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Nonlinearities in King plots (KP) of isotope shifts (IS) can reveal the existence of beyond-
Standard-Model (BSM) interactions that couple electrons and neutrons. However, it is crucial
to distinguish higher-order Standard Model (SM) effects from BSM physics. We measure the IS of
the transitions 3P0 → 3P1 in Ca14+ and 2S1/2 → 2D5/2 in Ca+ with sub-Hz precision as well as

the nuclear mass ratios with relative uncertainties below 4× 10−11 for the five stable, even isotopes
of calcium (40,42,44,46,48Ca). Combined, these measurements yield a calcium KP nonlinearity with a
significance of ∼ 900σ. Precision calculations show that the nonlinearity cannot be fully accounted
for by the expected largest higher-order SM effect, the second-order mass shift, and identify the
little-studied nuclear polarization as the only remaining SM contribution that may be large enough
to explain it. Despite the observed nonlinearity, we improve existing KP-based constraints on a hy-
pothetical Yukawa interaction for most of the new boson masses between 10 eV/c2 and 107 eV/c2.

Introduction.—The Standard Model of particle physics
(SM) is incomplete: it cannot, for instance, explain
the observed matter-antimatter asymmetry of the uni-
verse [1, 2], does not contain a viable dark matter candi-
date (see e.g. [3] for a review) and lacks neutrino masses
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† Current address Oxford Ionics, Kidlington, OX5 1GN , UK

inferred from the observation of neutrino oscillations [4].
The quest to discover beyond-Standard-Model (BSM)
physics requires searches across different frontiers and
technologies, including accelerators at the energy fron-
tier, rare processes at the intensity frontier, observations
at the cosmic frontier, and low-energy experiments at
the precision frontier. Precision isotope shift (IS) spec-
troscopy has been used to search for a new fundamental
interaction mediated by a hypothetical scalar boson ϕ
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that would couple electrons and neutrons [5, 6]. To low-
est order, the SM predicts a linear relation between the
IS of two transitions in a so-called King plot (KP) [7],
but an additional bosonic field would introduce a nonlin-
earity (NL) there. However, higher-order effects within
the SM can also lead to a NL [6, 8–10]. Recently, dis-
tinct sources of NL were uncovered in the KP of ytter-
bium, which were attributed to effects of its large and
deformed nucleus rather than to a new boson [11–15]. In
contrast to Yb, the KP of the calcium isotopic chain thus
far appeared to be linear within measurement uncertain-
ties [16, 17] since the lower mass and spherical nucleus of
Ca suppress finite nuclear-size effects by three orders of
magnitude relative to Yb [16, 17].
In this Letter, we report on the observation of a nonlinear
KP in Ca by combining measurements of (i) the absolute
frequencies of the 3P0 → 3P1 optical transition in highly
charged ACa14+ with an IS uncertainty < 150 mHz, (ii)
the 2S1/2 → 2D5/2 transition in Ca+ with its IS uncer-
tainties reduced to < 70 mHz by correlation spectroscopy,
and (iii) the relative nuclear masses in a Penning trap
to better than 4 × 10−11. These measurements include
all five stable and even isotopes (A = 40, 42, 44, 46, 48)
of calcium. Our calculations of the second-order mass
shift and nuclear polarization show that the observed NL
are compatible with higher-order SM contributions. For
most of the parameter space, our data places the most
stringent KP-derived constraints to date on the existence
of a new boson. Our bounds are limited by the current
theoretical uncertainty on nuclear polarization and on
the second-order mass shift in Ca+.

Precision measurements.—In Ca14+, we measured
the IS of the recently found magnetic-dipole-allowed
3P0 → 3P1 fine-structure transition at 570 nm [18] with
an excited-state lifetime of 11 ms, using similar meth-
ods to those of our previous work in Ar13+ [19]. Highly
charged ions (HCI) are produced in an electron beam ion
trap starting from ablation-loaded isotopically enriched
samples [20]. The ions are extracted, decelerated and re-
trapped in a cryogenic Paul trap [21–26]. Since HCI lack
fast-cycling laser cooling transitions, we employ sympa-
thetic cooling and quantum-logic spectroscopy using a co-
trapped Be+ logic ion [27, 28]. The Ca14+ transition was
sequentially robed with a laser that was pre-stabilized
to the ultra-stable Si2 cavity at PTB [29] resulting in a
Hz-level laser linewidth. The Ca14+ transition was se-
quentially probed with a laser that was pre-stabilized to
the ultra-stable Si2 cavity at PTB [29] resulting in a Hz-
level laser linewidth. We probed the three transitions to
the excited-state Zeeman manifold with this laser. The
laser was steered to the average frequency of the three
transitions, which is then free of the linear Zeeman shift
and the quadrupole shift. From the measured frequency
ratios and the Yb+ frequency, we extract the absolute
frequencies and the IS δνAA′

570 = (ρA − ρA
′
) × νYb be-

tween isotope A and a reference isotope A′ = 40, shown

in Tab. I. We attain an overall uncertainty of the IS of
about 150 mHz, which is dominated by the statistical un-
certainty. Details are discussed in the Supplemental Ma-
terial [33] and Refs. [34–46].
To perform IS measurements of the 2S1/2 → 2D5/2

electric-quadrupole transition in Ca+, we employed cor-
relation spectroscopy [47–49]. We co-trapped the refer-
ence A′

Ca+ ion with another ACa+ isotope in a linear
Paul trap. After an initial π/2-pulse on both ions, the
two-ion state is in the superposition

|ψ⟩ =
1

2
(|gAgA′⟩ + |eAeA′⟩) +

1

2
(|gAeA′⟩ + |eAgA′⟩), (1)

where |g⟩ is a Zeeman state in the S1/2-submanifold
and |e⟩ is a state in the D5/2-submanifold. The state
1√
2
(|gAgA′⟩+|eAeA′⟩) is subject to decoherence and leads

to a constant background in the final signal for the mea-
surement times used in our experiment. In contrast, the
state |Ψ+⟩ = 1√

2
(|gAeA′⟩ + |eAgA′⟩) is in a decoherence-

free subspace that rejects common-mode noise and pre-
cesses at the IS frequency during the Ramsey waiting
time. A final π/2-pulse on both ions imprints the ac-
cumulated phase onto the parity of the two-ion state,
which was then extracted by optical state detection. We
conducted measurements at five different Ramsey wait-
ing times: 30 ms, 50 ms, 100 ms, 300 ms, and 325 ms. For
each of them, we scanned the relative phase in the second
π/2-pulse between the two ions to unambiguously deter-
mine the phase accumulated during the Ramsey waiting
time. From a linear fit to the measured phases we extract
the IS frequency. The two isotopes were addressed simul-
taneously by driving a broadband electro-optical modu-
lator at the two frequencies required by the pair of Ca
ions. The frequency difference was generated by a mi-
crowave signal generator referenced to a GPS-disciplined
rubidium clock. The IS was measured for two transi-
tions, |S1/2,mJ = −1/2⟩ → |D5/2,mJ = −1/2⟩ and
|S1/2,mJ = +1/2⟩ → |D5/2,mJ = +1/2⟩, as well as
with the ions in two different spatial configurations in
which the ions were aligned in the order A−A′ or A′−A
along the trap axis. Averaging over these four measure-
ments suppresses the differential first-order Zeeman shift
caused by differential Landé g-factors, a magnetic field
gradient and other potentially position-dependent sys-
tematic shifts such as electric-quadrupole shifts or AC
Stark shifts due to laser light leakage [49]. Details of the
setup, methods, and uncertainty budget are discussed in
the Supplemental Material [33] and Refs. [50–56].
The nuclear mass ratios were determined with the
Penning-trap mass spectrometer PENTATRAP by mea-
suring the cyclotron frequency ratios between highly
charged Ca isotopes in four stacked identical Penning
traps, combined with high-precision calculations of their
electronic binding energies, as in our recent work on Yb
isotope mass ratios [15]. A single ion is loaded in each
of the three trapping regions in alternating isotope se-
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TABLE I. Nuclear mass ratios RAA′ and isotope shift (IS) frequencies in Hz and their 1-σ uncertainties in parentheses. The IS
of the 3P0 → 3P1 transition in Ca14+ is denoted as δν570, the IS of the 2S1/2 → 2D5/2 and 2D3/2 → 2D5/2 in Ca+ as δν729
and δνDD, respectively. The reference isotope is A′ = 40.

A RAA′ δνAA′
570 δνAA′

729 δνAA′
DD

42 1.049 961 066 498(15) 539 088 421.24(12) 2 771 872 430.217(27)a -3 519 944.6(60)b

44 1.099 943 105 797(15) 1 030 447 731.64(11) 5 340 887 395.288(38)a -6 792 440.1(59)b

46 1.149 958 773 895(30) 1 481 135 946.74(14) 7 768 401 432.916(63)a -9 901 524(21)c

48 1.199 990 087 090(40) 1 894 297 294.53(14) 9 990 382 526.834(55)a -12 746 588.2(57)b

a Statistical and systematic uncertainty added in quadrature.
b Calculated using δν729 from this work and δν732 from Ref. [17]
c Taken from Ref. [16]

quence A − A′ − A, while leaving the top trap empty.
In the two central traps, the free cyclotron frequency
ωA
c = qAB/MA of the trapped ions with charge-to-mass

ratio qA/MA were determined in the magnetic field B.
Note that MA includes the electron masses and their
binding energies. We obtain ωA

c by measuring the axial
frequency ωA

z , the modified cyclotron frequency ωA
+ and

the magnetron frequency ωA
− of the ions and applying the

invariance theorem (ωA
c )2 = (ωA

+)2 + (ωA
z )2 + (ωA

−)2 [57].
The three eigenfrequencies were directly measured us-
ing an axial detection system (ωA

z ), or indirectly using
mode coupling [58] to the axial motion (ωA

−) and ad-
ditional phase-sensitive methods (ωA

+) for highest preci-
sion [59]. By shuttling the ions after each measurement
sequence between neighboring traps, the ion species (and
isotopes) were permuted in the central traps to deter-
mine the cyclotron-frequency ratio of the two ions in the
same magnetic field. The axial motion with its eigen-
frequency ωA

z is proportional to
√
qAU0/MA, with the

voltage U0 being the axial trap depth. We tune U0

to bring the axial motion in resonance with the detec-
tion system. We chose charge states between 10+ and
15+ for the different isotopes to reduce the difference in
qA/MA, and tuned the axial detection system to keep
the same potential in the central traps between measure-
ments of ion pairs [15]. Through the measured ratios
Rωc

= ωA′
c /ωA

c = qA′/qA ×MA/MA′ , we determine the
ratio of the nuclear masses mA and mA′ as

RAA′ =
mA

mA′

= Rωc
+

Rωc(q̄A′me − E
q̄A′
A′ ) − (q̄Ame − E q̄A

A )

m(A′Ca) − 20me + E20
A′

.

