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A comparison of theoretical and experimental values of the scalar spin-spin interaction (J-
coupling) in tritium deuteride molecules yield constraints for nucleon-nucleon exotic interactions
of the dimensionless coupling strengths gV gV , gAgA and gpgp, corresponding to the exchange of
an vector, axial-vector, and pseudoscalar (axionlike) boson. The couplings between proton (p) and
nucleon (N), denoted by g

p

V gNV , gppg
N
p are constrained to be less than 1.4 × 10−6 and 2.7 × 10−6,

respectively, for boson masses around 5 keV. The coupling constant g
p
Ag

N
A is constrained to be less

than 1.0 × 10−18 for boson masses ≤ 100 eV. It is noteworthy that this study represents the first
instance in which constraints on gV gV have been established through the analysis of the potential
term V2 + V3 for both tritium deuteride and hydrogen deuteride molecules.

I. INTRODUCTION

Exotic spin-dependent interactions have gained signifi-
cant traction [1], primarily as potential signatures of new
bosons. Possible candidates, such as the axion [2–7] and
paraphoton [8–10], offer explanations for several enduring
puzzles in modern physics, including the origins of dark
matter [11–14] and dark energy, thereby driving exten-
sive experimental searches of spin-dependent interactions
[15–17] across subatomic and astrophysical domains [18–
25].

Early works analyzed experimental data and theoreti-
cal calculations to explore exotic interactions for simple
molecules: dipole-dipole interaction of hydrogen (H2) [26]
and spin-spin J-coupling for deuterated molecular hydro-
gen (HD) [27] respectively, and produced upper limits on
the strengths of exotic interactions between protons (p-p)
and proton and nucleon (p-N).

In this work, we utilize existing measurements and cal-
culations of J-coupling for another isotopic variant of H2

and HD, the deuterium tritide (DT) molecule, to explore
spin-dependent exotic interactions. Specifically, we focus
on the data from the latest experimental work by Gar-
bacz et al. [28] and the latest theory by Puchalski et al.
[29], which considered corrections ignored in the earlier
theoretical work and brought the experiment and theory
into agreement with each other.

The J-coupling interaction [30] has the form J I1 · I2
(here, I1,2 are nuclear spin operators), and is present
[31, 32] due to second-order hyperfine interaction [33].
The J-coupling interaction, in contrast to the magnetic
dipole-dipole interaction, does not average out by molec-
ular tumbling and can be observed in fluid samples.

Our goal is to constrain exotic spin dependent interac-
tion between nucleons via several potential terms, includ-

ing (V2 + V3)|V V [see Eq. (2) and Ref. [17]] that has not
been studied yet. The strong motivation to explore ex-
otic spin-dependent interactions in the context of beyond-
standard-model scenarios is discussed in [1, 34].

II. DT J-COUPLING RESULTS

While there are various theoretical and experimental
studies of H2 and HD [28, 29, 35–41], DT is explicitly
considered in only a few references [28, 29, 42].
Garbacz et al. [28] investigated the J-coupling con-

stants for DT using gas-phase nuclear magnetic reso-
nance (NMR) at 300K. The experimental values were
measured and corrected for intermolecular interactions
and other density-dependent effects using zero-density
extrapolation. By comparison with full configuration
interaction (FCI) level theoretical calculations, Garbacz
et al. [28] revealed discrepancies, proportional to the in-
verse of the reduced mass of DT that may arise from
nonadiabatic effects.
Puchalski et al. [29] used a variational approach to cal-

culate the J-couplings in hydrogen molecules, achieving
precise results for DT at 300K using the adiabatic ap-
proximation. They also pointed out that the theoretical-
experimental difference (∼ -0.09Hz) was likely caused
by nonadiabatic effects and could be corrected with fi-
nite nuclear mass corrections, estimated with a value of
-0.10Hz.
Table I summarizes the latest theoretical and experi-

mental results as well as the difference (µ) between theory
and experiment, the combined uncertainty (σ), and use
these to derive ∆J , representing the maximum deviation.
The calculations are based on the following equations:
µ = Theory − Expt , σ =

√

σth
2 + σexpt

2 , where σth

and σexpt are uncertainties for theory and experiment,
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respectively. ∆J is derived from the integral equation
given by:

I =

∫ ∆J

−∆J

1√
2πσ

e−
(x−µ)2

2σ2 dx = 95% , (1)

where 95% confidence level is chosen to give constraints
for exotic interaction between neucleons in this work.

