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M anifestations of nuclear anapole m om ents in solid state NM R

T N . M ukham edpnov, O P. Sushkov, JM . Cadogan
School of Physics, University of New South W als,
Sydney 2052, Australia

W e suggest to use insulating gamets doped by rare earth ions form easurem ents ofnuclar anapole
mom ents. A parity violating shift of the NM R frequency arises due to the combined e ect of the
lattice crystal eld and the anapole m om ent of the rare-earth nucleus.

W e show that there are two di erent observable e ects related to frequency: 1) A shift of the
NMR frequency In an extemal electric eld applied to the solid. The value of the shift is about

1 10° Hzwih E = 10 kV /an; 2) A splitting of the NM R line into two lines. The second
e ect is independent of the extemalelectric eld. The value of the splitting isabout > 05 Hz
and it depends on the orientation of the crystalw ith respect to m agnetic eld. Both estin ates are
presented for a m agnetic eld of about 10 tesla.

W e also discuss a radiofrequency electric eld and a static m acroscopic m agnetization caused by
the nuclear anapole m om ent.

PACS numbers: 11.30Er, 21.10Ky, 71.15D x

I. NTRODUCTION

T he anapolm om ent isa characteristicofa system which isrelated to the toroidalm agnetic eld con ned w ithin the
system . Tt waspointed out som e tin e ago by Zeldovich 'Q:] that the anapolem om ent is related to parity violation inside
the system . Interest In the nuclkar anapol m om ent is m ostly due to the fact that i gives dom inating contribution
to e ects of atom ic parity nonconservation PNC) which depend on nuclkar soin @]. There are two m echanisn s
that contrbute to these e ects. The st is due to exchange of a Z boson between electron and nucleus. The
second m echanian is due to the usualm agnetic interaction of an electron w ith the nuclear anapole m om ent. The
contrbution ofthe rst m echanisn is proportionalto 1 4s?. Since sine squared of the W enberg anglke is s 023
] the rstmechanism is strongly suppressed and the second m echanisn dom inates. The anapok m om ent of 133Cs
hasbeen m easured in an optical PN C experim ent w ith atom icC s [4] T his isthe only cbservation ofa nuclkar anapolk
m om ent. T here have been severaldi erent suggestions form easurem ents of nuclkar anapole m om ents. M easuram ents
In optical transitions in atom s or In diatom ic m olecules rem ains an option, for a review see B]. A nother possibility
is related to radiofrequency RF) transitions in atom s or diatom ic m olecules LG, i, d, 9. Possbilities to detect
nuclear anapo]e m om ents using collective quantum e ects in superconductors ﬂlOn], aswellasPNC electric current in
ferrom agnets t_Ll have been also discussed in the literature. A very interesting idea to use C s atom s trapped in solid
“He hasbeen recently suggested in Ref. [14].

Our interest in the problem of the nuclear anapole m om ent in solids was stin ulated by the recent suggestion for
searches of electron electric dipole m om ent In rare earth gamets f_l:_*i] G amets are very good insulators which can
be doped by rare earth ions. They are widely used for lasers and their optical and crystal properties are very well
understood. To be speci ¢ we consider two cases: the rst is yttrium alum inium gamet (YAG) doped by Tm [:L4-]
Thuluim 3+ Jons substiute for yttrium 3+ ions. The second case is yttrium galliim gamet doped by Pr ﬁ15] Once
m ore, praseodym iim 3+ Jons substitute for yttrium 3+ ions. T he dopant ions have an uncom pensated electron soin
J and a nuckar spin I. ForTm3 J = 6and I = 1=2 (*°Tm, 1003 abundance). ForPr* J = 4and I = 5=2
%P r, 100% abundance).

The sim plest P -odd and T -even correlation (P is space inversion and T is tin e re ection) which arises due to the
nuclear anapole m om ent is

Y/sno g1 E; @)

where E is the extermal electric eld. It is convenient to use the m agnitude of the e ect expected in the electron
electric dipole moment EDM ) experin ent [13 ] as a reference pomt For this reference point we use a value of the
electron EDM equalto the present experin entallin i [16],de = 1% 10 2’ e an . A ccording to our calculations, the
valie ofthe e ective interaction Q:) is such that at them axin um possible value ofthe crossproduct I  J ] i induces
an ekctric eld four orders of m agnitude higher than the electric eld expected In the EDM experin ent t_L-§:, j;-7_:].
Forexampl, n PryGasO,, the eld isE 15 10°® V/an. The problem is how to provide the m axinum cross
product I J]. Value ofhJ i is proportional to the externalm agnetic eld B . A m agnetic eld ofabout 5{10 T is
su cient to induce the m axinum m agnetization. Nuclar spins can be polarized in the perpendicular direction by

an RF pulse, but then they w ill precess around the m agnetic eld with a frequency of about 1 GH z. It is not clear
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if the anapole-induced voltage of this frequency can be detected. An altemative possibility is to detect the static
variation of the perpendicularm agnetization induced by the extemalelectric eld, I/ B __E ]. Them agnetization
e ect PrPr3Gas0 i1, is several tin es larger than that expected for the EDM experin ent E_l:_;] T his probably m akes
the m agnetization e ect rather prom ising. In the present w ork we concentrate on the other possibility which isbased
on the crystal eld of the lattice. Because of the crystal eld, the electron polarization of the rare earth ion has a
com ponent orthogonalto themagnetic eldhji/ B + @B n)n, wheren is som e vector related to the lattice. The
equilbriim ordentation of the nuclear spin is determm ined by the direct action of the m agnetic eld together w ith the
hyper ne interaction proportionalto hTi. Because ofthe B n)n temm in hJ i, the nuclar and the electron spins are
not collinear, and the crossproduct [[ J]isnonzero I J]/ ® n)B n]. W e found that NM R frequency shift
due to the correlation @') is about

; 10° Hz @)

atE = 10kV/an and B = 10 T. In essence, we are taking about the correlation B n)B n] E oonsidered
previously in the work of Bouchiat and Bouchiat {L3] ©r C s trapped in solid “He .