(2)

Here, A′ = 40 is the reference isotope and q̄A = 20 − qA
the number of bound electrons in the ionic charge state
for isotope A. Then, E20

A′ and E q̄A
A are the total electronic

binding energies of the corresponding neutral and highly
charged isotopes, respectively. We calculated those with
uncertainties below 0.2 eV using an ab initio method im-
plemented in the GRASP2018 code [60] (see Supplemen-

tal Material [33] and Refs. [61–69]). The neutral mass
m(40Ca) [70] and the electron mass me [71] are taken
from literature. The final nuclear mass ratios are given
in Tab. I.
Nonlinear King plot.—To leading order, the IS of a

transition i is the sum of mass shift (MS) and field shift,
each factorizable into electronic and nuclear parts [7]:

δνAA′
i = Ki µ

AA′
+ Fi δ⟨r2⟩AA′

. (3)

The first term reflects the mass-dependent nonrelativistic
recoil of the nucleus, proportional to µAA′

= mA−mA′
mAmA′ =

1
mA′

RAA′−1
RAA′ and to the electronic coefficient Ki. The sec-

ond one originates from the finite size of the nucleus and
is proportional to the difference in mean-squared nuclear
charge radii, δ⟨r2⟩AA′

= ⟨r2⟩A − ⟨r2⟩A′
and to the elec-

tronic coefficient Fi. The relatively poorly known radii
can be eliminated with an IS measurement of a second
transition j, yielding the linear King relation [7]:

δν̄AA′
j = Kji + Fjiδν̄

AA′
i , (4)

where δν̄AA′
i,j = δνAA′

i,j /µAA′
are the modified isotope

shifts, Fji ≡ Fj/Fi and Kji ≡ Kj − FjiKi. In com-
bination with our mass measurements, our IS measure-
ments of 3P0 → 3P1 in Ca14+ and 2S1/2 → 2D5/2 in
Ca+,which we label ”570” and ”729” in Tab. I, respec-
tively, reveal a significant NL of ∼ 900σ of the KP, shown
in Fig. 1 (definition of our NL measure in the Supplemen-
tal Material [33]).

Nonlinearity decomposition.—A NL can result from
either higher-order SM contributions, or BSM physics.
To account for both of these, we extend Eq. (4) following
Ref. [72]:

δ⃗ν̄j = Kji1⃗ + Fjiδ⃗ν̄i +
∞∑

ℓ=1

G
(ℓ)
ji
⃗̄η (ℓ) , (5)

where ℓ runs over the possible higher-order terms. With
the possible exception of the nuclear polarizability con-
tribution (discussed later), these terms factorize into
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FIG. 1. A nonlinearity with a significance of ∼ 900σ ap-
pears in the King plot displaying the modified isotope shifts
of the transitions 2S1/2 → 2D5/2 in Ca+ (δν̄729) and those of
3P0 → 3P1 in Ca14+ (δν̄570). The blue line displays a lin-
ear orthogonal-distance regression to the data (red crosses)
of Tab. I. Insets: Zoomed-in region around the data points,
in which the uncertainties displayed by the red ellipses were
magnified by a factor 1000 to aid visibility.

an electronic part, G
(ℓ)
ji = G

(ℓ)
j − FjiG

(ℓ)
i with isotope-

independent coefficients G
(ℓ)
i , and nuclear parameters

⃗̄η (ℓ) [10], which we express as mass-normalized vectors
in isotope-pair space (four-dimensional, in our case) [72].

The vectors 1⃗ and δ⃗ν̄i in Eq. (5) span the plane of King
linearity in isotope-pair space. Each source of NL pro-
duces a signature pattern of residuals in the KP and has
a finite projection on two out-of plane vectors, Λ⃗+ and

Λ⃗−. Together, the four vectors form a basis such that

δ⃗ν̄j = Kji1⃗ + Fjiδ⃗ν̄i +
(
λ+Λ⃗+ + λ−Λ⃗−

)
. (6)

The vectors Λ⃗+ ∝ (δν̄3i − δν̄2i , δν̄
1
i − δν̄4i , δν̄

4
i − δν̄1i , δν̄

2
i −

δν̄3i ) and Λ⃗− ∝ (δν̄4i −δν̄2i , δν̄1i −δν̄3i , δν̄2i −δν̄4i , δν̄3i −δν̄1i )
span the patterns of residuals for the four points around
the straight-line fit, where the superscripts (1, 2, 3, 4)
label the isotope pairs (40-42, 40-44, 40-46, 40-48). We
can hence decompose any pattern of residuals in the KP
into a vector sum of the contributing effects, using the
decomposition analysis pioneered in Refs. [11, 14]. This
analysis translates the KP residuals into a point in (λ+,
λ−)-space; our data yields the black cross in Fig. 2. Each
potential source of NL can only contribute a vector along
a specific direction in this plot, because the nuclear de-
pendence of the effect fixes the ratio λ+/λ−. The elec-

tronic coefficient, G
(ℓ)
ji in Eq. (5), determines the mag-

nitude of the effect’s vector contribution. Based on pre-
vious [10] and our current calculations, two SM effects

contribute to the NL we observe: second-order MS and
nuclear polarization, discussed later. Other higher-order
effects, like nuclear deformation [73] are expected to be
significantly smaller (see Supplemental Material [33]). A
scalar boson, ϕ, coupling neutrons and electrons could
also contribute to the NL, by generating a Yukawa po-
tential:

Vϕ(r,mϕ) = −αBSM(A− Z)
e−mϕr

r
, (7)

where mϕ is the boson mass, and αBSM = yeyn

4π represents
the coupling strength of the boson to electrons (ye) and
neutrons (yn). The contribution to the IS is parametrized

by an electronic coefficient G
(1)
i = αBSMXi and nuclear

parameter η̄AA′
(1) = γAA′

/µAA′
= (A − A′)/µAA′

(which
determines the direction of the new boson contribution
to be along the cyan line in Fig. 2). The Xi are differ-
ences of the overlap of the Yukawa potential with the
electronic wave-functions of the involved electrons and
were calculated using the AMBiT code (see Supplemen-
tal Material [33] and Ref. [74]). The second-order MS has

electronic coefficient G
(2)
i = K

(2)
i and nuclear parame-

ter η̄AA′
(2) = µAA′

(2) /µ
AA′

= 1
m2

A′

R2
AA′−1

R2
AA′

/µAA′
(red line

in Fig. 2). We calculated K
(2)
570 = −1.0(1) GHz × amu2

(see Supplemental Material [33] and Refs. [8, 75, 76])
and combined it with the previously calculated value

1.0 0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0
+  (arb. unit)

0.75

0.50

0.25

0.00

0.25

0.50

0.75

1.00

 (a
rb

. u
ni

t)

Experiment: 729/ 570

MS(2): 729/ 570

Residual NL (MS(2) subtracted): 729/ 570

Nuclear polarization: 729/ 570 
New Physics

50%

25%

10%

FIG. 2. Decomposition plot comparing the measured NL
(black cross, uncertainty not visible at this scale) with predic-
tions of different NL sources. Red dot (solid bars denote un-
certainties): Calculated second-order MS. Orange dot: Resid-
ual NL after subtracting the second-order MS from the data.
Green dot: Nuclear polarization contribution, with ellipses
bounding possible values assuming theoretical uncertainties
of 50%, 25% and 10%. Cyan line: Direction of new boson
contribution.
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K
(2)
729 = 0.59 GHz×amu2 [10] to predict the magnitude of

this effect, shown as the red dot in Fig. 2. Evidently, this
effect alone cannot account for our observed NL, since
the direction of the red line does not intersect the black
cross. The calculated values of K

(2)
i enable us to subtract

the second-order MS from the data, obtaining the resid-
ual NL (orange dot in Fig. 2). This cannot be explained
by a new-boson contribution alone, since it’s not inter-
sected by the cyan line. To estimate whether it can be
explained instead by nuclear polarization, we use existing
calculations for Ca+ [10] and perform new ones for Ca14+

using the framework and nuclear model of Ref. [10] (see
Supplemental Material [33] and Ref. [77, 78]). We treat
the nuclear polarization in the Coulomb approximation
with contributions from the dominant nuclear rotational
transition and estimates for the giant resonances up to
octupole order [79]. Assigning an uncertainty to the cal-
culated value is difficult, especially for differential quan-
tities, since they are inevitably phenomenological and
depend on various model assumptions and parameters.
Since this effect essentially mixes nuclear and electronic
subsystems and is not a priori factorizable, we cannot
assign to it a definitive direction on the plot. Instead,
we show in Fig. 2 the center value of the NL contributed
by the calculated nuclear polarization (green dot), along-
side uncertainty ellipses bounding its possible values. We
estimate 50% uncertainty on the IS of the calculated ra-
tio functions gab introduced in the Supplemental Mate-
rial [33]. Since this uncertainty is dominated by the nu-
clear model, we treat it here as correlated across the two
transitions, but uncorrelated across isotope pairs. The
resulting uncertainty ellipse overlaps with our measured
NL, making it compatible with the SM. A reduction to
10% uncertainty would allow us to elucidate whether the
residual NL is entirely explained by nuclear polarization.