TABLE I. Comparison of most accurate theoretical and ex-
perimental values of the constant J for DT to calculate ∆J . A
high-precision value of J = 45.6506(9) was obtained in [29] in
the adiabatic approximation. The estimated value for nona-
diabatic effects is −0.10Hz [29] but it has not been carefully
evaluated yet. In our calculation, we add this value to the
theoretical value with a 100% uncertainty. Other theoretical
and experimental, results are discussed in App.A.

Parameter J-coupling (300K) References
Theory (Hz) 45.55(10) [29]
Expt (Hz) 45.56(2) [28]
µ (Hz) 0.01
σ (Hz) 0.102
∆J (Hz) (95%) 0.201

III. CONSTRAINTS FOR EXOTIC
INTERACTIONS

The theoretical framework for spin-dependent exotic
interactions was built step by step [15–17]. High-
precision NMR measurements can be sensitive to exotic
forces [27]. For example, the strength of an exotic force
can be constrained by comparing the experimental re-
sults with theoretical predictions, similarly to what is
done in atomic spectroscopy [18], with trapped ions [43],
or in parity-violation studies [44, 45]. Here, we use the
most recent experimental results to extend the analysis
to DT, obtaining constraints for nucleon-nucleon inter-
actions and extending the analysis to a range of spin-
dependent interactions [17] gV gV , gAgA and gpgp.

A. Vector/vector interactions

Following the theoretical framework presented in
Ref. [17] and [34], vector/vector interactions have con-
tributions from not only spin-independent V1 potential
term, but also from spin-dependent (V2 + V3)|V V and
V4+5|V V potential terms. The (V2 + V3)|V V term was
not, to our knowledge, studied before. The only similar
term is (V2 + V3)|AA, studied in [19] which has a factor
of 2 difference in the contact term with (V2 + V3)|V V in
the potential form. The (V2 +V3)|V V potential we study
has the form:

(V2 + V3)|V V =

gXV gYV
~
3

16πcmXmY

[

σX · σY

(

1

r3
+

1

λr2
+

1

λ2r
− 8π

3
δ(r)

)

− (σX · r̂) (σY · r̂)
(

3

r3
+

3

λr2
+

1

λ2r

)]

e−r/λ .

(2)
Here σX and σY are vectors of Pauli matrices of the
spins si = ~σi/2 of the two fermions, r is the distance
between particles X and Y , r̂ is the unit position vector
directed from particle Y to particle X , while mX and mY

denote the masses of fermionsX and Y , respectively. For
the DT molecule, we use the equilibrium value 1.40108 a0
[46].
Following the discussion in Ledbetter et al. [27], the

δ-function contribution to V3 is neglected because the
Coulomb repulsion of the two nuclei. The measurements
presented in Tab. I were carried out in the gas phase,
so the internuclear vector r̂ suffers random reorientation
due to collisions, leading to the averaging of Eq. (2), see
App.B. Similar powers in Eq. (2) are canceled on averag-
ing, and also the δ-function part of the potential does not
contribute to any energy shift, thus the only remaining
relevant term is ∝ 1/r.
This gives an effective exotic J-coupling ∆J3I1I2,

where I1,2 are the respective spins of the deuteron and
tritium:

∆J2+3|V V = −gpV g
N
V

~
3

2πm2
Nc

1

3λ2r
e−r/λ , (3)

where gpV g
N
V = gTV g

D
V /2, with gTV = gpV and gDV = gnV +

gpV ≡ 2 × gNV . mN is the nucleon mass, assuming the
neutron and proton masses are equal. For the duteron
the spins of the proton and neutron add to a total nuclear
spin 1 [47], so that 〈I2〉 = ~〈σp〉 = ~〈σn〉. For the triton,
which is composed of one proton and two neutrons, given
that the two neutrons pair up with a total spin 0, the
overall spin of the tritium nucleus is determined by the
remaining proton, which has a spin of 1/2 [48]. Therefore,
both DT and HD can provide us constraints on exotic p-
N interaction.
The constraints for gV gV we obtained is show in Fig. 1.