Another e ect considered in the present work is the splitting of the NM R line into two lines due to the nuclkar
anapole mom ent. Thise ect is related to the lattice structure and is independent of the extemal electric eld.

The gamet lattice has a center of nversion. However, the environm ent of each rare earth ion is asymm etric
w ith respect to inversion. O ne can im agine that there is a m icroscopic helix around each ion. Since the lattice is
centrosym m etric, each uni cellhas equalnum bers of rare earth ions surrounded by right and left helices (there are 24
rare earth sitesw ithin the cell). Them icroscopic helix is characterized by a third rank tensor Ty, (lattice octupolk).
Together w ith the nuclear anapole Interaction this gives a correlation sin ilar to @), but the e ective \electric eld"
is generated now by the helix Ex / Txmw J1Jn - SO the e ective interaction is
H? / 15LI3Tem T ¢ @)

e

T he e ective Interaction (B:) produces a shift ofthe NM R line. T he value of the shift isabout 05 HzatB = 10T,

and the sign ofthe shift is opposite for sites of di erent \helicity", so in the end it gives a splitting ofthe NM R line
, 05 Hz: 4)

T he value of the splitting depends on the orientation of the crystalw ith respect to the m agnetic eld. This is the
\handle" which allows one to vary the e ect. Generically this e ect is sin ilar to the PNC energy shift in helical
m oleculkes [18].

O ne can easily relate the valies of the frequency shift In the extemal eld (?:) and of the line splitting (:ff) . The
splitting is due to intemalatom ic electric eld which is about 10° V /am . T herefore, naturally, it is about 5 orders of
m agnitude larger than the shift @) in el 10 kV /am . )

For the present calculations we use the £lly m odel suggested In Ref. [_1]'] Values of the nuclear anapole m om ents
of *°Tm and '*!'Prwhich we use In the present paper have been calulated separately [19]. The structure of the
present paper is as follow s. In Section IT the crystalstructure ofthe com pounds under consideration isdiscussed. T he
e ective potentialm ethod used in our electronic structure calculations is explained In Section ITI. T hem ost In portant
parts of the work which contain the calculations of the e ective H am iltonians (:14') and (-'}') are presented in Sections
IV and V.The crystal eld and the angle between the nuclear and the electron spin is considered in Section VI. In
section V ITwe calculate values of observable e ects and section V ITT presents our conclusions. Som e technicaldetails
conceming the num erical solution of the equations for electron wave functions are presented in A ppendix.

II. CRYSTAL STRUCTURE OF Y (Pr)GG AND Y (Tm )AG

T he com pounds under consideration are ionic crystals consisting ofY3* ,02 ,Ga’" ions®rYGG and A B instead
ofGa forYAG,plusPr’t orTm 3" rare-earth doping jons. T he chem icalom ula of Y GG isY 3G as0 1, and the orm ula
of YAG is Y3ALOq,. Yttrium galliim gamet and yttriim alum nium gamet belong to the Ia3d space group and
contain 8 form ula units per unit cell. D etailed structuraldata for these com pounds are presented in Tab]e't"t f_Z-(_)', 2-]_;]

RE3" doping ions replace Y 3t ionsand hence enter the gamet structure in the dodecahedral24c sites w ith the local
D, symm etry. In this case each RE3" Jon is surrounded by eight oxygen 02 ions in the dodecahedron con guration
resem bling a distorted cube (see Fjg.-:I:) . There are 24 such sites per unit cell: half of them have absolutely identical
environm ent w ith the other half; the rem aining 12 can be divided into 6 pairs w here the sites di er only by nversion,
and these 6 pairs di er with each other by nite rotations. In the present paper we perform calculations for the
case of one particular site orientation; the coordinates of the oxygen atom s around the central in purity ion for that
Instance are presented In Tablk :_III A fter that, the results for all other sites In the unit cell can be found by applying
the inversion of coordinates or the necessary rotations, listed n Table ﬁ:l::t
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YAG
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unit cell param eters @A)
a;b;c 12280 12280 12280

90
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a;b;c 12.008 12.008 12.008
90 90 90
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Ia3d (230 setting 1)

space group

Ia3d (230 setting 1)

Ga
Ga

atom ic positions

0.1250 0.0000 02500
0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
0.3750 0.0000 02500
0.0272 0.0558 0.6501

Y 0.1250 0.0000 02500
Al 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Al 0.3750 0.0000 02500
0 0.9701 0.0506 0.1488

TABLE I:Structuraldata forYGG

P0jand YAG P11

a7y

FIG.1l: Dodecahedron con guration of0?
angles are shown.

ITI.

jons around the RE>"

in purity ion In the gamet structure. Two di erent view ing

CALCULATION OF THE ELECTRONIC STRUCTURE OF RE @ CLUSTER

W e descrbe an isolated in purity ion with the e ective potential in the follow Ing param etric fom :

1 Z;: Z)e T +1) Zi
Vrg (©) = - . — )
Il+ rfEe +1) r
Pr =10;,d=13; = 225;
Tm =10;d=10; = 256:
Here Z is the nuclear charge of the im purity ion, Z; is the charge of the electron core ofjon, and ,dand are

param eters that describe the core. W e use atom ic units, expressing energy in units of Ey = 272 &V and distance

In units of the Bohr radiusag = 053

10 8 an . Solution of the D irac equation w ith the potential d’:}') gives wave

functions and energies of the sm_g]e—e]ect:con states. T he potential (5 pIOVJdeS a good t to the experim ental energy
Jevels of isolated im purity ions l22], the com parison is presented in Tab]e-IV.

YGG

YAG

X

y

z

X y Z

01 1.8690
02 1.8690
03 -1.8690
04 -1.8690
05 03082
06 -0.3082
07 03082
08 -0.3082

0.6852

-0.6852
-1 2268

12268
23848
0.3340

—2.3848
-0.3340

-1 2268
12268
0.6852

-0.6852
0.3340
2.3848

-0.3340

—2.3848

1.8600 0.6076 -12152
18600 -0.6076 12152
-1.8600 12152 0.6076
-1.8600 12152 -0.6076
02858 2.3944 0.3590
-02858 0.3590 2.3944
02858 2.3944 -0.3590
-02858 -0.3590 2.3944

TABLE II: Coordinates of oxygen ions in YGG and YAG () wih respect to the rare earth ion. The axes x, y, and z are
directed along the three orthogonal cube edges a, b, and ¢, Tablke T.