Constraints on new bosons.—Despite the observed
NL, we improve the constraints on BSM physics with our
combined study. We conduct a generalized KP (GKP)
analysis [72], in which higher-order NL sources are elim-
inated by including additional IS data, akin to the elimi-
nation of the charge radii in the original KP. Combining
our data with the 2D3/2 → 2D5/2 fine-structure transi-
tion in Ca+ from Refs. [16, 17] (δνDD in Tab. I), we can
produce a three-transition GKP and account for one NL
source in Eq. (5). We hence assign the NL sources as
follows: the first source is the second-order MS and the
second is nuclear polarization. We remove the first by
subtracting it from the IS data. For this, we calculate

K
(2)
570 to 10 % uncertainty [33] and set the uncertainty for

the existing values for K
(2)
729 and K

(2)
DD [10] to 100%. We

eliminate a second NL source by performing a GKP anal-
ysis. The resulting GKP is linear (NL significance < 1σ),
which implies that no further sources of NL contribute
significantly. The linear GKP thus allows us to exclude,
with 95% confidence, the parameter space above the red

FIG. 3. Laboratory bounds on the BSM coupling yeyn =
4π αBSM: recent bounds from King plots (KP) in Ca+ [17]
(black) and Yb [15] (brown). The red curve results from
our generalized KP analysis [72] with the 2S1/2 → 2D5/2,
2D3/2 → 2D5/2 [16, 17] and 3P0 → 3P1 transitions, after
subtracting the theoretical prediction for the second-order
MS from the data, limiting the effect of known NL from the
SM. The light-blue region is excluded by bounds on ye from
(g − 2)e [80–82] combined with constraints [83] on yn from
neutron scattering experiments [84–87]. Isotope-shift bounds
between H and D using the nuclear charge radius extracted
from Lamb shift (LS) measurements in muonic atoms [88] are
shown in green. For a detailed comparison of these bounds,
see the Supplemental Material [33] and Refs. [89–93]

line in Fig. 3 (method in Supplemental Material [33]).
This results in the most stringent King plot-based bound
to date on a new boson ϕ for most of the parameter
space. Our bound is limited only by the uncertainty on
the second-order MS coefficients of Ca+ and by the mea-
surement precision of δνDD (∼ 20 Hz, from Ref. [16, 17]).
Conclusion.—The fact that the GKP becomes linear

after subtraction of the second-order MS (the NL vol-
ume decreases by a factor of five while its uncertainty
only increases by about a factor of 1.5) indicates that the
remaining source of NL, probably nuclear polarization,
is dominated by one factorizable term. Improved calcu-
lations of the Ca+ second-order MS and a sub-Hz mea-
surement of the 2D3/2 → 2D5/2 transition in the Ca+ (or
any other narrow-linewidth transition in Ca) would con-
firm the factorizablity of nuclear polarization if the GKP
linearity holds within the reduced uncertainties. More-
over, adding another accurately measured transition for
all isotopes would permit a second NL decomposition. If
the direction of the residual NL in both plots coincide,
it would strengthen the evidence that the residual NL
is caused by nuclear polarization and is dominated by
one factorizable term. After subtraction of the second-
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order MS, the GKP analysis would then fully eliminate
the NL introduced by nuclear polarization, and, as we
show in the Supplemental Material [33], BSM-sensitivity
would breach the (g−2)e ·n bound into parameter space
unconstrained by other laboratory probes.
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I. FREQUENCY MEASUREMENTS OF
HIGHLY CHARGED CALCIUM

In the following, we provide details on the isotope
shift measurements of highly charged Ca14+. First, we
briefly introduce the experimental apparatus where we
put an emphasis on the modifications compared to our
previous work [1] required for the calcium measurements.
We then summarize the absolute frequency measurement
campaigns that provided the data for the isotope shifts.
Finally, we discuss systematic frequency shifts and eval-
uate their uncertainties.

∗ These authors contributed equally.
† Current address Oxford Ionics, Kidlington, OX5 1GN , UK

A. Overview of experimental apparatus

Highly charged calcium is produced in a compact
electron-beam ion-trap (EBIT) [2]. In the electron beam
of the EBIT, which has an energy of about 1 keV, a
megakelvin hot plasma of ions in different charge states
forms. These temperatures do not allow for precision
spectroscopy on the level of optical atomic clocks. To cool
the ions, we transfer them through an ion-optical beam-
line to a cryogenic linear Paul trap [3]. The charge states
separate in time-of-flight in the beamline and we select
the one of interest before further slowing down and cool-
ing in a pulsed drift tube and subsequent injection into
the Paul trap [4]. There, a laser-cooled Be+-ion crystal
sympathetically cools down the HCIs to millikelvin tem-
peratures [5]. Thereafter, we eject all but one Be+ ion, so
that a Be+-Ca14+ two-ion crystal suitable for quantum-
logic spectroscopy (QLS) is prepared [6]. We then use the
coherent control over Ca14+ to stabilize the clock laser
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frequency to the optical transition in the HCI of interest
and measure its absolute frequency through an optical
clock comparison with the Yb+ octupole clock at PTB
[1].

B. Experimental hardware changes and upgrades
as compared to Ar13+ measurements

In the following we describe the changes and upgrades
of the experimental apparatus for the Ca14+ frequency
measurements as compared to our previous measure-
ments using Ar13+ [1]. A complete and detailed overview
can be found in Ref. [7].

1. Laser ablation source for EBIT

For injection of atoms into the EBIT from solid targets,
we constructed a laser ablation source, based on the de-
sign described in Ref. [8]. It can hold up to five different
targets and switch between the different calcium isotopes
by rotating a shaft with a rotation vacuum-feed-through.
Isotopes 40,42,44,48Ca were procured in the form of metal-
lic flakes with an isotopic enrichment of over 90% each.
A vacuum compatible glue (Vacseal II, Space Environ-
ment Labs - Vacseal Inc.) fixes them on the tips of M1.6
grub screws, which are then mounted in five compatible
M1.6 threads on the tip of the rotatable shaft. The rare
isotope 46Ca was in carbonate form with maximal en-
richment of 25%. For fixing the powder-like carbonate,
we first applied a thin film of glue on the screw tip and
then pressed the carbonate powder into it.
The targets are electrically insulated from the vacuum
chamber. This allows to apply a bias voltage to them,
which is necessary to not distort the electron beam of the
EBIT when the target holder is brought close to it.
A pulsed laser enters the vacuum chamber through a
vacuum-viewport opposite to the targets and is focused
to a beam diameter of ≈ 30 µm at the target position by
a f =250 mm lens that is positioned out-of-vacuum.

2. Clock laser system

A commercially available external-cavity diode laser
(ECDL) system at a wavelength of 1140 nm with an in-
tegrated frequency-doubling cavity produces 500 mW of
optical power at the desired 570 nm wavelength. For pre-
stabilization of the laser frequency, we employed a cubic
cavity [9], with a geometry and mounting scheme opti-
mized for minimal sensitivity to vibrations. Our cav-
ity design is similar to that published in [10] with the
only difference that the cavity mirrors have a single-
wavelength coating with highest reflectivity at 1140 nm
instead of a dual-wavelength coating. The cavity spacer
is made of ultra-low expansion (ULE) glass, with a mea-
sured zero-crossing of the coefficient of thermal expansion

(CTE) at 31.5 ◦C. The 50 mm cavity length results in a
free spectral range (FSR) of 3 GHz. The cavity is placed
in a vacuum chamber and two heat shields thermally iso-
late it resulting in a thermal time constant of about one
day for the cavity. Additionally, an active temperature
stabilization with Peltier elements keeps the cavity tem-
perature close to the zero-crossing point of the CTE.
With this, we observe a frequency drift rate of about
300 Hz h−1. To control the frequency offset of the laser
from the cavity, a broadband fiber electro-optical modu-
lator (ixBlue, NIR-MPX-LN-02-00-P-P-FA-FA-LIL) gen-
erates sidebands onto the laser frequency and one of the
sidebands is locked to the cavity with the Pound-Drever-
Hall technique [11]. For further stabilization, part of the
fundamental light is sent to a frequency comb, which is
locked to the ultra-stable Si2 cavity at PTB [12]. Phase-
locking our clock laser to the frequency comb transfers
the stability of Si2 to our clock laser. Stabilized in this
way, the laser has a Hz-level linewidth suitable for quan-
tum logic spectroscopy (QLS).

3. Experimental sequence

The pre-stabilized clock laser is further stabilized to
the 3P0 → 3P1 transition of a single Ca14+ ion [13].
For this, the laser interrogates the ion several times to
determine its frequency offset to the atomic transition.
We call such an interrogation cycle a servo cycle. A
servo cycle comprises probing all three Zeeman compo-
nents of the 3P0 → 3P1 transition with two counter-
propagating lasers. This results in six independent Zee-
man servos that follow their respective transitions. Each
Zeeman servo interrogates the two half-maxima of the
atomic transition four times and from the difference of
excitation probabilities on the half-maxima an error sig-
nal is derived. This error signal is then used by a dig-
ital feedback loop to steer the laser back on resonance
with the ion [13]. The sequence to interrogate the ion
is structured as follows: First, the Be+-Ca14+ ion crys-
tal is Doppler cooled on the 2S1/2 →2 P3/2 transition of

Be+ at 313 nm. Then the crystal is cooled to the ground
state of both axial modes of motion employing Raman
sideband cooling on the Be+ ion [14]. This is followed
by a sequence of algorithmic ground-state cooling [15] to
cool the two weakly-coupled radial modes, in which the
Ca14+ (Be+) ion has a large (small) amplitude of motion,
close to their respective ground states. The Ca14+ ion is
then interrogated by a laser pulse of 15 ms length for opti-
mal stability [13] and finally its internal state is read out
using QLS [6]. One such interrogation takes 56 ms. In
total, the Ca14+ is probed 48 times during a servo cycle;
the six Zeeman servos probe the atomic transition each
eight times. Therefore, one servo cycle takes 2.7 s. The
average frequency of the six Zeeman servos is free of a
linear Doppler shift, linear Zeeman shift and quadrupole
shift, as discussed below. The center frequency of the
clock laser is steered to this average frequency using a
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second digital feedback loop [1] and part of the such sta-
bilized laser is sent to an optical frequency comb for an
optical clock comparison. More details on the clock laser
stabilization scheme can be found in Ref. [7].

