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Abstract. Measurement of a non-zero electric dipole moment (EDM) efebectron
within a few orders of magnitude of the current best limitdaf < 1.05x 1027e - cm [1]]
would be an indication of physics beyond the Standard Mdde. ACME Collaboration
is searching for an electron EDM by performing a precisiorasueement of electron
spin precession in the metastable’A; state of thorium monoxide (ThO) using a slow,
cryogenic beam. We discuss the current status of the expetirBased on a data set
acquired from 14 hours of running time over a period of 2 dayes have achieved a 1-
sigma statistical uncertainty 6t = 1 x 1028 e-cm/ VT, whereT is the running time in
days.

1 Introduction

At accelerators such as the Large Hadron Collider (LHC)tiglas of the highest accessible ener-
gies are used to probe physics at its most fundamental leveh complementary front, the precise
measurement techniques of atomic physics can access themdltictuations these massive particles
produce. Because the search for the electron electricalipoment (EDM) is a sensitive probe of new
physics, this fort has long been at the forefront of such researchl[2][3]ighprecision measure-
ment that discovers the electron EDM or sets a stringent imivlipon its size would place strong
constraints on extensions to the Standard Model of panpiblesics (SM). A general feature of SM
extensions is the prediction of an EDM for electrons and emrt, with many theories indicating an
electron EDM just below the current upper limit [4][5«(< 1.05x 10?7 - cm with 90% confidence
[1], measured by the Hinds group). The symmetries of the SMhe other hand, strongly suppress
EDMs, giving rise to electron EDM predictions over a hundpdlion times smaller than the current
limit [6]. One well motivated SM extension is supersymmeguypersymmetric models require fine
tuning of supersymmetric parameters to fit the current EDWIts [7][8]. An electron EDM mea-
surement that is 10-100 times as sensitive as the curreet yppind must either observe an EDM,
revealing a breakdown of the Standard Model, or set a new taquiring such unnatural suppression
of supersymmetric parameters that many supersymmetrielmauld have to be revised or rejected
[9].

The Advanced Cold Molecule EDM Experiment (ACMIE) [10] is awneffort to measure the elec-
tron EDM using thorium monoxide (ThO). ThO is a polar molecwith two valence electrons. In the
H 3A; state[11], one of these electrons occupiesarbital, and its EDM is relativistically enhanced
due to the Sandardfect [12], while the other valence electron occupies@bital and allows the
molecule to be easily polarized. Thestate electron interacts with approximately 20 full atoomits
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Table 1.Comparison of the statistical sensitivity of ACME with thidtthe two experiments placing the strongest
limits on the electron EDM. The estimated statistical utaiaty for the Tl and YbF experiments assumes a duty
cycle of 100%.

Experiment Species Statistical Uncertainty Upper Limiton  References
After 1 Day of Averaging ¢ - cm) |de| (€ cm)

Hinds et al. YbF ~2x10°% 1.05x 10°%7 [1] [L7] [28]

Commins et al. Tl ~5x10% 17x10% [19] [20]

ACME ThO ~1x10%8 Experiment in progress [10]

of effective electric field ¢ 100 G\/cm) in a molecular state that can be oriented with very modest
laboratory fields £ 10 V/cm) [13]. The interaction of thisfBective molecular field with a non-zero
electron EDM would manifest itself as a phase shift in ACME&msey-type measurement protocol.
Taking advantage of recent improvements in technologidsnagthods, including a new slow, cold,
and intense beam sour¢e[14] and ThO's near-itieabtate structure (see e.n. [10][15][16]), we have
developed an experiment with the unprecedented electrdvh &BRtistical sensitivity of about:110-22
e-cm in one day of averaging time. This is 10 times better tharcthrent experimental limit [1]. As
discussed below, ACME’s systematic errors are also prejetct be smaller than those of past exper-
iments and can be checked with high precision on the timesafadlays. We are currently studying
various possible sources of systematic error in prepar&ioreporting a new result.