We also do the calculation for HD using the averaged
theoretical and experimental results in [27] to obtain the
constraints for gV gV , based on Eq. (2) and (3). Note
that there are recent experiments [37] and theory [29] for
HD, however, the implications of these will be discussed
elsewhere. In addition, we present the n-N constraints
obtained from neutron-diffraction via potential V4+5 [49].
We rescale their constraints for gAgA to gV gV [16, 34, 50]
by comparing V4+5|AA and V4+5|V V :

V4+5|AA =

gXA gYA
~
2

16πc

mX

mY (mX +mY )
σX · (v × r̂)

(

1

r2
+

1

λr

)

e−r/λ ,

(4)
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FIG. 1. Constraints, depicted by coloured regions, on the
coupling constant product gV gV as a function of the inter-
action range λ shown on the bottom x-axis. The top x-axis
represents the new spin-1 boson mass M . Constraints for ex-
otic interaction between p-N are obtained from comparison of
measured and calculated J constant for DT (solid blue curve,
shaded light blue region). Others (labeled with *) are inter-
preted/translated in this work, based on data collected for
HD [27] (dashed green curve, shaded light green region) and
constraints for n-N from [49] (dash-dotted red curve, shaded
light red region), respectively.

and

V4+5|V V =

gXV gYV
~
2

16πc

2mX +mY

mX(mX +mY )
σX · (v × r̂)

(

1

r2
+

1

λr

)

e−r/λ .

(5)

B. Axial-vector/axial-vector interactions

In the case of spin-1 axial vector (A) bosons, the exotic
potential V2 is [17]:

V2 = −gXA gYA
~c

4π
σX · σY

1

r
e−r/λ , (6)

which gives

∆J2|AA = −gpAg
N
A

~c

π

1

r
e−r/λ . (7)

The constraint for gAgA obtained is shown in Fig. 2.
The constraints for p-N obtained from HD [27] and con-
straints for n-p obtained by the study of cross sections
for spin exchange between alkali metal atoms and noble
gases [51] are presented for comparison.

The exotic potential V3|AA is also rarely studied [17,

FIG. 2. Constraints, depicted by coloured regions, on the
coupling constant product gAgA as a function of the inter-
action range λ shown on the bottom x-axis. The top x-axis
represents the new spin-1 boson mass M . Constriants for
exotic interaction between p-N are obatined from compara-
ision of measured and calculated J constant for DT (solid
blue curve, shaded light blue region). The other one are con-
straints for p-N from [27] (dashed green curve, shaded light
green region) and constraints for n-p from [51] (dash-dotted
red curve, shaded light red region).

19]:

V3|AA = −~cgXA gYAλ2

[

σX · σY

(

1

r3
+

1

λr2
+

4π

3
δ(r)

)

−

(σX · r̂) (σY · r̂)
(

3

r3
+

3

λr2
+

1

λ2r

)]

e−r/λ

4π
,

(8)
which gives

∆J3|AA = gpAg
N
A

~c

π

1

3r
e−r/λ . (9)

Compared to Eq. (7), one can notice that the con-
straints for gAgA from V3 is 3 times weaker than the
one obtained from V2. Thus it is not presented in Fig. 2
for clarity.

C. Pseudoscalar/pseudoscalar interactions

The potential V3 represents a dipole-dipole interaction
generated by exchange of a pseudoscalar axion or axion-
like particle (ALP) between fermions [17]:

V3 =

− gXp gYp
~
3

16πc

1

mXmY

[

σX · σY ·
(

1

r3
+

1

λr2
+

4π

3
δ(r)3

)

−(σX · r̂)(σY · r̂)
(

3

r3
+

3

λr2
+

1

λ2r

)]

e−r/λ .

(10)
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Similar to the analysis in Sec. III A, we obtain:

∆J3|pp = gppg
N
p

~
3

4πm2
Nc

1

3λ2r
e−r/λ , (11)

FIG. 3. Constraints, depicted by coloured regions, on the cou-
pling constant product gpgp as a function of the interaction
range λ shown on the bottom x-axis. The top x-axis repre-
sents the new spin-1 boson mass M . Constriants for exotic
interaction between p-N are obatined from comparaision of
measured and calculated J constant for DT (solid blue curve,
shaded light blue region). Others are existing constraints for
p-N and p-p from [27] (dashed green curve, shaded light green
region) and [26] (dashe-dotted red curve, shaded light red re-
gion), respectively.