C. Measurement campaigns

We measured the frequency ratios by simultaneous op-
eration of the HCI and Yb+ optical clocks at PTB. The
ratio

ρA = νA570/νYb (S1)

is directly measured on the same frequency comb, where
νYb is the frequency of the Yb+ clock laser and νA570 is the
frequency of the clock laser stabilized to the 3P0 → 3P1

transition in ACa14+ with A labeling one of the five stable
and even calcium isotopes. Note that we correct for the
systematic frequency shifts (discussed in Sec. I D) from
the frequency ratio measured on the frequency comb.
The absolute frequency of the Yb+ octupole clock tran-
sition ν̄Yb = 642 121 496 772 645.10(8) Hz was previously
measured by comparison with the caesium primary stan-
dard at PTB with a fractional uncertainty of 1.3× 10−16

[16]. Thus, the frequency of the transition in ACa14+

follows from the ratio measurement:

ν̄A = ρ̄A · ν̄Yb, (S2)

where ρ̄A is the mean of the acquired frequency ratio
data. Table I shows the results for these measurements.
We took tmeas > 30 000 s of data for each isotope over the
course of eight months starting with the 40Ca14+ mea-
surement. After the last measurement (46Ca), another
short (10 000 s) 40Ca run agreed with the first 40Ca data
taken eight months prior. As an example, Fig. S1(a)
shows the time trace of the measured frequency ratio ρ40.
The daily mean values ρd, shown in red in Fig. S1(a),
all agree within their uncertainties. Figure S1(b) shows
the corresponding overlapping Allan deviation (OADEV)
calculated for the time trace. The instability decreases
for averaging times τ > 30s which is the servo time con-
stant of the used digital feedback loop [1, 13]. The orange
dashed line is a fit to the OADEV data for τ > 30 s with
a τ−1/2 scaling characteristic for white frequency noise
as expected for quantum projection noise. We obtain
the overall statistical uncertainties of the ratio measure-
ments (shown in parentheses in Table I) by extrapolat-
ing the fitted instability to the total measurement length
(see Fig. S1(b)). Note that the uncertainties of the abso-
lute frequencies for Ca14+ include the uncertainty of the
Yb+ frequency and they are of comparable magnitude.
However, for the determination of the isotope shifts, the
uncertainty in the Yb+ reference frequency is common-
mode suppressed with a reproducibility ≪ 10−17 [17]
much smaller than the relative uncertainty of the ratio
difference ρA − ρA

′
. The Ca14+ systematic uncertainty

discussed in the following section does not affect the over-
all uncertainty, which is dominated by the statistical un-
certainty.

D. Systematic shifts and their uncertainties

The statistical uncertainty of the fractional frequency
measurements was larger than 1× 10−16. Therefore, any
shift and its uncertainty that is at the 1 × 10−18 level
or below is negligible, which is the case for most of the
shifts discussed in the following.
Because of the similarity of the 3P0 → 3P1 transition in
Ca14+ to the 2P1/2 → 2P3/2 transition in Ar13+ as well
as a similar charge state and atomic masses, many of the
experimental parameters (Paul trap voltages and RF
drive power, laser powers, laser pulse lengths, quantiza-
tion magnetic field, etc.) are similar to those published
in [1]. The methods for evaluation and mitigation of
the systematic effects did not change conceptually but
have a slight mass dependence. Tab. II summarizes the
leading systematic shifts found for the 42Ca isotope. We
chose to show 42Ca because it has the largest systematic
uncertainty originating from excess micromotion. The
uncertainty budgets of all other isotopes are similar, but
yield smaller overall systematic uncertainties.
The second-order Doppler shift caused by excess micro-
motion is the largest systematic shift and uncertainty.
It is dominated by uncompensatable axial micromotion
due to a defect of the employed trap. Therefore, we
automatically and periodically halt the experiment dur-
ing clock operation and perform a measurement of the
excess micromotion level in three orthogonal directions
using the sideband ratio method on the Ca14+ clock
transition [18, 19]. If the level of observed micromotion
started to increase, we manually compensated micromo-
tion before resuming the frequency measurement. The
largest uncertainty in this shift is estimated for 42Ca,
see Tab. II, which stems from less frequent micromotion
compensation.
The overall second-order Doppler shift caused by the
secular motion is < 2×10−18, as shown in Tab. II. This is
dominated by the phonon number in two weakly-coupled
radial modes, which are cooled using algorithmic cooling
[15]. Their temperature is continuously measured during
clock operation and the average phonon number was
always below two phonons.
To detect a potential first-order Doppler shift the ion is
probed with two counter-propagating beams. We note
that in the combined data of all isotope measurements
(270 000 s), we find a frequency difference of the two
beams of −55(30) mHz. By averaging the frequency
measured along the two counter-propagating beams,
this shift is suppressed below the measured value and
negligible.
By averaging over all three Zeeman components the
linear Zeeman and the electric quadrupole shift of the
excited state is suppressed below 1 × 10−18.
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(a) (b)

FIG. S1. (a) The time trace shows ≈ 50 000 s frequency ratio data points ρ40 as their deviation from the mean ratio ρ̄40. Daily
mean values ρd are overlaid in red (note different axis scale). (b) The overlapping Allan deviation (OADEV) of the ratio data

shown in (a) decreases with the characteristic τ−1/2 dependence for white frequency noise originating from quantum projection
noise. The dashed line is a fit to the data (reduced χ2 = 0.7) for averaging times longer than 30 s, which is the time constant of
the employed digital feedback loop. An extrapolation of the fit to the total measurement time yields the statistical uncertainty
of the measurement. Figure adapted from Ref. [7].

TABLE I. Mean frequency ratios ρ̄A and calculated absolute frequencies ν̄A with 1-σ uncertainties in parentheses (systematic
and statistical uncertainty added in quadrature). The fourth column lists the length of the frequency data time series in seconds
tmeas and the dates when the measurements were performed.

A ρ̄A ν̄A in Hz tmeas and date

40 0.819 646 249 827 850 37(11) 526 312 476 763 544.68(11) 50 000 s in Sep22, Oct22, May23

42 0.819 647 089 370 559 88(12) 526 313 015 851 965.92(11) 40 000 s in Jan23

44 0.819 647 854 582 926 82(10) 526 313 507 211 276.32(09) 70 000 s in Jan23, Feb23

46 0.819 648 556 456 664 67(17) 526 313 957 899 491.42(13) 30 000 s in May23

48 0.819 649 199 888 398 19(17) 526 314 371 060 839.22(113) 30 000 s in Feb23

Averaging over the Zeeman components also suppresses
shifts originating from the tensor polarizability of the
3P1-state.
The scalar polarizability of the clock transition is
expected to be small due to the absence of low-lying
electric-dipole allowed transitions connecting to the clock
states. However, in contrast to Ar13+ [20], which has no
transition connecting to the clock state with wavelength
shorter than 50 nm, Ca14+ features transitions at longer
wavelengths. This potentially leads to a larger polariz-
ability than that of Ar13+, for which the static scalar
polarizability was estimated to be −3 × 10−45 Jm2/V2

[20]. Most prominently, the transitions within the
ground-state fine-structure manifold, 3P1 →3 P2 and
3P0 →3 P2 are at wavelength of 544 nm and 278 nm [21],
respectively. These transitions are not E1-allowed and
therefore feature small oscillator strengths (converting
the decay rates of Ref. [21] into an oscillator strength
yields f ≈ 10−6). All other transitions connecting to

the clock states are below 110 nm with the lowest-lying
E1-allowed transition at 20 nm [22]. Only considering
the two optical transitions, 3P1 →3 P2 and 3P0 →3 P2,
the oscillator strength converts to a differential static
polarizability of ≈ −5 × 10−42 Jm2/V2. From the excess
micromotion measurements, we find that the residual
electric field caused by the trap drive is E ≈ 100 V m−1.
This would lead to a negligible shift of δν/ν ≈ 1×10−18.
Furthermore, electric fields originating from black-body
radiation are strongly suppressed in the cryogenic
environment, rendering this shift negligible.
The second-order Zeeman shift was recently estimated
from ab-initio atomic structure calculations. Calcula-
tions are confirmed by measurements of the second-order
Zeeman shifts of the mJ = 0 → mJ = 0 transition [23]
leading to a shift of ≈ 200 µHz in our DC magnetic
field of 23 µT, which is negligible. In Ref. [24] the
second-order Zeeman shift induced by an AC magnetic
field from currents on the electrodes of the Paul trap
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was bounded to less than 1 µT corresponding to less
than 100 nHz for our typical RF powers.
The probe laser induces a shift by off-resonantly coupling
different Zeeman components through an AC Zeeman
effect, depending on the clock laser polarization and
power. We estimate the shift the same way as for Ar13+

by measuring the transition frequency for various laser
powers. The frequency shift is then extrapolated to the
laser power used during clock operation for one or both
beams before each measurement. We found a relative
shift of ≲ 2(4) × 10−18 in the worst case. As the shift
is polarization-dependent, we adjusted the polarization
of the lasers for equal coupling strengths before the
first measurement run (40Ca14+), which suppresses
this shift to a negligible level when averaging over all
Zeeman components. Note that with this method we
also account for any shifts caused by the clock laser
coupling the upper clock state 3P1 to the 3P2 state
whose transition wavelength at 544 nm is close to the
570 nm clock transition wavelength.
Since the Ca14+ ion is at the same height in the grav-

TABLE II. Summary of relative systematic shift δν/ν with
uncertainties σδν/ν of 42Ca14+ frequency measurement in
units 1× 10−18.