2 Atomic and molecular electron EDM experiments

The signature of a permanent electron EOM, is an energy shiftgpym of an unpaired electron (or
electrons) in an electric fielé:
EEDM = —de . 8. (1)

In the vicinity of some atomic nuclei, electrons experieneey strong electric fields [12][21][22].
These internal atomic and molecular fields can be partiallgoonpletely oriented by polarizing the
atom or molecule, which together with relativistiterts gives the electron EDM a non-zero average
energy shift. Per Eg[11), this shift can be interpreted asteraction betweed, and an average
effective electric fieldSes produced by the atomic nucleus. The sizeSgf can be shown to scale
approximately as the cube of the atomic numBdR3]. Thus, the species that yield the most sen-
sitive (i.e. largeskgpym) electron EDM measurements are heavy (lafyehighly polarizable atoms
and molecules with unpaired valence electrons whose waegfuns have a large amplitude near the
nucleus.

These principles have guided the search for electron EDMhelast fifty years, during which
time the strongest limits have consistently been set by iatamd molecular experiments. Taljle 1
summarizes the two most recent EDM upper bounds, obtainthdatamic thallium (Tl) and the polar
molecule ytterbium fluoride (YbF), and compares the seritsitof these experiments with ACME’s
demonstrated sensitivity.

2.1 Thorium monoxide electron EDM

ACME's molecule of choice, ThO, combines the aforementibloenefits of a high-Z, polar molecule

with several other powerful advantages. These properti€h© conspire to increase ACME's statis-

tical sensitivity compared to previous electron EDM expents, mitigate the technical demands of

working with molecules rather than atoms, and suppressl@out many systematic errofs ]10].
Meyer and Bohn[111] have calculated theetive internal electric fielées of fully polarized ThO

to be~ 100 GV/cm, which is among the largest of any investigated spectas.field is nearly 4 times

as large as the estimated field in fully polarized YbHE [24hnhe8 times as large as titks achieved in
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partially polarized YbF in the Hinds experiment[17], ane&po%000 times larger than tidgs achieved

in the Tl experiment[19]. Moreover, ThO possesses a lowgynetastable state 3A; (see Fig[L),
which exhibits several features beneficial to an EDM expenimFirstly, it has a measured lifetime
of 1.8 ms [10], sHicient to perform our Ramsey experiment in a molecular beath avicoherence
time of 1.1 ms (see Sectign B8.1). This is comparable to therasite times in both the YbF (642

[1]) and the TI ¢2.5 ms [25]) electron EDM experiments. Secondly, the spith arbital magnetic
moments of a state with\; angular momentum cancel almost perfedily [10], and theluzsig-factor

is measured to by 51 = 4.3(3)x 1073 [13][ This small magnetic moment renders the experiment
highly insensitive to magnetic field imperfections.

Finally, the most advantageous property of theA; state of ThO is its extremely large static
electric dipole polarizability resulting from a pair of mgadegenerate, opposite-parity sublevels split
by only a few hundred kHZ [11][26][15]. This level structugéses polarizabilities on the order of
10* or more times larger than for a more typical diatomic moleaithte, in which an applied electric
field polarizes the molecule by mixing opposite-parity tiotaal levels typically spaced by many GHz.
The opposite-parity sublevel$, J = 1 state are formed by even and odd combinations of molecular
orbitals with opposite signs of the quantum numkees A - J (the projection of the total angular
momentum on the molecular bond axis) and are a general éeatstates with2 > 1 in Hund’s case
(c) molecules[[2[7][28]. Such®-doubled” states are immensely valuable to electron EDMcbems
because they can be fully mixed in electric fields of only a fems or hundreds of ¥m, completely
polarizing the molecule [28][29]. Thus, EDM experiments molecules with-doublets can take
full advantage of the moleculesitective internal field while avoiding the technical challesgand
potential systematic errors introduced by large lab fiekdsthermore, because théfextive electric
field in a fully polarized molecule is independent of the exsdly applied electric fieldE, the electron
EDM signal is also independent of the magnitude of the agdiield [see Eq.[(6)], allowing such
experiments to set limits on systematitegets correlated withE|. Another benefit of the&2-doublet
in ThO is that the polarizeHi-state molecule can be spectroscopically prepared witliptsle either
aligned or anti-aligned witlE, allowing us to switch the sign of the electric field expeded by
the electron EDM without physically changing the laborgtield [30]. As discussed in Sectidn #.2,
this provides a way to rule out systematic errors correlatitiol the sign of the applied field, such as
leakage currents, motional magnetic fields, and geometases[[10][31]. The ACME experiment is
currently taking data to improve its statistics and settinon possible systematic errors.