Eulr RE’" site

anglke 1 2 3 4 5 6
0 = 3 = 0
0 0 0 0 = =
0 0 0 0 0 0

TABLE III: Euler angles of rotation between inequivalent RE>" in purity sites.

Ton E xperim ent C alculation Ton E xperin ent C alculation
state energy | state energy state energy | state energy
Pt 4f PH,)5d -155| 54 153 Tm?" 4f% (CH4)5d -163| 5d 163
4f CH,4)6s  -146| 6s 146 4£2 CHg)6s  -165| 6s 167
4f CH,4)6p  -114| 6p 114 4£2 CHg)6p 26| 6p 126
Pr' 4Ff CH4) 314| 4f 313 Tm " 4£% CHg) 344| 4f 345

TABLE IV : Calculated and experin ental éé] energy levels ofan isolated ion w ith respect to the ionization lim it. Energy levels
are averaged over the ne structure. Units 1¢ an *.

In order to m odel the electronic structure of the RE @ cluster (Fig. i), Hlow ing [L7] we use the $lly m odel and
an ear the 8 oxygen ions over a spherical shell around the rare earth ion. Hence, the e ective potential due to the
oxygen jons at the RE3" site is

ro \2

Vo ()= BAce 57, ©)

where r, = 45 ap isthemean RE {O distance, A, and D are param eters of the e ective potential. To descrbe the
electrons which contribute to the e ect we use the com bined spherically sym m etric potential

V () = Vrg (&) + Vo (r); )

where Vg g is the single in purity ion potential 65) Solution ofthe D irac equation w ith potential “) gJyes the single-
particle orbitals. In this picture we describe the electronic con guration of the cluster as RE 3" ]6s 6p°, where the
electronic con guration of Pr** is 1s?:::55°5p°4f? and Tm 3" is 1s?:::55%5p°4£12 . The eight states 65? 6p represent
2p -electronsofoxygens com bined to S—and P -wavesw ith respect to the centralin puriy ion (seeRef. tﬂ .Param e~
terA , In the \oxygen" potentialVy (é) is determm ined by m atching the wavefiinction of oxygen 2p -orbital (calculated
In Ref. QEI w ith the 6s—and 6p-orbitals from the com bined potential ("2 at the radiuis R 25ap . The m atching
conditions are

Jes®R)I= 3 2p (L Rjcos = Ny
P—
JepRjcos =1= 3)j= Jop G Rjoos =1)7F @8)

This isa form ulation of the idea of dualdescription at r R, seeRefs. i2-3' .'2-4:]

The param eterD in 66 ) represents the size of the oxygen core and is about D < 1 (atom ic units). The #lly m odel
is rather crude and the value of D cannot be determ ined precisely, see Ref. tl7] In the present work we vary this
param eter in the range of 0:1{1:5 . For each particular value ofD we nd A, to satisfy 6_8 forexamplke A, = 09 at
D = 1. Themost realistic value forD is probably around 05{10 . To be speci ¢, in the nal answers we present
resultsat D = 1:0. Instead of the ®lly m odel i would certainly be better to use a relativistic quantum chem istry
H artreeFock m ethod 125 ] (or the Kohn-Sham form ofthe relativistic density functionalm ethod which allow s one to
generate electron orbitals) to describe the RE Q@ cluster. H owever, this would be a m uch m ore Involved calculation
at the edge of present com putational capabilities and therefore, at this stage, we continue w ith the £lly m odel

Iv. CALCULATION OF THE EFFECTIVE HAM ILTONIAN (:1.:)

T he calculations in the present section are sin ilar to those perform ed in M for the e]ectr:c dipole m om ent of the
electron. There are three perturbation operators that contribute to the correlation (L) F irst, there is a m agnetic
Interaction of the electron w ith the nuclkar anapole m om ent, see, eg., t_E:] E xpressed in atom ic units the interaction



reads

Va = Ka@ ) (); ©)
Gm? 4
Ka = Sa a —F= = 157 10" ,Sa.;

9 2=3
= R _A .
é 10°m =
Mipy., | 035; S.= 0:34;

9Tm ¢, 039; S, 025:

Herem isthe electron m ass, G isthe Femm iconstant, and isthe ne structure constant; aretheD iracm atrices,

is the m agneticm om ent of the unpaired nuclon (proton in these cases) expressed in nuclkarm agnetons, ryp = 12fm ,
A isthem ass num ber of the nuclus, and g 4 for outer proton and g 1 for outer neutron. Valies of the nuclear
structure constant S, have been calculated in [19].

r
o >

FIG . 2: Scheam atic picture, illustrating the shift ofVy (r) due to the lattice deform ation.

T he second perturbation operator is related to the shift r of the rare earth ion w ith respect to the surrounding
oxygen ions. The shift is proportional to the extemal electric eld, but fornow we consider r as an independent
variable. In the £lly model r isthe shift of the spherically sym m etric oxygen potentialV o (r) ('_6) w ith respect to
the origin, see F ig. :2: T herefore,

0 (r r) @V
Vo () ! Vo) = Vo r+ 1)=Vgo (K)+ ——— (10)
r Qr
T hus, the perturbation operator related to the lattice deform ation reads
(r r) @Vo . . . r 1)
Vi) = —— = (xsih cos + ysh sih + zcos )( 2) ——V, (1): 11)
r Qr D?2

Herer = r(sin c©cos ;sin sin ;cos ).
T he third perturbation is the residual electron-electron Coulom b interaction, which is not included In the e ective
potential,

Ve ( ) = * : i Yy, €)Yy (£5) 12)
rn;r- = —_— = —_— rn r- :
BRI BT R 3

Here r; and ry are radius-vectors of the two interacting electrons. -,
T he form ula for the energy correction in the third order of perturbation theory reads, see, eg., Ref. l_2§]:

3) X 0 X °Vim Vi xVkn X 0 j/nrn f
£ = o TRy, SR a3
h*'nn'xn het2.

m k m

whereV = V, + V1 + Vo . In Eq. C_l-ii;) we need to consider only the tem s that contain all the operatorsV,, Vi, and
VC .