Type of shift δν/ν σδν/ν

Excess micromotion -560 53

Secular motion -1.5 0.9

First-order Doppler 0 < 1

Electric quadrupole 0 < 1

First-order Zeeman 0 <1

Second-order Zeeman <1 <1

Black-body radiation ≪ 1 ≪ 1

Trap-drive-induced AC Stark < 1 < 1

Laser-induced AC Zeeman 2 3.5

Gravitational red-shift -163.3 0.8

Total -723 53

itational field as the Ar13+ ion, the height difference
to the Yb+ clock did not change. After the Ar13+

measurement campaign, the height of the HCI clock
was determined more precisely. The updated value
of 11.136(5) m [25] leads to a fractional gravitational
redshift of 1.633(8)× 10−16, consistent with the previous
measurement.
All other frequency shifts (fibre noise, accousto-optical
phase chirp, line-pulling effects, servo error, background
gas collisions) discussed in Ref. [1] were checked for and
are negligible for the same reasons as discussed therein.

II. IMPROVED ISOTOPE SHIFT
MEASUREMENTS OF 2S1/2 → 2D5/2

TRANSITION IN CA+

To measure the frequency shift of all stable and even
isotopes of Ca+, we co-trap a single pair of two different
isotopes and perform correlation spectroscopy [26–28].
The frequency interrogated is the differential isotope shift
of the narrow-linewidth S1/2 → D5/2 electric-quadrupole
transition at 729 nm. We first summarize the experimen-
tal setup and then describe the procedure, which is a
Ramsey interferometry experiment with two ions. Fi-
nally, we discuss the systematic shifts and uncertainties.
A more in-depth discussion of the various systematic ef-
fects is in preparation and will be part of a future publi-
cation.

A. Experimental setup

All measurements are performed in a micro-fabricated
segmented linear Paul trap composed of stacked silica
glass wafers in a cryogenic system at a temperature of 6 K
[29]. We load ion pairs consisting of one of each isotope,
which are aligned along the axis of the trap, in which
the primary confinement is provided by the static poten-
tial. Perpendicular to this direction, the confinement is
provided by a radio-frequency pseudopotential. The ions
are addressed by a beam propagating at 90◦ to the trap
axis at the transition wavelength of 729 nm. Transitions
in both isotopes are driven simultaneously by the same
729 nm laser field, which has frequency tones imposed at
the resonant frequencies of both ions simultaneously, pro-
duced by phase modulation using a broadband electro-
optical modulator (EOM). The EOM is driven with two
microwave frequencies, one at foffset to address the lower
frequency species, the other one at foffset + fsynth. foffset
was chosen to be 12 MHz. fsynth is produced by a mi-
crowave (MW) synthesizer with low-phase noise (Anritsu
MG3692C), which is locked to a 10 MHz Rubidium clock
(SRS FS725) disciplined by a GPS receiver (HP 58503B).
Since each tone follows the same path, any fluctuations
of the optical path are common-mode and do not intro-
duce systematic shifts in the measured isotope shift. All
lasers are pulsed by switching acousto-optical modula-
tors (AOM) on and off. Loading of different isotopes
is achieved by photo-ionizing neutral calcium from an
evaporative oven with natural abundance of calcium iso-
topes [30]. The frequencies of the ionization, cooling and
repump lasers are set according to the chosen isotope,
leading to isotope-selective loading and cooling. In this
way we are able to load all required calcium isotopes in-
cluding 46Ca+, which has a natural abundance of only
0.004%. Occasionally, sympathetic cooling leads to the
co-trapping of undesired isotopes, which we remove by
parametric excitation[31].
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B. Experimental sequence and calibrations

The basic pulse sequence of a single experimental cy-
cle includes Doppler cooling, state preparation into the
desired sublevel of the S1/2 manifold, the Ramsey inter-
ferometry sequence described in Sec. II C 1 and quantum
state detection by state-dependent scattering. Scattered
photons from each ion are spatially resolved on an EM-
CCD camera. The experiment is interleaved with cal-
ibrations of the frequency of the detection and cooling
lasers at 397 nm, calibrations of the microwave power
sent to the EOM, Rabi-frequency calibrations and mi-
cromotion compensations by parametric excitation. We
take care to only calibrate micromotion after complet-
ing a measurement of the phase for all 5 Ramsey waiting
times in both configurations to correctly cancel spatially-
dependent systematic effects (see Sec. II). The calibration
of the 397 nm lasers and the micromotion calibrations
are performed once every hour, with micromotion cali-
bration being delayed as long as the full measurement in
the two configurations is not completed. Therefore, the
time between micromotion calibration procedures typi-
cally varies between 60 minutes and 90 minutes, in ex-
ceptional cases the time between calibrations has been 4
hours. Calibrations of the microwave power to the EOM
and the Rabi frequencies are triggered whenever anoma-
lies in the fitted two-ion Ramsey signal are detected,
such as the contrast of the signal dropping below 0.2 or
the signal offset leaving the range between 0.4 and 0.6.
Throughout all Ramsey experiments and calibrations we
check for lasers unlocking and unintentional swapping of
the ion crystal by adding a photon detection during the
cooling procedure and only turning on the cooling laser
which cools the heavier ion during this detection window.
In case any laser unlocks, the experiment is paused until
the laser is locked again at the correct frequency and any
corrupted data is retaken. Similarly, if the ion crystal
is detected to be in the wrong configuration, the exper-
iment is paused and the ions are swapped by applying
a suitable sequence of electrode voltages [32]. All these
procedures are fully automated.

C. Method

1. Correlation Spectroscopy

In the following, we denote the selected Zeeman state
in the S1/2-manifold with g and the selected state in the
D5/2-manifold with e. Indices 1 and 2 refer to the two

different isotopes, one of them being 40Ca+ and the other
one being 42Ca+, 44Ca+, 46Ca+ or 48Ca+. We denote the
four possible Bell states as: |Φ±⟩ = 1√

2
(|g1g2⟩ ± |e1e2⟩)

and |Ψ±⟩ = 1√
2
(|g1e2⟩ ± |e1g2⟩).

We first initialize both ions in the ground state and after
applying RY (π

2 ) to both ions we obtain the state:

|ψ(t = 0)⟩ =
1√
2

(|g1⟩ + |e1⟩) ⊗
1√
2

(|g2⟩ + |e2⟩) (S3)

=
1

2
(|g1g2⟩ + |g1e2⟩ + |e1g2⟩ + |e1e2⟩). (S4)

=
1√
2

(|Φ+⟩ + |Ψ+⟩). (S5)

After a waiting time τ , which is assumed to be much
longer than the single ion coherence time τc, |Φ+⟩ has
decohered to a mixed state of equal parts of |Φ+⟩ and
|Φ−⟩. In contrast, |Ψ+⟩ is in a decoherence-free subspace
(DFS) and evolves as:

|ψ(τ)⟩ =
1√
2

(|g1e2⟩ + eiωISτ |e1g2⟩) (S6)

= cos

(
1

2
ωISτ

)
|Ψ+⟩ + i sin

(
1

2
ωISτ

)
|Ψ−⟩ (S7)

i.e., the relative populations of these two orthogonal Bell
states oscillate at the isotope shift frequency ωIS.
To measure in this basis after a Ramsey waiting time
τ , we apply another RY (π

2 ) rotation to both ions. This
maps (up to a global phase) the symmetric odd parity
Bell state to the even parity Bell state, while the anti-
symmetric Bell state is invariant under global rotations:

RY

(π
2

)
|Ψ+⟩ = −|Φ−⟩ (S8)

RY

(π
2

)
|Ψ−⟩ = |Ψ−⟩ (S9)

Finally, the even parity population Peven is measured.
From the even parity signal Peven = 1

2 (1− cos(ωISτ)) the
isotope shift frequency can be extracted.
The rotation RY (π

2 ) transforms |Φ+⟩ and |Φ−⟩ into |Φ+⟩
and |Ψ+⟩, respectively. Hence, the parity of the non-DFS
part of the signal averages to 0.5.

2. Two-tone addressing

The expression Peven = 1
2 (1−cos(ωISτ)) is strictly cor-

rect only if both ions have the same reference laser fre-
quency. As described earlier, we address the two ions in
practice with different tones: ωL and ωL + ωsynth, where
ωL is the laser frequency of the first tone and ωsynth is the
frequency of the MW synthesizer. Importantly, the MW
synthesizer has very low phase noise, such that ωsynth is
highly stable and introduces minimal statistical noise. In
this case the parity signal becomes:

Peven =
1

2
(1 − cos((ωIS − ωsynth)τ)) (S10)

In order to extract ωIS, we can, in principle, only scan
the Ramsey waiting time τ . The disadvantage of this
approach is that the correct fitting of ωIS then depends
on having a correct physical model which includes pulse
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FIG. S2. Example of a phase scan of a 40Ca+-48Ca+ two-ion
crystal at a Ramsey waiting time of 325 ms measured on the
|S1/2,mJ = +1/2⟩ → |D5/2,mJ = +1/2⟩ transition.

40Ca+-48Ca+

FIG. S3. Example of a phase fit of a 40Ca+-48Ca+ two-ion
crystal for the |S1/2,mJ = −1/2⟩ → |D5/2,mJ = −1/2⟩ tran-
sition. From the slope of the fit the frequency difference of
the two isotopes can be extracted.

fidelity and dark state decay. A more robust approach
is to scan the MW synthesizer frequency between ωsynth

and ωsynth +2π/τ , effectively scanning the relative phase
of the second Ramsey pulse between 0 and 2π. While
experimental imperfections will lead to reduced contrast
and some offset, the fitted phase ϕ0 = (ωIS − ωsynth)τ
remains unaffected. Extraction of ωIS then requires at
least two such phase scans at different Ramsey waiting
times τ . For higher robustness, we perform phase scans
at Ramsey waiting times of 30 ms, 50 ms, 100 ms, 300 ms
and 325 ms. Fig. S2 shows an example of such a Ram-
sey phase scan and Fig. S3 shows an example of the
phase evolution as a function of the waiting time and the
extracted frequency deviation from the synthesizer fre-
quency.