Besides these features, ThO also provides manifold teahenvantages. All of the relevant optical
transitions (see Fid.]2) are well studied [[26][34][35][[E1][38] and accessible to diode lasers. In
addition, ThO has no nuclear spin and so avoids the comexit hyperfine structure. Finally, despite
the fact that ThO is chemically reactive and its precursoeshéghly refractory, it can be produced in
large quantities in a cryogenic fiar gas beani[14] (see Sectlonl3.2).

3 ACME experiment overview

In order to measure the electron EDM, ACME produces a highifeam of ThO and uses an optical
state preparation and readout scheme to detect the Rarimgy/fhase shift resulting from a non-zero
de - & The measurement and apparatus are described here.

3.1 Measurement scheme

The ACME apparatus and measurement scheme are illustrefégl@ and described in[10]. Molecules
from the beam source enter the interaction region and aecigppted by an optical pumping laser tuned
to theX — Atransition (see Fid.]2). Excitation by this laser and subsetA ~» H spontaneous decay
populate theH state. The measurement is performed in select sublevetgiground ro-vibrational

1 To avoid confusion with similar definitions of the molecutgfactor, we specify that in the present paper’s
notation, the energy shift of a Zeeman sublevelHyfJ = 1 in an applied magnetic field is given lay =
gn.3-118J - B.
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Fig. 1. Sublevel structure of thél 3A; state of ThO. In the absence ofFig. 2. Key levels and transitions
appliedE || ZandB || Zfields, the stationary states are tBaloubled parity in ThO, based ori [10][32][33]. All

eigenstates‘}—i(m = +1)+|Q = —1)), which are split by a few hundred kHz relevant states are in the ground
(solid gray lines) E-fields of ~ 10 V/cm fully mix these doublets in the vibrational level. The electronic
M; = 2-J = +1 states by resolving the aligned and anti-aligned orieottat States are denoted by letters, and
(N = sgnfi- E) = sgn¢- E)M;Q = +1) of the internuclear axin. The the angular momentum character
linear Stark splitting between theséstates (dotted gray lines) is measure®f each state is indicated by molec-
to be 2.13 MHZV/cm). In an applied-field, the measured Zeeman shiftular spectroscopy symbols. The
(dashed gray lines) between thg = +1 states of eachV sublevel ist12 Wwavelength of each transition is
kHz/G [13]. If ds # 0, theseM; levels experience an additional relative shifgiven in nm. The ACME mea-
equal to+2d:Eer (solid black lines). These relative shifts are in oppositgurement scheme makes use of
directions in the twoV levels sinceSe; points in opposite directions. The both diode laser pumped excita-
ACME experiment is performed by measuring the energy shiftveen tions (solid arrows), and sponta-
the state$N, My = —1) and|N, M; = +1) for both A as a function of the neous decays (dotted arrows), as
electric and magnetic field and looking for a shift that defseanly on the described in Sectidn3.1.

signs of N andE. See Sectiorls 3.1 ahd 4.

level @ = 0,J = 1) of theH state. In the absence of an applied electric fig)dsublevels in this
manifold are identified by their quantum numbéfig = +1,0 (projection ofJ along the lab-frame
quantization axig), andP = +1 (parity). The opposite-parit§-doublet levels in théd state have a
very small splitting £ 400 kHz [11][13][26]), which we neglect. When affaiently large (more than

~ 10 V/cm) electric fieldE is applied collinear witle,"the P = +1 sublevels with the same value of
Mj mix completely; the resulting eigenstates have completetgtal polarization, described by the
guantum numbeN = sgn(f - E) = +1. (TheM; = 0 sublevels do not mix.) The relevant energy levels
are shown in Fid.11. The tensor Stark shiff; is defined as the magnitude of the shift of the oriented
IMj] = 1 levels from the unperturbed; = 0 levels. A magnetic fiel ~ 10 mG is also applied
collinear withZ, lifting the degeneracy of th®l; = +1 levels.

