt
= (� 0:5� 5:3)� 10� 16=yr:

ForA(133Cs)=A(1H),wehave

X (Cs/H)= �
0:83

�
m q

�Q C D

� 0:109

(50)
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TABLE III:Com parison ofresultsfor� (see equation (47))forthe three m ethodsused in variousnuclei

Atom 87Rb 111Cd 129Xe 133Cs 139La 171Yb 199Hg

M ethod A
�

-0.074 -0.117 -0.117 0.127 0.127 -0.117 -0.117

M ethod B
�

-0.056 -0.111 -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 furtherincludes the e�ect ofquark m asson the spin-spin interaction.

TABLE IV:Sum m ary of �nalresults showing the relative sensitivity of the hyper�ne relativistic factor to a variation in

� (param eter K rel) and the relative sensitivity of the nuclear m agnetic m om ent to a variation in the quark m ass/strong

interaction scale m q=�Q C D (param eter�).These valuescan be used in equation (48).

Atom 1

1H
2

1H
3

2He
87

37Rb
111

48 Cd 129

54 Xe 133

55 Cs 139

57 La 171

70 Yb 199

80 Hg

K rel 0 0 0 0.34 0.6 0.8 0.83 0.9 1.5 2.28

� -0.100 -0.064 -0.117 -0.016 0.125 0.042 0.009 -0.008 -0.085 -0.088

and the result ofthe m easurem ents in Ref.[9]m ay be

presented as

j
1

X (Cs/H)

dX (Cs/H)

dt
j< 5:5� 10� 14=yr: (51)

ForA(171Yb
+
)=A(133Cs),we have

X (Yb+ /Cs)= �
0:67

�
m q

�Q C D

�
� 0:093

(52)

and theresultofm easurem entsby [10]can bepresented

asa lim iton the variation ofX:

1

X (Yb+ /Cs)

dX (Yb+ /Cs)

dt
= (2:8� 2:9)� 10� 14=yr:

ForA(199Hg)=A(1H),wehave

X (Hg/H)= �
2:28

�
m q

�Q C D

� 0:012

(53)

and theresultofm easurem entsby [11]can bepresented

asa lim iton the variation ofX:

�
�
�
�

1

X (Hg/H)

dX (Hg/H)

dt

�
�
�
�< 8� 10� 14=yr:

TheopticalclocktransitionenergyE(Hg)(�= 282nm )

in the Hg+ ion can be presented in the form :

E (Hg)= const� (
m ee

4

~
2
)Frel(Z�) (54)

and calculationsby Ref[16]gives

�E (Hg)

E (Hg)
= � 3:2

��

�
(55)

corresponding to V (Hg O pt) = �� 3:2. Variation ofthe

ratio ofthe hyper� nesplitting A(Cs)isgiven by

V (Cs)= �
2:83

�
m q

�Q C D

� 0:009 �
m e

m p

�

: (56)

Therelativevariation oftheelectron toproton m assratio

can be described by [18]

X (m e=m p)=

�
m q

�Q C D

�
� 0:037 �

m s

�Q C D

�
� 0:011

m e

�Q C D

:

giving

V (Cs)= �
2:83

�
m q

�Q C D

�
� 0:039 �

m e

�Q C D

�

(57)

Variation ofthe ratio ofthe hyper� ne splitting A(Cs)

to thisopticaltransition energy isgiven by:

X (O pt)=
V (Cs)

V (Hg O pt)
= �

6

�
m q

�Q C D

� 0:009 �
m e

m p

�

(58)

= �
6

�
m q

�Q C D

�
� 0:039 �

m e

�Q C D

�

(59)

and theresultofm easurem entsby [12]can bepresented

asa lim iton the variation ofX:
�
�
�
�

1

X (O pt)

dX (O pt)

dt

�
�
�
�< 7� 10� 15=yr:

Forthe 1s� 2s transition in hydrogen the relativistic

correctionsarenegligible,i.e.V (H O pt)= �0.Variation

oftheratioofthehyper� nesplittingA(Cs)tothisoptical

transition energy isgiven by:

X (O pt)=
V (Cs)

V (H O pt)
= �

2:83

�
m q

�Q C D

� 0:009
m e

m p

(60)

= �
2:83

�
m q

�Q C D

�
� 0:039 �

m e

�Q C D

�

(61)
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and theresultofm easurem entsby [13]can bepresented

asa lim iton the variation ofX:

1

X (Cs/H O pt)

dX (Cs/H O pt)

dt
= (3:2� 6:3)� 10� 15=yr:

For the opticalclock transition energy E(Yb) (� =

436nm )in the Yb+ ion calculationsby Ref[23]gives

�E (Yb)