T he shift operator V; is nearly saturated by 6s—and 6p-states because core electrons do not \see" the deform ation
of the lattice, hence, for this operator we consider only sp m ixing. M atrix elem ents of the anapol operator V,
practically vanish for the electron states wih high angular m om entum , since this operator is proportional to the
D irac delta function. T herefore, it is su cient to take into account only lms -, ¥/; kp;-,im atrix elem ents. A1l in all,
there are 11 diagram s F ig. -’;) that correspond to Eq. C_l-z;) . A ll diagram s are exchange ones and contribute w ith the



4f mpl/g: ns 4f mpg/gi ns
2 2,4 2 2.4
ns Vkpl/g 4f ns Vkpl/Q 4f
1) 2)
1 1
4f ks Vmpl/gl ns 4f ks :mpl/gv ns
2 2
3 3
ns 4f ns 4f
3) 4)
4f ns |
| ] ’
+ 3 ns mel/Q: ns + ns :mpl/gx ns
ns 4f
5)
1 ] |
4f ms 1np1 s Af  kpijs ms 1npi Af  kpial ms npis
2 2 2
3 2.4 2.4
npl/gv ks 4f Tlpl/g 4f npl/2 4f
6) 7) 8)
1 1
Af  kpis ms nps Af  kpsj2! ms npi
2 2
2.4 2.4
np3 /2 4f np1/2 af
9) 10)
4f  npiye !
| ] ’
+ 2.4 np1/2x ms :np1/2 + npl/zi ms an1/2
npi2) 4f
11)

FIG . 3: Third order perturbation theory diagram s corresponding to Eq. {_1:3) . The cross denotes the anapol interaction V, (r_&Ji),

tl}g dashed line denotes the lattice deform ation perturbation Vi (1), and the wavy line denotes the Coulomb interaction V¢

@2). The m ultipolarity ofthe Coulomb interaction is shown near the wavy line. Each diagram contributesw ith the coe cient

shown before the diagram (num ber of diagram s of this kind). Sum m ation over all intermm ediate states ki and jn i and over all
1ed states hi is assum ed.

sign shown before each of the diagram s. Sum m ation over all intermm ediate states ki and jn i and overall lkd states
i is assum ed.

Sihce V5 and V; are single-particle operators, we evaluate each diagram by solving equations for the corresponding
w avefiinction corrections. For exam ple, the rst diagram contains in the top right leg the correction

X mp_, 1 hsi
J oxi= ————— M ppi: (14)

m ns mpi=2
To evaluate the correction we do not use a direct sum m ation, but Instead solve the equation
H )3 xi= Vihsi; = ns 15)

for each particular hsi state. Here H is the D irac H am iltonian w ith the potential (:j) . Sin ilarly, the bottom kft kg
ofthe sam e diagram is evaluated using

H ns) 4= Vaj'lsj-: 16)



In solving this equation we take the nite size of the nucleus Into account by replacing the -function in ('_55) wih a
realistic nuclear density.

Apart from the coe cients presented in F ig. 3, which in essence show the number of diagram s of each kind, each
particular diagram in Fig. -ZJ. contrbutes w ith its own angular coe cient. In calculating the coe cients we assum ed,
w ithout loss of generality, that the total angularm om entum of the 4f-electrons is directed along the z-axis, ¥J;J,1.
Values ofthe coe cientsarepresented in Tabl \7_ II;in the Appendix. Them ethod for ssparating the radialequations
corresponding to @-5) and I_fg:) isalso described in the A ppendix. A sthe result ofthe calculationswe nd the follow ing
P -odd energy correction related to the displacem ent r ofthe RE im purity ion:

1
=K, A—(r [I J): a7)
ag
W e recallthat I is spin ofthe nuclkus, J isthe totalangularm om entum ofthe felectrons, Ey = 272 €V isthe atom ic
unit ofenergy, ag is the Bohr radius, isthe ne structure constant, and K ; isgiven n Eq. (Q) T he din ensionless
coe cient A forthePr3" and Tm3" ions (in the corresponding lattices) calculated atD = 10 ;n Eqg. (é) reads:

Ap, = 2599 1120+ 032+ 0:59+ 18:64 18:99
+ 058+ 1:39 1599+ 2837+ 25:73= 345;
Arn = 997+ 12778 358 133 3224+ 3649

+ 021+ 012+ 5348 6770 10:95= 2:295: (18)

The elkeven term s In Cl-8') represent the contributions of the eleven diagram s In Fig. .g A s one can see, there is
signi cant com pensation between di erent term s in :18- T his com pensation is partially related to the fact that each
particular diagram in Fig. -3’ contains oontr_ibutjons ﬁ)rb:dden by the Pauliprinciple. T hese contributions are canceled
out only In the sum of the diagram s. To check 418 we have also perform ed a m ore involved calculation explicitly
taking Into account the Pauliprinciple In each particular diagram , the results read:

Ap, = 0:07 0:18+ 148+ 072+ 1:00 2:63
174+ 0:88+ 4134 40:00+ 2:65= 345;

Arp = 055 056 409 136 147+ 627
+ 053+ 0:15 3894+ 38:06 0:99= 2:95: 19)

A though each individual temm has changed com pared to @8), the total sum of the diagram s rem ains the sam e.
C om parison between (18) and 619) is a test of the m any body perturbation theory used in the calculation. To
dem onstrate the sensitivity to param eters of the e ective potential, we plot In Fi. 4: the coe cient A versus the
width D ofthe oxygen potential, see Eg. (6 A swe pointed out in Section ITT, the m ost realistic value ofD is around
05{10.Tobe speci ¢, in the nalestin ateswe use the resuls (18-) and (19), w hich correspond to thevalueD = 10.