In principle, remaining single ion coherence could lead
to an additional signal which could alter the fitted ϕ0. In
our system, the coherence time τc ≈ 70 ms of the cho-
sen transitions is indeed longer than the shortest Ram-
sey waiting time. Such remaining coherence can be taken
into account in the fitting process. However, we saw min-

imal change in the final extracted ωIS; the shift is about
an order of magnitude smaller than the statistical error of
our experiment. This can be explained by the contribu-
tion to the signal from the |Φ+⟩ component drifting over
time. By averaging over many scans, which are spaced
over hours, this additional effect is averaged away, same
as the shot-to-shot averaging observed for waiting times
≫ τc.

3. Averaging over transitions and ion crystal configurations

To eliminate the influence of the differential first-order
Zeeman shift on the isotope shift measurement, we av-
erage over two transitions with opposite magnetic sensi-
tivities: |S1/2,mJ = −1/2⟩ → |D5/2,mJ = −1/2⟩ and
|S1/2,mJ = +1/2⟩ → |D5/2,mJ = +1/2⟩ . Additionally,
we perform all measurements in both ion crystal configu-
rations, by swapping the positions of the two ions. While
systematic shifts are expected to be the same for the two
ion locations, averaging over both configurations reduces
the susceptibility to spatially dependent systematic shifts
from the inter-ion distance (around 4.5 µm) to tens of
nanometers. The remaining position difference originates
from imperfect alignment of the radio-frequency pseu-
dopotential axis and the static potential axis. Since the
radio-frequency pseudopotential is mass dependent, also
the trap potential minimum exhibits mass-dependence.
We do not find the isotope shift measurement to depend
in a statistically significant way on the configuration, and
therefore we expect remaining position-dependence for
the configuration-averaged result to be negligible.

D. Systematic shifts and uncertainties

Tab. III shows the estimated systematic shifts and un-
certainties. We show the isotope pairs with the smallest
(40Ca+-42Ca+) and the largest mass-difference (40Ca+-
48Ca+). The systematic errors of the other isotope pairs
are of similar size.

The systematic uncertainty is dominated by the refer-
ence clock uncertainty and excess micromotion[19]. To
a smaller extent intrinsic micromotion, a possible drift
of the AC Stark shift during the Ramsey pulses and a
possible drift of the magnetic field gradient add to the
overall systematic uncertainty.
In order to estimate the error due to uncertainty of the
reference clock, we fit a frequency noise spectrum which
reproduces the Allan deviation provided by the manufac-
turer of the GPS receiver[33] and create a time simula-
tion of the frequency deviation. Monte Carlo trajectory
simulations were seen to produce a standard deviation
between 11.7 mHz (40Ca+-42Ca+ isotope shift measure-
ment) and 39.7 mHz (40Ca+-48Ca+ isotope shift measure-
ment). We do not take into account the frequency error
of the rubidium clock since this would require accurate
modelling of the locking dynamics of the rubidium clock.
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TABLE III. Summary of relative systematic shift δν with uncertainties σδν for the isotope shift measurement of 40Ca+-42Ca+

and of 40Ca+-48Ca+ in units of mHz.

Isotope pair 40Ca+-42Ca+ 40Ca+-48Ca+

Type of shift δν40−42 σδν40−42 δν40−48 σδν40−48

Clock uncertainty 0 11.7 0 39.7

Magnetic field gradient fluctuations 0 5.0 0 5.5

AC Stark shift during Ramsey pulses 0 4.5 0 4.5

Excess micromotion 7.3 6.1 24.1 29.9

Intrinsic micromotion -1.6 1.4 0.3 3.3

AC Stark shift due to light-leakage < 1 < 1 < 1 < 1

Magnetic field drift ≪ 1 ≪ 1 ≪ 1 ≪ 1

Electric quadrupole shift ≪ 1 ≪ 1 ≪ 1 ≪ 1

Second-order Zeeman ≪ 1 ≪ 1 ≪ 1 ≪ 1

Black-body radiation ≪ 1 ≪ 1 ≪ 1 ≪ 1

Total 5.7 14.9 24.4 50.3

This does not create an unaccounted systematic error:
on the time scales relevant to our experiment (from a
few minutes up to a day) the rubidium clock promises to
provide a lower Allan deviation than the GPS receiver
such that we consider the error of the GPS receiver to be
an upper bound to the clock error.
The systematic uncertainty due to excess micromotion
primarily originates from trap charging by one of the
cooling and detection beams at a wavelength of 397 nm.
The primary difference is between times when sequences
are running which have a high percentage of these lasers
being on (calibrations) and those which have a low per-
centage (Ramsey experiments). We refer to these as high
and low duty cycle operation modes. By switching the
duty cycle between high and low and operating at the
same duty cycle for one hour at a time multiple times,
the characteristic time of this charging and discharging
was measured to be 15 min. Since various calibrations
and Ramsey experiments have different 397 nm laser duty
cycles, we bound the error by measuring the difference
in stray fields for a maximum 397 nm duty cycle and a
minimum 397 nm duty cycle. This charging creates an
additional static electric field of about 14 V m−1. This is
an upper bound since calibrations typically do not last
for longer than 15 minutes. In addition to trap charg-
ing, micromotion compensation is also limited by the
precision with which static electric stray fields can be
determined, typically around 0.7 V m−1. Furthermore,
we notice drifts of the micromotion compensation values
from one calibration to the next. These drifts are typi-
cally on the order of a few V m−1 and reach 11 V m−1 in
the worst case. To bound the error due to such a drift,
we assume that the whole measurement was performed
at a miscalibration of the size of the drift and calculate
the corresponding systematic shift. Finally, we infer the
tilt of the ion crystal compared to the radio-frequency

pseudopotential axis by parametrically exciting the two-
isotope crystal in both configurations. We parametrically
excite the in-phase radial motional modes which primar-
ily couple to the lighter ion. In the presence of a tilt, the
micromotion compensation field therefore differs based
on the location of the location of the lighter ion. Con-
versely, the difference in the micromotion compensation
values allow us to determine the amount of crystal tilt.
We don’t compensate such a tilt but instead determine
the maximum systematic shift it could produce.
While averaging over transitions with opposite magnetic
field sensitivities cancels contributions from the first-
order Zeeman shift, the measurement is still suscepti-
ble to drifts in the magnetic field or its gradient if such
drifts happen on a time scale comparable to the switch-
ing between different transitions. By measuring the
transition shift for a pair of 40Ca+ ions we character-
ize the drift of the magnetic field gradient by continu-
ously performing correlation spectroscopy using a mag-
netic field sensitive transition over more than 10 hours.
We do not observe any evidence of magnetic field gra-
dient fluctuations beyond the level of statistical fluctu-
ations. Given the observed fluctuations, which include
statistical fluctuations, we obtain a mean power spec-
tral density for the magnetic field difference between
the two ion locations of 1.7 × 10−20 T2 Hz−1 in the fre-
quency band between 24 µHz and 1.3 mHz, the maximum
is 7.8 × 10−20 T2 Hz−1. We estimate a possible system-
atic error by creating Monte Carlo time simulations with
the same power spectral density and for each time simu-
lation we determine the systematic frequency offset due
to these magnetic field gradient fluctuations. The final
systematic error is the root-mean square of these simula-
tions.
Similar to averaging over magnetic transitions, averag-
ing over both possible ion crystal configurations leads to
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a high level of suppression of the differential second-order
Zeeman shift [34], position-dependent AC-Stark shifts
from light leakage, and differential electric quadrupole
shifts [35] such that these effects have a negligible con-
tribution to the overall error budget. Calculations us-
ing Multi-Configuration Dirac-Fock method further show
that the quadrupole moments of different isotopes differ
by less than 10−5 and can therefore be assumed to be the
same across all considered isotopes.
Finally, the correlated Ramsey scheme used here is in-
sensitive to both the common-mode AC Stark shift dur-
ing the entirety of the Ramsey waiting time as well as
isotope-dependent Stark shifts during the Ramsey pulses.
The first point is clear since we only measure the rela-
tive frequency of the two isotopes, the second point can
be explained as follows: a light-induced AC Stark shift
during the Ramsey pulses will indeed lead to an addi-
tional phase shift in a single Ramsey phase scan. How-
ever, by taking phase scans at various waiting times and
only extracting the change in phase, this additional phase
drops out as a common-mode shift. Our experiment is
however susceptible to AC Stark shifts which are both
isotope dependent and Ramsey time dependent. For in-
stance, it is conceivable that the change in laser duty
cycle could lead to a change in power or polarization
of the laser beam. To bound such an error, we mea-
sure the differential AC Stark shift by performing Rabi
spectroscopy both, for short (30 ms) and long (300 ms),
waiting times before performing a coherent laser pulse.
The main contribution to the AC Stark shift is expected
to originate from a spectator EOM sideband at −foffset,
which primarily shifts 40Ca+. Hence, we expect the sys-
tematic uncertainty to be similar for all isotope pairs.
For the |S1/2,mJ = +1/2⟩ → |D5/2,mJ = +1/2⟩ tran-
sition, this differential AC Stark shift change was mea-
sured to be 33(28) Hz, while for the |S1/2,mJ = −1/2⟩ →
|D5/2,mJ = −1/2⟩ it was 23(37) Hz. The ions are only
susceptible to such a frequency shift during the pulse
times, which are much shorter than the Ramsey waiting
time, such that we estimate the systematic error of such
a differential AC Stark shift to be 4.5 mHz.
We suppress all but one of the laser beams with two se-
quential AOMs to achieve an optical suppression when
in the off state of at least 100 dB. The D3/2-to-P1/2 re-
pump laser, which is only suppressed by a single AOM,
is far detuned from any transition involving S1/2 or D5/2

levels, such that to a high degree any leakage light cre-
ates a common-mode shift for different isotopes and is
suppressed in the isotope shift measurement.

1. Consistency checks

While isotope shift measurements between 40Ca+ and
44,46,48Ca+ show good agreement with a previous mea-
surement in the literature [36], we find significant devia-
tion for the pair 40Ca+-42Ca+. In order to test the consis-
tency of our results, we additionally measured the isotope

shift of the pair 42Ca+-48Ca+. This allows for an addi-
tional independent measurement of the 40Ca+-42Ca+ iso-
tope shift by subtracting the 42Ca+-48Ca+ isotope shift
from the 40Ca+-48Ca+ isotope shift. Adding statistical
and systematic error in quadrature, the difference be-
tween the direct measurement of 40Ca+-42Ca+ isotope
shift and the indirect measurement of 40Ca+-42Ca+ iso-
tope shift deviates by less than 1.9σ from zero.