E (Yb)
= 0:88

��

�
(62)

corresponding to V (Yb O pt) = �0:88. Variation ofthe

ratioofthehyper� nesplittingA(Cs)to thisopticaltran-

sition energy isgiven by:

X (O pt)=
V (Cs)

V (Yb O pt)
= �

1:95

�
m q

�Q C D

� 0:009
m e

m p

(63)

= �
1:95

�
m q

�Q C D

�
� 0:039 �

m e

�Q C D

�

(64)

and theresultofm easurem entsby [14]can bepresented

asa lim iton the variation ofX:

1

X (O pt)

dX (O pt)

dt
= (1:2� 4:4)� 10� 15=yr:

O ther com binations have been suggested as possible

areasofresearch.ForA(129Xe)=A(3He),we have

X (Xe/He)= �
0:8

�
m q

�Q C D

� 0:159

(65)

while forA(1H)=A(2H),wehave

X (1H=2H)=

�
m q

�Q C D

�
� 0:036

(66)

O necan useTableIV to predictwhich hyper� netran-

sitions willbe m ost sensitive to a variation in �. The

greateste� ectwillbeseen forratiosbetween atom swith

thegreatestdi� erencein valuesofKrel and �,especially

ifrelation (1)were correct. Clearly,itwould be bestto

testratiosofelem entswith opposite signsfor� so that

the e� ectsarem orepronounced.

The e� ectofthe spin-spin interaction isto reducethe

sensitivityofCstoavariation in quarkm assand enhance

the sensitivity ofother nucleisuch as Cd. Because the

spin-spin interaction is so strong for Cd,with its m ag-

netic m om ent of -0.59 being quite di� erent to the va-

lence m odelvalue of-1.9,itm ay be quite sensitive to a

variation in quark m ass. In Ref. [6],the im portance of

Cd wasm otivated by its sm allm agnetic m om ent. This

could enhance its sensitivity to a variation ofthe fun-

dam entalconstants.W e havenotactually obtained any

enhancem ent,and theabsolutevalueofj�jin Cd iscom -

parableto thevalencem odelvalue.However,dueto the

spin-spin interaction it has an opposite sign relative to

som e othernucleiwith large j�j. Forexam ple,consider

A(Cd)/A(H)and A(Cd)/A(He),with each ratio involv-

ing oppositesignsfor�:

X (Cd/H)= �
0:6

�
m q

�Q C D

� 0:23

(67)

X (Cd/He)= �
0:6

�
m q

�Q C D

� 0:24

(68)

Note that ifrelation (1) were correct,the variation of

X m ay be dom inated by m q=�Q C D : for A(Cd)/A(H),

X (Cd/H)/ �9.

III. C O N C LU SIO N S

The resultsofthiswork are presented in the previous

section.TableIV providesonewith thenum bersneeded

for the interpretation ofthe m easurem ents. Below,we

would like to form ulate a few conclusionswhich correct

som e m isconceptions in the existing literature and m ay

help to plan future experim entsand calculations.

� Thereisnosuchthingasa\m odel-independentinter-

pretation ofm easurem ents"ifoneusesthevalencem odel

(Schm idt)valuesofthe nuclearm agneticm om ents.The

valence m odelcannoteven guarantee the orderofm ag-

nitude and sign ofthe e� ect.

The situation m ay be im proved by presenting the nu-

clear m agnetic m om ent as a linear com bination ofthe

neutron,proton and orbitalm agnetic m om ents. How-

ever,even thism ethod doesnotguaranteehigh accuracy

sincetheexpansion coe� cientsin thislinearcom bination

depend on the ratio m q=�Q C D .A consistentinterpreta-

tion ofthe m easurem entsrequiresthe calculation ofthe

dependence ofnuclearm agnetic m om enton thisparam -

eter.

� A sm all value for the nuclear m agnetic m om ent

doesnotguaranteean enhancem entofthe sensitivity to

m q=�Q C D . However,a large deviation from the valence

m odelvalue should increase the error in the calculated

sensitivity.

� The dependence on mq=�Q C D ofthe nuclear m ag-

neticm om entsof8737Rb,
133
55 Cs,

139
57 Laand

129
54 Xeisstrongly

suppressed by the m any-body corrections - see Table

III. O ne cannot guarantee high accuracy ofcalculation

in this situation. However, it is probably not im por-

tant since the suppression m eans that the contribution

ofthesem agneticm om entsto the� nale� ectofthevari-

ation issm all.The e� ectwillbe dom inated by the vari-

ation of�, m e=m p or another m agnetic m om ent. For
111
48 Cd (where the m agnetic m om ent is sm all) the e� ect

isnotsuppressed butitisofoppositesign to thevalence

m odelvalue. For 171
70 Yb and 199

80 Hg the deviations from

thevalencem odelaresm all.Naivecalculationsgivealso

reasonableresultsfor2
1H and 3

2He.
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