D (aB)

FIG .4: Valieofthecoe cientA de ned inEqg. Elfv') versusw idth ofthee ective oxygen potential. T he dashed line corresponds
toPr’ in YGG and the solid line corresponds to Tm ** ionsin YAG .



V. CALCULATION OF THE EFFECTIVE HAM ILTONIAN (&)

The P -odd e ective H am iltonian considered in the previous section arises due to a shift of the environm ent w ith
respect to the rare earth ion. In other words, it is due to the st ham onic in the electron density induced by the
perturbation operatorVvi {_i]_:) . In the equilbriim position the rstham onicvanishes ddentically due to the sym m etry
of the lattice. T he next hamm onic in the electron density that contributes to the pariy nonconserving e ect is the
third ham onic which is nonzero even In the equilbrium position of the rare earth ion. This e ect gives the P -odd
energy shift even in the absence of an extemalelctric eld.

T he e ective oxygen potential Vg (:_d) represents the spherically sym m etric part of the real potential for electrons
created by the eight oxygen ions In the gamet lattice. Let us describe the potential (poseudopotential) of a single
oxygen Ion asg (r R),whereR isthe position ofthe ion and g is som e constant. T hen the totalpotential is

V()= g (& R); (20)

where summ ation is perform ed over the coordinates of the eight oxygen ions presented In Tablk :_f.[ E xpanding the
D irac delta function in the potentialV (r) In a serdes of spherical hamm onics, we nd

s R)X X
V (r) = QT Yom R)  ¥n (©): (21)
km R
T hen,
_ (r X (e )2
Vo (r) = g RZ YooR) ¥o)! Ace Y P 75 22)
R
and hence the third ham onic reads
r R)X (o)
Vi) = QT Y3, R) ¥ (r)! Age Vo ET?:m ¥ ()5 (23)
R
Tam = Y3, R ):

R

T he spherical tensor T3, (lattice octupole) for yttrium alum lnium gamet and yttrium galliim gamet has only one

non-zero independent com ponent, T3z; = 04876 or YAG and T3; = 0:1010 for YGG . A 1l other com ponents are
determ ined by the ©llow ing relations:
r _
3
T3z = ET31; T3q = Tz1; Tss= Tz3; T3 = O: (24)

C om ponents of the corresponding C artesian irreducble tensor Ty, can be und using the follow ing relations:

r

szz = szz = Tzzx = Txyy = Tyxy = Tyyx = £T31: (25)
15
A 11 other com ponents of the C artesian tensor are equalto zero.

Sin ilar to the \dipolk" e ect considered In the previous section, the octupole e ect arises in the third order of
perturbation theory. The relevant perturbation theory operators are a) interaction of the electron w ith the nuclkar
anapolem om ent V4 (d ) Interaction of the electron w ith the lattice octupole ham onic V3 CZ?:), and c) the residual
electron-electron Cou]omb Interaction V¢ ClZ) The form ula for the energy correction {13 ) yields 7 diagram s w hich
are presented in F ig. -5

Besides the coe cients presented In Fig. 5, which show the number of diagram s of each kind, each particular
diagram in Fig. 'S contrbutesw ith its own angular coe cient. In calculating the coe cientswe assum ed, w thout loss
of generality, that the total angular m om entum of 4f electrons is directed along the z-axis, {J;J, 1, and the nuc]ear
spin is directed along the y-axis, I = (0;I;0). The angular coe cients for each of the 7 diagram s from Fig. 5-a1:e
presented In Table .\_I_D_Z{ iIn the Appendix. The method for ssparating the radial equations is also described in the
Appendix. The e ective H am iltonian for the lattice octupole e ect has the follow ing form

=Ka BTIi 15 Tkm (JjJ]_Jm + Jn Jle)Eo: (26)



; i
4f md5/2:np1/2 Af  kds)o :mpl/2 ns
2 2
3 3
npyyo ks Af ns 4f
1) 2)
e
4f ks 7"1’1/21 nds /2
2
3
Tld5/2 4f
3)
¥3 b
af mfsp! ns 4f kfs/Q: ms _npi/2
2 2
24 2.4
ns _kpi 4f np1/2 4f
4) 5)
% 7
af mfrl ns Af  kfr2l ms npys
2 2 -
2.4 2.4
ns _kpie 4f npiy2 af
6) 7)

FIG .5: D iagram s for the \octupok" e ect. T he cross denotes the anapole interaction Vi ('é) , the dashed line denotes the lattice
octupole V3 {4), and the wavy line denotes the Coulomb interaction Ve (12). The mulipolarity of the Coulomb interaction
is shown near the wavy line. Each diagram contributes w ith the coe cient shown before the diagram (num ber of diagram s of
this kind) . Sum m ation over all interm ediate states ki and jn i and over all lled states 1i is assum ed.

Eqg. (f_Z-@') represents the only P -odd scalar com bination one can construct from the two vectors and one irreducble
third rank tensor. Note, that J here is an operator, and di erent com ponents of J do not comm ute. This is why
in the right hand side ofEq. {26) we explicitly w rite the Herm irian com bination. The m atrix elem ent of {26) in the
kinem atics which we consider for the caloulation of the angular coe cients (Table V I is

hy;J, I i3k Tkim (JleJm + Jn Jle) J;J,i= Tyyx1J, [SJZZ 309@+ 1)+ 11t 27)

O ur calculations show that contrbutions of the diagram s w ith the interm ediate fstate (diagram s4,5,6,7 n F jg.::‘;)
are at least 30 tim es an aller com pared to diagram s 1 and 2. The reason for this is very sin ple: f-electrons are
practically decoupled from the lattice deform ation. The diagram 3 is even am aller because intemal 3d- and 4d-
electrons are also decoupled from the lattice. So, only diagram s 1 and 2 contribute to the e ect and they are
nearly saturated by the interm ediate unoccupied 5d-state. The din ensionless coe cient B or Pr and Tm ions in
corresponding lattices calculated at D = 1:0 Eq. ('_6)] reads:

Bp:O = 1)
Brm O = 1)

248+ 0:576= 142;
1:11 0:45= 0#66: (28)

The two term s in equations {_2-§') represent the contributions of the rst and second diagram s. T he variation of the
coe cient B w ith the width of the e ective oxygen potentialD is shown In Fig. 6_: Agaln, we recall that the m ost
realistic value of D is around 05{1:0 . To be speci ¢, In the estin ates orthee ect weuseD = 10.