Since theH state is populated by spontaneous decay fAgrit is initially in a mixed state, with
all sublevels used in the experiment approximately equadlyulated. By coupling the molecules to
a strong state-preparation laser driving tthe— C transition, we deplete the coherent superposition
of IM; = +1; NV) that couples to the laser polarizatiey) leaving behind a dark state. With the laser
polarizatione, = j for example, the prepared state of the molecules is

1
¥y = 5 (M3 = +L;N) + My = -1, A)) )
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Fig. 3. Schematic of the ACME apparatus and measurement descritectior 8. On the left, a pulse of gas-
phase ThO molecules is produced and cooled infeebgas cell and flows out towards the right in a beam (see
Sectiorf3:R). This beam enters a magnetically shieldeddictien region where uniform, parallel andB-fields

are applied. At the entrance of the field region, the molecal® pumped from thX,v = 0,J =1, M; = +1)
states to th¢A,v = 0, J = 0, M; = 0) state, where they spontaneously decay tdkhe = 0, J = 1) state, equally
populating thgJ = 1, M = +1, N = 1) sublevels (see Fif] 1). Next, a pure superposition of Zeesubtevels
Xy [see Eq.[(D)] is prepared in one of the twostates of H by pumping out the orthogonal superposifian
using linearly polarized light resonant with thé,v =0,J = L, N = +1) — |C,v = 0,J = 1, M; = 0) transition.
Next, the molecule state precesses in the apjitieshd B fields for approximately 1.1 ms as the beam traverses
the 22-cm-long interaction region. The relative phase mxdated between the Zeeman sublevels dependk on
through Eq.[(B). Near the exit of the field region, we read betfinal state of the molecules: By exciting the
[H,o=0,J=1N =+1) - |C,v =0,J = 1, M; = 0) transition with rapidly switched orthogonat &hdy) linear
polarizations and detecting ti@&~» X fluorescence from each polarization, we project the pojuiainto the
|Xn) and|Yy) states. The phase from Ef] (6) is given by cps2A [see Eq.[(TI)].

with N = +1 (N = —1) corresponding to the lower (upp&p}doublet component. The tensor Stark
shift Agt is large enough that levels withftBrent values ofV are spectrally resolved by the state
preparation laser. Hence a particular valugvois chosen by appropriate tuning of the laser frequency.

The molecules in the beam then travel through the intenacégion, where the relative phase of
the two states in the superposition is shifted by the inteao©f py ;-1 with B andde with Ee. The
energy shifts of théVl; = +1 levels in Fig[lL are given approximately by

&(M3, N, E, B) = gn.3-1MyusBB — dp 3 NE + deSer MINE, 3

wheregy j-1 = 4.3(3)x 1072 anddy -1 = 0.84(2) eay are the magnetic g-factor and electric dipole
moments of theH, J = 1 state respectively [13)s5 is the Bohr magnetore is the electron charge,
anday is the Bohr radius. The terms (from left to right) give theeirdction of the magnetic dipole
with the external magnetic field, the Stark shif§;, and the interaction of the electron EDM with
the dfective molecular field. Here we assume that Hiestate is fully polarized, which occurs in
external fields of~ 10 V/cm, much smaller than the typical experimental field of 140rv. The
magnitudes of applied field vectors are given in Roman fagt,®= |B|. The hat denotes the sign of
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a quantity’s projection on the lab-fixed quantization axishe experiment, e.8 = sgn¢- B). This
simple formula neglects a large number of important termsh s the electric field dependence of the
g-factors[[39], background fields, motional fields, etct,this expression will be dficient to explain
the basic measurement procedure.

After free evolution during flight (over a distante= 22 cm in our experiment), the final wave-
function of the molecules is

1, 4
wt) = -5 (€91My = +L;N) + €™ My = =1 A)). 4)
For a molecule with velocity along the beam axis, the accumulated phiasan be expressed as
XL dx
¢ = [e(Mj =+, N,E,B) —e(M; = -1, N,E,B)] — (5)
x=0 2hv
X=L R R
= f (deaeﬁNE + gH,J:l,uBBB) 7 = Jet e (6)
x=0

Using the fact that our beam source has a narrow forward ¥gldistribution (with average for-
ward velocityv and spreadw; < v, see Sectioh 3 2), we make the approximation that all médscu
experience the same phase shift as they traverse the itd@raegion. Furthermore, because tae
andB-fields are highly uniform along the length of the interantiegion, we can pull out the integrand
and write:

- L
e ~ QeEea N E%, and 7

~ L
dB ~ gH,J:LuBBBh_ (8)
v
for all molecules in the beam.
The phas@ is detected by measuring populations in two “quadraturegmments’ Xy ) and|Yy)
of the final state, where we define

Xn) = \irz (IMs = +1; ) + [M, = ~1; A%, and

1
Yy — (Mg =+1;N) =My =-1; N)). 9
YA \/§(| J=+ Y — 1My D) 9)

The quadrature stat&y) (|Yn)) is independently detected by excitation with a laser ciogpthe H
andC states whose polarization ég = X (¢4 = y). The C state quickly decays to the ground state,
emitting fluorescence at 690 nm, which we collect with anyaofdenses and focus into fiber bundles
and light pipes. These in turn deliver the light to two photdiiplier tubes (PMT'sf where it is
detected. This scheme allows fdfieient rejection of scattered light from the detection lasece the
emitted fluorescence photons are at a much shorter wavkléragt the laser.

The probability of detecting a molecule in the quadratuasieebXy ) (Ya)), given byPx = | (XN|¢’fV) 12

(Py = [{Ynl¥}) ?), can be expressed & = cog ¢ (Py = sir’ ¢). The detected fluorescence signal
from each quadrature state is proportional to its poputatide express these signaBx(andSy) as

a number of photoelectron counts per beam pulse, and ®xitg = SoPx(y), whereSy is the total
signal from one beam pulse. Thi& andSy trace out two sinusoidal curves (or Ramsey fringes) of
opposite phase as a function of applied magnetic field. Fohihest sensitivity tde, we “sit on the
side of the Ramsey fringe” where small changegdrare most noticeable, i.e. whedgdps[Sxv)] is
maximized. Therefore, we adjust the magnetic field to yielles phasépg| = 7/4 and rewriteSx
andSy as

SX = So (—B¢g + %) , andSY 5 So (+é¢g + %) (10)

2 Hamamatsu R8900U-20
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Then the EDM phaseg can be determined by constructing the quanfityknown as the asymmetry:

_ Sy —Sx Y-
=515 2Bge (11)
B

2

Note from Eq.[[¥V) thaps is odd inE and N, even inB, and proportional t&€e. In Section 4 we
discuss how to use these correlations to isolate the EDM fienm various systematicfkects.

The shot-noise limited statistical uncertaintydg is 1/(2C YN), whereN is the total number
of photon counts and the quantiy introduced in this expressions is the Ramsey fringe contras
(or visibility), which accounts for indiciencies in state preparation and varying precession tfores
different molecules. Therefore, the shot-noise limited uaa®stin the measured EDM value is [from
differentiatingde with respect taps in Eq. ()] [10]

h

N (— 13
2C7E(NT)L/2 (13)

e

wherer = L/vis the precession time of the molecules in the fieldlis the time-averaged counting rate
of the detectors, and is the total experimental running time. The quantities'dEe are determined
by physical properties of thel-state, as described above, and the large ThO fluxes achigvit
ACME beam source help to keep our uncertainty low by proygjdamgeN.

3.2 ThO buffer gas beam

ACME uses a cryogenic Ifier gas beam source to achieve high single-quantum-stetesities of
the chemically unstable molecular species ThO. The heattiefcold beam apparatus, thefiigu
gas cell (see Fid.13), is similar to those described in eabig¢fer gas cooled beam publications
[40][41][142][43]. Our ACME beam was carefully characteizand described in_[14]. The cell is a
small copper chamber mounted in vacuum and held at a tenopecft16 K with a Cryomech PT415
pulse tube cooler. Cold neonfber gas flows into the cell through afill line at one end of théndiical
volume, and at the other end of the cell, an aperture 5 mm metiar in a thin (0.5 mm) plate is open
to the external vacuum, allowing thefber gas to flow out as a beam. The cell is surrounded by two
nested chambers of metal that are also thermally anchotéd fuulse tube cooler. The inner chamber
is held at 4 K and acts as a high-speed, large-capacity clgpfpor neon, maintaining a high vacuum
of ~ 3uTorr in the system despite largeffer gas throughputs. The outer chamber is kept at 50 K and
serves to shield the inner cryogenic regions from blackladiation emitted by the room temperature
vacuum chamber. Both the 4 K and the 50 K chambers have a witaladmit the ablation laser and
apertures to transmit and collimate thetlen gas beam.