III. CALCULATIONS

This section describes how the calculations of elec-
tronic binding energies required for a determination of
the nuclear mass ratios were carried out. Further, it
describes the calculations of the electronic isotope-shift
constants. Additionally, it provides information on the
calculation and model assumptions with which nuclear
polarization is treated. For all the calculated values
an uncertainty is estimated, that we include in any of
the constraints on beyond-Standard-Model physics. The
sections concludes by estimating that other higher-order
Standard-Model effects other than the second-order mass
shift and nuclear polarization are expected to contribute
much less than these two leading effects.

A. Calculations of the electronic binding energies
in calcium

From PENTATRAP experiments, the mass ratios be-
tween various Ca isotope ions have been measured pre-
cisely at the 10−11-level. This corresponds to a mass
difference below 1 eV/c2. To derive the nuclear mass
ratios to a similar precision, accurate electron binding
energies of a neutral Ca atom and highly charged Ca
ions are needed. In principle, the total electron bind-
ing energies of Ca ions can be obtained by summing the
ionization potentials (IPs) of all the charge states listed
in the NIST atomic database [21]. However, the corre-
sponding accuracies do not reach the level required in
this work. Taking neutral Ca and Ne-like Ca10+, for ex-
ample, this method would result in a value of 18, 510(5)
and 17, 506(4) eV, respectively, for the binding energy of
the 20 and 10 electrons. Both of them have a ten-times-
larger uncertainty than achieved in the measurement of
mass ratios. Therefore, advanced atomic structure calcu-
lations are performed to reduce the uncertainties in the
electron binding energies.
The calculations are performed via the ab initio
fully relativistic multiconfiguration Dirac–Hartree–Fock
(MCDHF) and relativistic configuration interaction
(RCI) methods [37–39] implemented in the GRASP2018
code [40, 41]. In this method, the many-electron
atomic state function (ASF) is constructed as a lin-
ear combination of configuration state functions (CSFs)
with common total angular momentum (J), magnetic
(M), and parity (P ) quantum numbers: |ΓPJM⟩ =
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∑
k ck|γkPJM⟩. Each CSF |γkPJM⟩ is built from prod-

ucts of one-electron orbitals (Slater determinants), jj-
coupled to the appropriate angular symmetry and par-
ity, and γk represents orbital occupations, together with
orbital and intermediate quantum numbers necessary to
uniquely define the CSF. Γ collectively denotes all the γk
involved in the representation of the ASF. ck is the corre-
sponding mixing coefficient. We first solve the MCDHF
equations self-consistently [37–39] to obtain optimized
ck and radial orbital wavefunctions under the Dirac–
Coulomb Hamiltonian.
Our work starts with the single-configuration Dirac–
Hartree–Fock calculation of 40Ca ions, based on which
one can access the contributions from field shift (or finite
nuclear size effect), mass shift (or nuclear recoil effect),
Breit interaction, frequency-dependent transverse photon
interaction, and QED effect.
As the field shifts are dominated by electrons in the inner-
shell 1s and 2s orbitals, ions with more than 4 electrons
share a similar field shift of around −0.030(1) eV, with
the uncertainty arising from the uncertainty in the nu-
clear radius. The mass shift is −0.183(3) eV for Ca16+,
and slightly grows to −0.199(3) eV for Ca10+, bearing
an accuracy on the order of (me/M)(αZ)mec

2. Here,
me is the electron mass, M the nuclear mass, α the
fine structure constant, Z the nuclear charge, and c the
speed of light. For Ca10+, the Breit interaction and
frequency-dependent transverse interaction further con-
tribute around −4.95 and 0.03 eV, respectively, to the
total binding energies. We have also performed QED
calculations. With a value of around −3.35(3) eV for
Ca10+, the QED effect only varies slightly between the
ions considered in this work. The accuracy of these QED
terms is obtained by comparing the difference between
our result and the more accurate result of Be-like Ca16+

calculated via ab initio methods [42, 43]. Nevertheless,
while all these contributions can be accounted for with
sufficient precision, the main challenge of the calculations
(thus the uncertainties of the final results) is devoted to
the electron correlation effect.
To calculate the electron correlation energies accurately,

we have systematically expanded the size of the CSF list
by allowing single and double excitations of the electrons
from the 1s, 2s, 2p, 3s, 3p occupied orbitals to highly-lying
correlation orbitals. The final sizes of the lists range from
tens of thousands of CSFs in ions such as Ca10+, Ca11+,
Ca14+ and Ca15+, to hundreds of thousands of CSFs in
ions such as Ca12+ and Ca13+, and to millions of CSFs
in ions such as Ca3+, Ca4+, and Ca5+. These correlation
orbitals are added and optimized layer-by-layer [44] up
to n = 10 (n is the principle quantum number), with the
highest orbital angular momentum in each layer being of
n−1. As the increment of the correlation energy at each
layer decreases exponentially as a function of n [45], it
allows us to extrapolate the electron correlation energy
to n = ∞.
We note that, though one can directly calculate the total
electron binding energies of each Ca ion, the above proce-

dure in calculating correlation energies has only consid-
ered the single and double electron exchanges. The un-
accounted high-order correlation effects render it difficult
to evaluate the error bars at the sub-eV level. Therefore,
our calculations are aimed at improving the accuracies of
the single-electron IPs of Ca at different ionization stages.
In this way, one can make use of the experimental IPs of
nearby elements to benchmark the systematic uncertain-
ties of the calculations. The summation of the refined
IPs will result in total binding energies for each ion with
much higher accuracy.
In the case of O-like Ca12+, the IP for this ion listed
in the NIST database is 728.6(11) eV, which has the
largest error bar in the IPs of all Ca ions. To refine
this value, we calculated the total binding energy of the
8 and 7 electrons in Ca12+ and Ca13+ ions, respectively.
Their difference would thus give rise to the IP of Ca12+.
For calculations based on a point-like nucleus with in-
finite mass, one gets a value of 726.593 eV. When the
finite nuclear size and mass are considered, these two
effects add up 0.14(1) meV and −3.22(5) meV, respec-
tively to the calculated IP, with another 18.2(2)-meV cor-
rections from the QED effects. While these three correc-
tions are small, further consideration of the Breit interac-
tion and the frequency-dependent transverse interaction
would contribute −0.289 eV and −0.012 eV, respectively.
The uncertainty of these two terms will be accounted for
together with the calculation of the residual Coulomb–
Breit interaction, i.e., the so-called correlation energy.
When only single and double electron exchanges are con-
sidered, we obtain a contribution of 1.717(1) eV from the
correlation energy, and then a calculated IP of 728.024 eV
for Ca12+. In order to assert the accuracy of this result,
we performed similar IP calculations for both O-like F+

and Ne2+, which have a similar electron configuration as
Ca12+. These two ions have accurate experimental IPs of
34.97081(12) and 63.4233(3) eV, respectively, which are
found to be 0.060 and 0.034 eV larger than our calculated
values. As the differences are mainly a result of the un-
accounted high-order electron correlations whose effects
become smaller in heavier O-like ions, it indicates that
the value of the high-order correlation correction to the
IP of Ca12+ must be smaller than 0.034 eV. This allows
us to conservatively assert a 0.017(17)-eV correction (i.e.,
half of 0.034 eV) to the theoretical IP of Ca12+, and ob-
tain a refined value of 728.04(2) eV, where the 0.017-eV
error bar is rounded up to 0.02 eV.
With a similar procedure, we have improved the accura-
cies of the IPs for ions from Ca4+ up to Ca16+ accord-
ingly. The results are presented in Table IV, where the
values from the NIST database are also shown for com-
parison. While most of the calculated IPs agree with
their NIST values, three ions, namely Ca16+, Ca7+, and
Ca5+ have IPs differ from their NIST values by up to 5
standard deviations. Considering that each of our cal-
culations has been benchmarked by a few other nearby
ions, we are confident that our values are more reliable
than those in the NIST database. Take P-like Ca5+ for
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TABLE IV. Ionization potentials of 40Ca ions. In the case of Ca16+, Ca7+, and Ca5+, the calculated values in this work are
different from those in the NIST database. Considering that the accuracy of our calculations has always been benchmarked by
accurate experimental IPs of nearby ions, we are confident that our results are more reliable. All values are in units of eV.

ions Ca19+ Ca18+ Ca17+ Ca16+ Ca15+ Ca14+ Ca13+ Ca12+ Ca11+ Ca10+

valence 1s1 1s2 2s1 2s2 2p1 2p2 2p3 2p4 2p5 2p6

NIST 5469.86358(6) 5128.8576(3) 1157.726(7) 1086.8(4) 973.7(3) 894.0(4) 817.2(6) 728.6(11) 658.2(9) 591.60(12)

this work − − − 1087.28(3) 973.78(2) 894.72(3) 816.82(3) 728.04(2) 658.02(2) 591.40(2)

ions Ca9+ Ca8+ Ca7+ Ca6+ Ca5+ Ca4+ Ca3+ Ca2+ Ca+ Ca

valence 3s1 3s2 3p1 3p2 3p3 3p4 3p5 3p6 4s1 4s2

NIST 211.275(4) 188.54(6) 147.24(12) 127.21(25) 108.78(25) 84.34(8) 67.2732(21) 50.9132(3) 11.871719(4) 6.1131555(3)

this work 211.270(4) 188.55(2) 147.83(3) 127.35(3) 107.65(3) 84.39(3) − − − −

TABLE V. Total electron binding energies for neutral and highly charged calcium isotope ions. All values are in units of eV.