VI. CRYSTALFIELD ,AVERAGE ELECTRON MAGNETIZATION,ORIENTATION OF NUCLEAR
SP IN

The energy of a free on is degenerate w ith regpect to the z-projction of total angular m om entum . Interaction
w ith the lattice (crystal eld) breaks the rotational nvariance and lifts the degeneracy. The e ective crystal- eld
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FIG.6: Valieofthecoe cientB In Eq. (:5_6:) versus the w idth of the e ective oxygen potential. D ashed line corresponds to
Pr* i YGG and sold line corresponds to Tm>* in YAG.

Ham iltonian can be w ritten in the follow ing fom , see, eg., f_Z-]‘]
r

X X 4
Hee= B —Y 29
cf Km Ty 1 km (r) (29)
km
where By, are the crystal eld param eters, r is the radiisvector of the atom ic electron. L
E xperin ental values of the energy kvels ©r Pr’* in YGG and Tm>* in YAG are known (L4, 15], and ts of the
crystal eld param eters By, have been perform ed In the experin ental papers. Unfortunately, we cannot use these
ts because they are perform ed w ithout connection to a particular orientation of crystallographic axes. W e need to
know the connection and therefore we have perform ed independent ts. For the tswe use a m odi ed point-charge
m odel. In the sin ple point-charge m odel the crystal eld is ofthe form
r

X
®c) _ % 4 .
A = | r§+1 Kt 1Ykm (ry); (30)
J
BE = ,a%Y; 31)

km

where j enum erates ions of the lattice and y = hr¥i is the expectation value over the RE f-electron wave fiinction.
The values of y are known Q-j] The point chargesare ¢y = 2and @ = s = %G1 = 3. Clearly, the naive
point-chargem odel is Insu cient to descrbe the nearest 8 oxygen ions because of the relatively large size of the ions
(extended electron density of the host oxygens). To describe the e ect of the extended electron density we introduce

an additional eld A%’

(pc) el
Agm = A7+ 207 32)
X8 o 4
€y _ 5] N
Akm - k . r?_,_l on + lYkm (rj)r (33)
3=

here the sum runs over the eight oxygen ions surrounding the dopant ion in the gamet structure, and  are tting
param eters. So, we have only three tting parameters, ., 4,and ¢, because highermultipoles do not contribute
In f-electron splitting. In the end, we get a fairly good t ofthe experim entalenergy levels, see Table }_7: T he values
of the resulting crystal eld param etersBy, are presented In Tablk :_V-_f[
For the non-K ram ers ions, such asPr’™ and Tm 3", the expectation value of the total angularm om entum in the
ground state vanishes due to the crystal eld, hJi= 0. To get a nonzero hJ i one needs to apply an extemalm agnetic
eld B . D fagonalizing the H am iltonian m atrix of the dopant ion in the m agnetic eld

h)H e+ 59WUB )T, 34)

(O 9matrix HrPrt and 13 13 matrix ©r Tm>" ) we nd the ground state of the ion in the presence of the
externalm agnetic eld B (here 5 is the Bohrmagneton and g is the atom ic Lande factor; g = 0:80 HrPr* i
*H, con guration and g= 1:17 or Tm 3" i H ¢ con guration. For weak magnetic eld the average total angular
mom entum can be w ritten as

hjii= j_kBk: (35)
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Pr’ ¥GG Tm>" ¥AG
Exp. [15] Cak.Exp.{l4] cCal.
0 0 0 0
23 23 27 27
23 23 216 182
- 400 240 240
532 413 247 253
578 538 300 301
598 621 450 306
626 877 588 494
689 895 610 609
650 673
690 686
730 825
- 937

1

TABLE V :Experin ental and calculated crystal eld energy levels n an ~ . J-J m ixing is neglected in the calculation.

Compound|B2o B2:1 B2z Bgo Bai Bgz Bys Bas Bso Be1 Bsz Bes Bss Bes Bos
Pr¥GG 622 11i -762 211 4751 727 12561 423 963 280i 648 4371 91 3041 961
Tm YAG |257 92i 815 -1198 3441 248 —909i 523 938 5281 569 8161 94 5631 843

TABLE VI:Crystal eld param eters in an ! that tthe energy levels in TabJeL\-i: .

Thetensor i can be ngonalEe_d . A}S:gordjng to our cgg]_cu]atjﬁn_s, both forPrand Tm i isdiagonalw ith the principal
axesni = (1;0;0),n, = (1;1= 2;1= 2),n3= ;1= 2; 1= 2):

1 0 1
0003 O 0 1 0474 0 0

Pr: =@ 0 0:154 0 A ; Tm : =@ 0 0:023 0o A : (36)
0 0 0176 sk 0 0 0032 sk

T he average total electron angularm cm entum in the m agnetic elds applied along the directionsni, nz, and ns3 is
plotted in Fig.il. W e see that the linear expansion (35) isvalid orthe edB < 5{10T.

n;

FIG.7: The average total electron angular m om entum of the rare earth ion versus m agnetic eld (tesla). D irections of the
m agnetic eld correspond to the principal axes of the m agnetization tensorn;, n,, and n3. Solid lines correspond to Tm o
YAG and dashed lines correspond to Pr’" -n YGG .