The source of ThO molecules is a ceramic target of thoria gy In@de in-house using established
technique<]44][10]. ThO molecules are introduced intaclevia laser ablation: A Litron Nano TRL
80-200 pulsed Nd:YAG laser is fired at the Thfarget, creating an initially hot plume of gas-phase
ThO molecules. The ablation pulse energy is set to 75-100nchdhee repetition rate to 50 Hz. On a
time scale rapid compared to the emptying time of the cedlineé beam region, the hot ThO molecules
thermalize with the 16 K hiier gas in the cell. Continuous neon flow~at0 SCCM (standard cubic
centimeters per minute) maintains affien gas density ofiy ~ 10°-10 cm3 (~ 10°2-1072 Torr,
where the subscript “0” indicates the steady-state valubefjuantity in the cell). This is flicient
for rapid translational and rotational thermalizationtod tholecules and for producing hydrodynamic
flow out of the cell aperture that entrains a significant facof the molecules before they carffdse
to the cell walls and stick. The result is a 1-3 ms long pulssahbof cold ThO molecules embedded
in a continuous flow of bfiier gas.

Just outside the cell exit, the fhar gas density is still high enough for ThO-Ne collisions fayp
a significant role in the beam dynamics. The average theretatity of the bdfer gas atoms is higher
than that of the molecules by a factor &fmme/m,, Where the subscripts “b” and “mol” indicate
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Fig. 4. Average fluorescence signal from a molecule pulse vs. timeesablation. Each pulse of molecules is
~ 2 ms wide. The inset shows a zoom-in on the fluorescence sigeala 50us interval, revealing the 100 kHz
chopping of the probe laser polarization betwegr X andéy = i, used to measur@x andSy, respectively.

buffer gas and molecule quantities, respectively. Conseguémd ThO moleculefno = 248 amu)
experience collisions primarily from behind, with the faston atomsry, = 20 amu) pushing the
slower ThO molecules ahead of them as they exit the cell. dduslerates the molecules to an average
forward velocityvs that is larger than the thermal velocity of ThO. As thdfbugas pressure in the
cell is increasedy; approachesyp, the thermal velocity of the liter gas.

The angular distribution of a beam has a characteristic apgled given by tang/2) = Av, /2vs,
whereAv, is the transverse velocity spread of the beam. For the ACMiirhéhe apex angle is
0 ~ 30, and the characteristic solid angle?s~ 0.3 sr. The beam velocity is measured to+vé&80
my/s. As the gas cloud expands nearly isentropically out of &lldrto the vacuum, it must also cool.
The measured final longitudinal and rotational temperatfithe beam is- 4 K, yielding a forward
velocity distributionAy; of ~ 30 mys FWHM (full width at half maximum) andf@ciently populating
low-lying rotational levels in the ground electronic stééeg.~ 30% inJ = 1). The total number
of molecules per pulse in the few most populated quantunesstatmeasured to be 10*. This
slow, cold, high-intensity molecular beam provides ACMEha long interaction time over a short
distance, low phase decoherence due to the narrow velgeiag, and a high count rale

4 Data analysis

Figure[4 shows some example data collected using the schesteilied in Sectiohl 3. As derived
in Section3.11, this measurement scheme determines thenatatied phase due to the energy shift
between the twd; levels in eitherV state. This energy shift is given by [see HJ. (3)]:

Ag(N,E,B) = &(M; = +1, N, E, B) — &(M; = -1, N, E, B) (14)
= 2g11.1-1u8BB + 20Ees NE (15)

If we wish to measurel, in a way that is insensitive to noise or uncertainty in theeexdl mag-
netic fieldB, we can repeat the measurement with beBrand take the sum of the measurements,
Ae(N,E,B) + Ae(N, E, -B) = 4dEe NE. We can then take theftierence of the measurements to
isolate the magnetic field interactioks(N, E, B) — Ae(N, E, —B) = 4gy j-1usB. In other words, since

the spin precession in the magnetic field B-ddd” (reverses wheB is reversed), and the electron
EDM precession isB-even”, we can distinguish them by taking repeated measemeswith revers-

ing magnetic fields and looking at sums offdiences of those measurements. Notice that we can also
separate the spin and EDM precession by reversingr E since the two terms also have opposite
parity under reversal of those quantities.
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Table 2. Shot-noise limited electron EDM uncertainty estimatedrfnrmeasured and calculated quantities. The
measured uncertainty is aboutt imes the shot noise limit. Quantities in bold are ingratien Eq. [IB). All
quantities other than thefective electric fieldSe; are either experimental inputs or are derived from measure-
ments taken in the ACME experiment’s ordinary running canfigion as described in the text.