The constraints for gpgp we obtained are shown in
Fig. 3. For comparison, the limits obtained from Ram-
sey’s molecular-beam measurements [26] of H2 dipole-
dipole interactions and the limits obtained from HD [27]
are presented. There are also earlier and weaker con-
straints for exotic interactions between neutron and pro-
ton n-p from [51].

IV. CONCLUSION

In summary, we used experimental and theoretical J-
coupling values in tritium deuteride to constrain spin-
dependent forces due to the exchange of exotic pseu-
doscalar, vector, and axial-vector particles. Stringent
constraints are obtained for coupling strength combina-
tions gpgp, gV gV and gAgA for exotic nucleon-nucleon
interaction (p-N). Especially, following the latest the-
oretical framework [17, 34], we first set constraints on
gV gV by studying (V2+V3). We noticed that the HD re-
sults [27] can also be interpreted as constraints on gV gV .
Further improvement relies on theoretical considera-

tion of nonadiabatic and other corrections [29] and more
accurate experiments [52]. For example, if the −0.10

Hz correction estimated from nonadiabatic effects can be
confirmed, the current constraints from DT could be im-
proved by a factor of 5. Additionally, if the experimental
uncertainty can simultaneously be reduced by a factor
of 10, the overall improvement in the current constraints
could be approximately a factor of 15.
While some of our current results for the exotic cou-

plings are similar to those of Ledbetter et al. [27] (see
Fig. 3 and 2), it is important to emphasize that they are
obtained from independent data for a different molecule.
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APPENDIX

Appendix A: Existing experiment and theoretical
results for DT

FIG. 4. Current experiment and theoretical study of the J-
coupling constants of DT [28, 29, 42].

Figure. 4 presents all four existing experimental and
theoretical results for the J-coupling constants of DT.
Compare to earlier theoretical result J = 45.67(5) Hz
from [28] and experimental result J = 45.5(1) Hz from
[42], the other two latest results have better uncertainty
and are thus used in the main text to search for exotic
spin-dependent interactions. Note that the earlier the-
oretical result [28] did not involve non-adiabatic correc-
tions.
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Appendix B: Spherical Averaging of Magnetic
Dipole Interaction

Consider two magnetic dipoles σX and σY . The spher-
ical average of the interaction term (σX · r̂)(σY · r̂) over
all orientations of r̂ can be calculated as follows:
The unit vector in spherical coordinates is represented

as:

r̂ = (sin θ cosφ, sin θ sinφ, cos θ) (B1)

The dot products (σX · r̂) and (σY · r̂) are:

(σX · r̂) = µ1x sin θ cosφ+µ1y sin θ sinφ+µ1z cos θ (B2)

(σY · r̂) = µ2x sin θ cosφ+µ2y sin θ sinφ+µ2z cos θ (B3)

The product of these expressions is:

(σX · r̂)(σY · r̂) = (µ1x sin θ cosφ+ µ1y sin θ sinφ+ µ1z cos θ)

(µ2x sin θ cosφ+ µ2y sin θ sinφ+ µ2z cos θ)
(B4)

Averaging over the sphere involves integrating this
product over all directions and normalizing by the surface
area of the sphere:

〈(σX · r̂)(σY · r̂)〉 = 1

4π

∫ 2π

0

∫ π

0

(σX · r̂)(σY · r̂) sin θ dθ dφ
(B5)

Using the orthogonality relations of trigonometric
functions over the integration interval:

∫ 2π

0

cosφ sinφdφ = 0,

∫ 2π

0

cos2 φdφ =

∫ 2π

0

sin2 φdφ = π,

∫ π

0

sin3 θ dθ =
4

3
,

∫ π

0

sin θ cos2 θ dθ =
2

3
.

(B6)

These relations lead to the simplification and averag-
ing:

〈(σX · r̂)(σY · r̂)〉 = 1

3
(σX · σY ) (B7)

In the DT system, after averaging the (V2+V3)|V V po-
tential, it yielding an effective exotic J coupling ∆J3I1I2
with

∆J3 =
gTV g

D
V

2

1

4πm2
N

2m2e−r/λ

3r
(B8)
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Journal of Molecular Graphics and Modelling 62, 26 (2015).
[39] T. Enevoldsen, J. Oddershede, and S. P. A. Sauer,

Theor. Chem. Acc. 100, 275 (1998).
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