The e ective H am iltonian for the nuclkar spin is

Hpuwe = Ane@ I) & I); 37)

where Ayr is the hyper ne constant, is the nuckarm agnetic m om ent In nuclear m agnetons and y is the nuclkar
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m agneton:
Ylpr : Apc= 1093MHz R8]; = 42754 R9J; I = 5=2;
9Tm : Ane= 3935MHz pd; = 02316 R4 I= 1=2: (38)
Pr Tm
2000} o 7 2000~ 4
o 6=0,m o 6 =m/2
= i ] = i ]
#1500 6 = /4 #1500 6 = /4
£ [ 16 = 3m/4 £ r 10 = 3m1/4
= =
1000 1000
S 500 S 500
= v NO =T11/2 = [ 16=0,1
S O T S AN ST NI NS N S O T S AN ST NI NS N
0 /2 n 3mn/2 2n 0 /2 n 3mn/2 21

¢ ¢

FIG .8: TheNMR frequency versus the orientation ofm agnetic eld with respect to the crystallographic axes,B = 10T . W e
show the dependenceon for di erent values of

E quation @-]'), together w ith ¢_3-§'), givesthe NM R frequency . D ependence of the frequency on the orientation of
them agnetic eldB = B (§j{1 cos ;sin sin ;oos ) wih respect to the crystallographic axes is plotted In Fjg.'_B,we
take B = 10T . Equation @]) also de nes the quantization axis for the nuclear spin:

n;/ AphJTi INB = A, B INB : 39)

Thisallowsusto nd crossproductni J that appears in the anapole induced energy correction @:), C_l-j) :

. . 3 wB  (B)J
M = = : 4
Pt I eB) wB @0

The valie ofM depends on the m agniude and the ordentation of the extemalm agnetic eld B w ith respect to the
crystallographic axes. AtB = 10 T them axinum value ofM is

Pr :M = 102 101;
Tm :M = 079 10 : 1)

Unfortunately, the values ofM  are relatively sm all com pared to them axinum possble valieM = J (4 rPrand 6
for Tm ). T he suppression is due to the fact that in the nuclear m agnetic H am iltonian C_Bj) the hyper ne interaction
Ape(@ I) is an order of m agniude larger than the direct m agnetic interaction n B I)=I, while to maxin ize
M one has to have these interactions com parable. In spite of the suppression, the cbservable e ects related to the
e ective Ham iltonian (E_L:), (:_lz:) are quite reasonable (see next Section). _
The situation w ith the e ective interaction (:_ﬂ), C_ZQ') is di erent. Looking at equations ('Q:), (.'_2@:) one can expect at
rst sight that the corresponding energy shift isnonzero only if I hJi#é 0. However, this is incorrect. T he point
is that due to the crystal eld the tensor h7yJ1J, + Jn J1J51 has nonzero com ponents orthogonalto hJi. And the
octupole Induced energy shift is in fact maxinum when I k hJi. The dependence of the kinem atic coe cient (see

Eq. £6))
1 .
N = EIi ik TkIm l’ﬂleJm + Jn J1Jy1 42)

on the ordentation ofm agnetic eldB = B (sih ©os ;sin sinh ;cos )atB = 10T jsplottedjnFjg:_b.Themaxjmum
value ofN is

1:81;
2:42: 43)

Pr : N
Tm : N
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FIG.9: The kinem atic coe cient N Cﬁl-Z_:) in the lattice octupole induced energy correction versus orientation ofm agnetic eld
w ith respect to the crystallographic axes, B = 10 T . W e show the dependence on fordi erent values of

T he calculations in the present section arebased on the t ofexper:m entalenergy levels, Table W' using the crystal
eld param eters. W e use the set of param eters presented In Table Vf Unfortunately, the set is not unigue and there
are other sets which also reasonably t the energy levels. In particular, Hr Tm 3" in YAG there is a set of param eters
which gives a Jattice octupole nduced PNC energy shift an order ofm agnitude larger than the present set. At this
stage we prefer to continue w ith the conservative estin ate. To elicidate the uncertainty related to the crystal eld
param eters detailed m easurem ents of NM R frequencies, as well as transition am plitudes, are necessary.

VII. ESTIM ATES OF OBSERVABLE EFFECTS

Thee ect | 17- requires a displacem ent ofthe in purity ion from isequilbriim position. Such displacem ent can
be achieved by app]Jcann of an extemalelctric eld. T he digplacem ent has been estin ated in Ref. t_lz‘ ] In relation
to the discussion of electric dipole m om ents. T he idea behind the estim ate is very sin ple. Since the Ga{0O lnk in
YGG and the A0 Iink In YAG aremuch more rigid than the Y {O links (see discussion in l_l-j]) the electrostatic
polarization in YGG and YAG ism ainly due to displacem ent of the yttrium ions

P = 3en r: (44)
O n the other hand, the dielectric polarization caused by the extemalelectric eld E is
P=—E; (45)

w here the static dielectric constant is 12 orYGG and YAG . This yields the follow ing expression for the displace—
m ent of the yttrium ions:

1E
r= —;
4 3en
\%
r=ap = 30 10°E [—]: (46)
an

M easurem ents of infrared spectra, as well as m easurem ents of the dependence of the dielectric constant on the
concentration of Im purities, can help to in prove the estin ate (46)

U sing C17 ), together w ith G4L) and (46 we obtain the Hlow ing estin ates for the NM R frequency shift ( I = 1)
due to the nuclkar anapole m om ent:

9 A\
Pr : 09 10 "E[—1Hz
an
9 \4
Tm : 05 10 "E —]Hz: @7)
an

An alemative possibility or the experin ent is to provide the m axin um possble valie of the crossproduct I J
by applying an RF pulse and then to m easure the nduced electric eld. U sing C_lj), together w ith estin ates of the
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elastic constant w ith respect to the shift of the rare earth ion perform ed in f_l-]‘ we arrive at the follow Ing values of
the anapole nduced electric eld:

Pr:E 14 10°® V/an;
Tm : E 04 10° V/: 48)

The eld precesses around the direction of the m agnetic eld w ih a frequency of about 1 GH z due to the nuclear
soin precession. In the estin ates {_5?‘) we assum e that all yttrium ions are substituted by the rare earth ions.