Quantity Value Formula
Effective electric field 104+ 26 GV/cm [11] Eer
Interaction time 1.1+01ms T
Contrast 90 + 5%
Molecule beam brightness
per quantum state per pulse 6-24801° srt
x Solid angle subtended by detection region .3 60.6 x 107° sr
x Pulse rate 50 Hz
x Molecule fraction in EDM state A4+08x102
x Detection iciency 10+ 0.2x 1072
x Duty cycle 05+01 )
Count rate (calculated from above) 3-14x10* st N
Count rate (directly measured) ~5x10t st N
— A ~ p
EDM uncertainty |n. a total running time df 6de = Com INT
From calculatedN 2-9x10° e- cm+/daysT
From measuretl ~6 x10%° e-cm+/dayy T

In a real experiment a number of uncontrollefeets are present, including background fields,
correlated fields (e.g. magnetic fields from leakage cusrertich reverse synchronously witf),
motional fields, geometric phases, and many more [2]. Dedp#& best experimentafferts, these
effects may cause energy shifts larger than the electron EDMieber, we can isolate the electron
EDM from these fects using its uniqueNEB = — —+" parity, i.e. odd parity under molecular dipole
or electric field reversal and even parity under magnetid fieversal.

If we perform 8 repeated experiments, with each of the-B combinations of: N, +E, +B, we
can take sums andftirences to compute the 8i#irent possible parities undaf, E, B reversals, as
shown in Tablé 3. Apart from higher-order terms, such assetesns between background electric
and magnetic fields, the electron EDM is the only term wNtBB = — — + parity. This technique of
isolation by parity is how EDM experiments can perform sewvsimeasurements of the electron EDM
with achievable levels of control of experimental paramseté/e also perform a number of auxiliary
switches to check for other systematic dependences o¥t&B = — — + signal, such as rotating the
polarization angle of the pump and probe lasers and intagihg the positive and negative field plate
voltage leads.

4.1 Statistical sensitivity

The shot-noise limited sensitivity of the ACME experimesigiven by Eq.[{1I3). Other sources of
technical noise may cause the achieved experimental ségsio be larger, but our measurements
indicate that we are very near the shot noise limit [45].

Table[2 derives ACME's expected shot-noise limited staastEDM sensitivity from measured
and calculated quantities. In this table, the interactime t- is equal to the length of the interaction re-
gionL = 22 cm divided by the measured beam velogity 180 m's [14]. The contrast is determined
by measuring the slope of the Ramsey fring@gt= /4.

The count rate can be determined directly, by convertind?kid signal to a photon number, or
indirectly, by starting with the measured molecule beararigity and multiplying by thefciency
of each step in the measurement scheme. The molecule beginniess in a singl&; sublevel of
[X,J = 1) was reported in[14], and the solid angle of the moleculanbased in the measurement is



EPJ Web of Conferences

400

350

300

~

o

=)
T

Number of Blocks
o S

100 -

50

% e =) o 2 /i 6
Difference from Blinded Mean [102° e.cm]

Fig. 5. Distribution of blinded values of the electron EDM calceldfrom data taken over a total of 14 hours on
2 separate days. Each of the 2300 measurements plotted bistbgram was calculated from one “block” of
data, where each block consists of 800 molecular beam pwislevarious parameter switches. The error bars
show the standard deviation on the number of blocks in eastiodriam bin. The solid line is a fitted Gaussian
distribution with a standard deviation ofS8x 102" e- cm. The 1-sigma statistical uncertainty in the EDM from
this plot is 16 x 102 e- cm in 14 hours, which corresponds to a 1-sigma statisticat &ar of about 1x 10728
e-cm in one day of averaging time.

given by geometry: The final molecular beam collimator is Dcfincm in area and is 126 cm from the
beam source, SQqetect= (1 cMY /(126 cm¥. The pulse rate of the YAG is set to 50 Hz. The fraction
of molecules available for detection is given by:

Mol. fraction in EDM state= (optical pumping &iciency of X— A ~s H)
x(fraction of H state sublevels usedexp[-7/(H state lifetime)]
x(Beam attenuation due to background collisions) (16)
=0.67%x 1/6 x exp(-1.2 mg/1.8 ms)x 0.8 = 0.04, a7)

where each value in EJ_{16) was measured separately. Thedtence detectiorfiiency is the
product of the measured geometric collectidiicéency of the detection optics (14%) and the quan-
tum dficiency of the PMT'’s (10%). The duty cycle is the fraction of time during the run that data
is being collected. ACME’s duty cycle is presently arouné&®ilecause of the time required to switch
various parameters (e.g. laser polarization angle), deptine magnetic shields, optimize the ablation
yield, and tune up the lasers during the run.

Figure[® shows a set of EDM data (with an unknown blifiidet added during data processing)
taken over a total of 14 hours on X@irent days. The 1-sigma statistical uncertainty in the EDivhf
this plotis 16 x 10722 e- cm in 14 hours. This corresponds to a 1-sigma statistical éar of about
1x 1028 e-cmin one day of averaging time, which is consistent withinarainty with 1.4 times the
shot-noise limit estimated in Tallé 2.

4.2 Systematic checks

As discussed above, the particular behavior of the eledi#oM under reversal of applied electric
field, applied magnetic field, and molecule electric dipafiertation allows for powerful rejection
of systematic ffects. In order to test our ability to reject experimental érfpctions, we can pur-
posely amplify these imperfections and study théiee on our measured electron EDM. Say that
some quantityX (for example, a non-reversing electric or magnetic fieldnis the electron EDM
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Table 3. Parity of energy shifts of selectedfects in the ACME measurement. Thefdience between the g-
factors of the twoN-states ofH is Ag [39], and the subscript nr denotes the non-reversing coemgoof an
applied field. Products of terms denote correlations beatwieese terms. The terms with— — parity are higher-
order and negligibly small.

NEB Parity  Quantities

+++ Electron spin precession in background (non-reversingnegc fieldB,,
Pumpprobe relative polarizationffset

++ - Electron spin precession in applied magnetic field

+-+ Leakage currentBjeax

-++ Aanh AgBIeakEnr

+ -_—— —

-+ - Electric-field-dependent g-factofs [39]

—-—+ Electron EDM

- AgEn

according to the relatiodease(X) = aX. If the quantityX can only be determined or controlled to
the levelXcontro, then our measurement will have a systematic uncertairgytaimperfections irk

of orderdde x = |aXcontrol- The quantityXconirol Can typically be determined with direct measurements
(magnetometers to measure magnetic fields, spectros@mbinitjues to measure electric fields, op-
tical cavities to determine laser noise, etc.), but it retadd determine. The general technique to
determinex is simply to measurde with varying values o and fit the functional form ol faise( X).

At the time of this writing, no known systematifects in the ThO experiment, includinfects due

to background fields, motional fields, and geometric pham@sexpected to be larger than10-3?
e-cm, well below the statistical sensitivity of the experirhenreasonable averaging tirre [10]. Nev-
ertheless, we are currently in the process of varying a langeber of experimental parameters to look
for unexpected systematiffects.

5 Conclusion

The discovery of an electron EDM or an improvement on its ufipgt by an order of magnitude or
more would have a significant impact on our understandingied&émental particle physics. We have
described an ongoing experiment to search for the electfoM Hsing cold ThO molecules. This
experiment has achieved a one-sigma statistical uncertairi x 10-28e - cm/ VT, where T is the
running time in days. This advance over previously publisbectron EDM experiments was made
possible by the combination of a greatly increased moleéiaprovided by our new cold molecular
beam source and our choice of the ThO molecule, which is fudharizable in small fields and has
the highest ffective electric field of any investigated species. We are norking to put limits on
systematic errors that may be present in the experiment, @heto its advantageous level structure,
is particularly well suited to the suppression and rejectibsystematic #ects while searching for the
electron EDM.
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