A nother m anifestation of nuclar anapole m om ent is the static perpendicular m acroscopic m agnetization induced
by an extemalelctric eld,

I/B E: 49)

T he exact value of the m acroscopic m agnetization depends on tem perature and other experim ental conditions, there—
forewe cannotpresent a speci c value. However, we can com pare the e ect w ith that expected In the electron EDM
experin ent Il3] (correlation J / E ) ushg the present experin ental lin & on & [16 =16 10%ean,asa
reference point. The e ective anapole Interaction Cl7| is four order of m agniude Jarger than the sin ilar e ective
EDM interaction [17] O n the other hand, the electron EDM iInteraction causes electron m agnetization whereas the
anapole Interaction causes only nuclarm agnetization, so we lose 3 orders ofm agnitude on the value of the m agnetic
mom ent. Therefore, altogether, one should expect that the anapole m agnetization is several tin es larger than the
EDM m agnetization. _

The e ective Interaction @ 6_:) is independent of the extermalelectric eld and is due to the asym m etric environm ent
of the rare earth ion site. Since there is a]ways another site w ithin the unit cellwhich is the exact m irror re ection
ofthe rst one, the energy correction (6) does actually kead to the NM R line splitting. U sing Egs. £6), 28), @3)
and {43), we nd themaximum value ofthis splitting corresponding to them agnetic eldB = 10 T:

Pr : 05 Hz;
Tm : 025 Hz: (50)

T he splitting depends on the ordentation of the m agnetic eld w ith respect to the crystallographic axes, see F ig. :_8' .

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

In the present work we have considered e ects caused by the nuclar anapole m om ent In thuluim doped yttrium
alum nium gamet and praseodym iuim doped yttrium galliim gamet. There are two e ects related to the frequency
of NMR:1) NMR line shift in combined electric and m agnetic elds. The shift isabout 10 > HzatB = 10 T and

= 10kV/an . 2) NMR line splitting (m agnetic eld only). The soitting isabout 05 Hz atB = 10 T . The value of
the splitting depends on the ordentation ofthe m agnetic eld w ith respect to the crystallographic axes. AnotherPNC
e ect is the induced RF electric eld orthogonalto the plane of the m agnetic eld and nuclar spin, E / B I].
The eld isE 10 ® V/an atmagnetic eld B = 5{10 T .The last e ect we have discussed is unrelated to NM R .
T his is a variation of the static m acroscopic m agnetization in com bined electric and m agnetic eds, M / B E .
The m agniude ofthe e ect is severaltin es larger than that expected in the electric dipole m om ent experin ent I:f?z:]

Tt is our pleasure to acknow ledge very helpfiil discussions w ith D . Budker, V V . Yashchuk, A O . Sushkov and A .I.
M ilstein.

IX. APPENDIX .RADIALEQUATIONS

In order to calculate the energies and wavefiinctions of unperturbed states of the single in puriy ion in the gamet
environm ent, we use the D irac equation

H )j i= 0: (61)

The e ective potentialV (r) (-'j.) In the D irac Ham iltonian H is spherically sym m etric, and thus the tw o-com ponent
wavefiinction j i is of the form

.1 f@©
512 : (52)
r igm*e
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TABLE V II: The functionsR¢, R4 and ® frthedi erent perturbation operators and di erent states j i. , isnuclar density
nom alized to unity.

D iagram prt Tm>"
D jpolk e ect
2
17811 FEF e FEF @ —Fo Ere
2:9,10 Tt @F ) FEF @ FF@
3,4/5,6 %ﬁ @) Z=F (3)
Lattice octupole e ect
P— 1370 P— rp
12,3 Tr w2297 . Tsr w2357 .
h i h i
45 ij 13 29 F (2) 513 F (4) Tp: F (2) F (4)
r 3121 323 211 2 F PP 3121 238711 22 F 57 1A
5 .
6.7 T P — 132 F ) 13 47 F (4) T P — F (2) 22 F (4)
’ 3121 2238 2 11 22 3 53 17 31 21 238 711" 32 5714

TABLE VIII: Dipok e ect: Angular coe cient for each of the 11 diagram s shown in Fig. Ej: The factor ( xIy vIx)Jz,
which corresponds to the kinem atic structure (L) and which is comm on for all the contributions, is om itted. F (1) denotes the
Coulomb Integralofm ultipolarity 1in the radial part of the diagam .

Lattice octupole e ect: Angular coe cients for each of the 7 diagram s shown in Fig. 5 The factor 1J, [5J 3090+ 1)+ 1],
which corresponds to the kinem atic structure {26 and which is comm on for all the contributions, is om itted.

Here and © are the sphencal soinors and £ (r) and g(r) are radial wavefunctions. Substiuting expression {52)
for j i into the D irac equation CS]J), one gets the follow ing radial equations

94 f=x+ ( 2+ @ ))g= 0;
g0 g=x (\Y4 )£ = 0: ©3)
Here x = r=ap is the radius in atom ic units; = ( 1)37172 ! (§+ 1=2), where j and 1 are the total and orbital

angularm om enta ofthe single-electron state oortespondmg]y, the potentialV (x) ,aswellasthe energy , is expressed
In atom ic energy unis. Solving the system of equations C53 as an elgenvalue problem num erically on a logarithm ic
coordinate grid, we nd energies and wavefuinctions of the unperturbed states.

T he nhom ogeneous D irac equations C_ié) and C_l-é) are of the form

@ E)J i= V34 (54)
w here \?p is the singleparticle perturbation operator. T he correction j 1 is ofthe form
1 F@© o
ji= - ; (65)
r 1G@¢eo
and hence the corresponding radial equations are
F°+ %F=x+ ( 2+ @ )G =Reh 053 4
G° %= JF = Rgh™ o33~ i: (56)

T he operator h represents the angular part of the perturbation \/f\p, and R¢ and R4 are the radial parts of the

perturbation. T he functionsR ¢, R4, and ® orallthe caseswe need in the present work are presented Jl'l Tab]e V ]Z[l
Having separated the radialparts, one can calculate the angular coe cients for the diagram s In F igs. 3 and 5 T he
results of these calculations are presented in Table 'y_]:l_:{ T he electronic con gurationsof Pr** and Tm 3 are sim ilr:
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two f-electrons n Pr** and two f-holes in Tm 3* . H owever, their orbitaland spin angularm om enta com bine to yield
di erent totalangularm om enta, and thism akes the angular coe cients forPr 3* and Tm 3" di erent.
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