isotope ions 40Ca 40Ca10+ 40Ca11+ 40Ca12+ 40Ca13+ 40Ca14+ 40Ca15+

NIST 18,510(5) 17,507(4) 16,915(4) 16,257(3) 15,528(2) 14,711(1) 13,817(1)

this work 18,509.73(21) 17,506.52(16) 16,915.12(14) 16,257.10(12) 15,529.06(10) 14,712.24(8) 13,817.51(6)

isotope ions 44Ca11+ 48Ca12+ 42Ca15+ 46Ca15+

this work 16,915.14(14) 16,257.14(12) 13,817.52(6) 13,817.53(6)

instance, the calculated 107.65(3)-eV IP is 1.2 eV smaller
than the NIST value. However, when applying the same
theoretical procedure to P-like S+ and neutral P atom
whose IPs have been accurately measured, the calculated
IPs are only 0.11 and 0.12 eV, respectively, smaller than
their experimental values. Therefore, one can conclude
that there must be an error in the IP of P-like Ca5+ in
the NIST database [21].
Based on the IPs listed in Table IV, we derive a total
electron binding energy of 18 509.73(21) eV for neutral
40Ca atom. For the highly charged calcium ions em-
ployed in the mass-ratio measurement, their values are
listed in Table V. With an uncertainty of 0.2 eV or less,
our calculated values are up to 25-fold more accurate
than those obtained from the NIST database. Here, the
field shift and mass shift for different isotopes have al-
ready been accounted for. As a result, the total bind-
ing energies of 42Ca15+ and 46Ca15+ are 0.0082(1) and
0.0235(1) eV, respectively, larger than that of 40Ca15+.
In the case of 44Ca11+ and 48Ca12+, the corresponding
isotope shifts of their total binding energies are 0.0179(1)
and 0.0352(1) eV, respectively, with respect to their 40Ca
counterparts.

B. Isotope-shift constants for Ca14+

We performed calculations of the mass-shift (MS)
and field-shift (FS) isotope-shift constants for the
(1s)2(2s)2(2p)2 3P0 → 3P1 transition in the C-like ion
of Ca14+. The MS constant K is separated into the first-

order K(1) and second-order K(2) terms,

K = K(1) +
me

m
K(2) , (S11)

with me and m being the electron and nuclear masses,
respectively. For the FS, we restrict our calculations
to the first-order constant, F (1). Calculations were car-
ried out by the relativistic configuration-interaction (CI)
method. Our implementation of the method was de-
scribed in Ref. [46]. The generalization of the CI method
for calculations of the second-order MS was developed
in our previous investigation [47]. The CI expansion in
our calculation included single, double, and most impor-
tant triple, quadruple, and quintuple excitations from the
multiple reference state of the type 1s22s22p2 + 1s22p4.
Our large-scale computations included up to two mil-
lion configuration-state functions (CSFs). Uncertainty
estimations are based on a careful analysis of results ob-
tained with many (about 40) different sets of CSFs, which
allowed us to evaluate small corrections due to exten-
sions of the configuration space in different directions.
The obtained numerical results for Ca14+ are presented
in Table VI. Our results for the FS constants K(1) and
F (1) are in good agreement with previous calculations
by the multiconfigurational Dirac-Fock (MCDF) method
[48], K(1) = 464 GHz×amu and F (1) = 8.1 MHz×fm−2.
The relatively large uncertainty of our FS constant F (1)

is explained by large cancellation between the two tran-
sition states 3P0 and 3P1, which are separated only by
the fine structure. The five-digit cancellation leads to
a very small FS for the transition and, consequently, a
large relative uncertainty.



12

TABLE VI. Isotope-shift constants for Ca14+ and Ca+. Results for Ca+ are from Ref. [49].

Units Ca14+, 3P0 → 3P1 Uncertainty Ca+, 2S1/2 → 2D5/2 Uncertainty

K(1) GHz×amu 462 ± 5 2448 ± 10%

K(2) GHz×amu2 −1.0 ± 0.1 0.59 ± 65%

F (1) MHz×fm−2 8.4 ± 3.1 378 ± 5%

F (2) MHz×fm−4 −127 ± 5%

C. Nuclear polarization

The nuclear polarization correction to energy lev-
els was calculated following the method developed in
Refs. [50, 51] and its generalization to the case of many-
electron atoms in Ref. [49]. Our calculations include
the contribution of the lowest-lying electric-quadrupole
nuclear excited state and the nuclear giant-resonances
contribution. For the details of the method we refer to
Ref. [49]. As was demonstrated in Ref. [49], it is ad-
vantageous to calculate not only the nuclear polarization
correction but its ratio to the field shift, as this ratio is
remarkably stable with respect to details of the treatment
of the electron correlation. Because of the large cancella-
tions (to five digits) of the field shift between the transi-
tion states in Ca14+, we do not perform calculations for
separate states as in Ref. [49], but directly for the tran-
sition energy, thus avoiding precision losses due to this
cancellation. For consistency, we recalculate the nuclear
polarization correction for Ca+, using exactly the same
numerical method as for Ca14+. Following Ref. [49], we
perform our calculations by the many-body perturbation
theory (MBPT) approach. Two methods were used for
treatment of the electron correction. The first one, re-
ferred to as the Dirac-Fock with core relaxation (DF-CR)
method, includes all MBPT diagrams with one-photon
exchange between the electrons. The second method, re-
ferred to as DF-CR+RPA method, includes in addition
to DF-CR the sequence of ladder diagrams delivered by
the so-called random phase approximation (RPA), see
Ref. [49] for details. Our numerical results for the nu-
clear polarization correction are presented in Table VII,
expressed in terms of the ratio function gAab, defined as

EA
np(a) − EA

np(b) = −⟨r2⟩A [F (1)(a) − F (1)(b)] gAab 10−3 .

(S12)

Here, A labels the isotope, a and b are the upper and
the lower transition states, respectively; EA

np(a) is the

nuclear polarization corrections for the state a, F (1)(a)
is the first-order FS constant for the state a, and ⟨r2A⟩
is the mean-square nuclear charge radius. The uncer-
tainty of our results in Tab. VII comes in two ways: (i)
from the incomplete treatment of the electron correla-
tion and (ii) from the approximate nuclear model. The
electron-correlation uncertainty was estimated by taking

the difference of the results obtained with the DF-CR and
DF-CR+RPA methods. As already noted in Ref. [49], for
Ca+ the variation of the ratios gab obtained with the two
methods is very small, < 1%. For Ca14+, it is larger but
still within about 2%. By contrast, a much larger source
of uncertainty is the nuclear model. The major issues
are that the nuclear excitation spectrum is not available
and that only the Coulomb part of the electron-nucleus
interaction is taken into account by the model [50, 51].
We estimate the nuclear-model uncertainties to be 20%
for energy corrections for single isotopes and 50% for
the isotope-shift differences. These uncertainties are sup-
posed to be highly correlated between Ca14+ and Ca+.

D. Electronic coefficients Xi of
beyond-Standard-Model physics contribution

To generate bounds on the beyond-Standard-Model
(BSM) physics coupling, we calculated the electronic
BSM coefficients Xi, for the transition labeled i, as differ-
ences between the X(a) coefficients of the involved states
a. To compute the latter, we used a combination of con-
figuration interaction (CI) and many-body perturbation
theory (MBPT), implemented in the AMBiT code [52].
First, we performed a Dirac-Fock calculation for a given
number of electrons, resulting in the wavefunctions of
the one-electron orbitals in the Dirac-Fock core. For
the 3P0 → 3P1 transition in Ca14+ all six electrons in
the 1s22s22p2 configuration were included. All remain-
ing valence and excited orbitals were constructed as B-

TABLE VII. Nuclear polarization for Ca14+ and Ca+, in
terms of gab defined by Eq. (S12).

A Ca14+, 3P0 → 3P1 Ca+, 2S1/2 → 2D5/2

40 0.18599 0.36478

42 0.20301 0.39663

44 0.20979 0.41277

46 0.20573 0.41257

48 0.20989 0.42492
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spline solutions of the Dirac-Fock operator. The CI-space
was constructed starting from the leading configuration
1s22s22p2, by including single- and double-electron ex-
citations, involving one-electron orbitals with maximal
principal quantum number n = 12 and orbital angular
momentum l = 3. Additionally, single and double hole
excitations from the 2s shell were included, while the 1s-
electrons were treated as the “frozen core”, from which
no hole excitations enter the CI-space. Core-valence cor-
relations were taken into account via second-order MBPT
corrections to the CI matrix elements including one-
electron orbitals up to n = 35 and l = 4. For Ca+

the Dirac-Fock calculation was performed for the 18 core
electrons in the 1s22s22p63s23p6 configuration. The CI-
space is built up starting from the leading configurations
3p64s, 3p64p and 3p63d, by including single electron ex-
citations of the valence electron to orbitals up to n = 10
and l = 4. The MBPT corrections for Ca+ include or-
bitals up to n = 30 and l = 4.
Finally, after adding the Yukawa potential

Vϕ = λ
ℏc
r
e−

c
ℏmϕr (S13)

to the Dirac-Fock potential, where λ is a dimensionless
scaling parameter and mϕ is the mass of the new boson,
we extracted the X(a) coefficients of the states by taking
the numerical derivative of the eigenenergies E(a, λ) with
respect to the parameter λ:

X(a) =
∂E(a, λ)

∂λ
. (S14)

For this method, we estimate a 10% uncertainty on the
calculated electronic coefficients Xi of the 3P0 → 3P1

transition in Ca14+.

E. Higher-order effects

Here we address the higher-order effects contributing
to the nonlinearity of the King plot, beyond the second-
order MS and the nuclear polarization discussed in the
previous sections. These effects were studied in detail for
Ca+ in Ref. [49]. In Tab. VIII we compile results for in-
dividual effects contributing to the King-plot nonlineari-
ties for the isotope shift between 40Ca+ and 42Ca+ and
the transition of interest, 2S1/2 → 2D5/2. The second-
order MS and the nuclear polarization are by far the two
dominant effects; all other higher-order effects are much
smaller. Taking into account that for the 3P0 → 3P1

transition of Ca14+ all FS effects are highly suppressed
due to the large cancellation between the two states, we
conclude that the higher-order effects can safely be ne-
glected for Ca14+ as well as for Ca+ at our current mea-
surement precision. Nuclear deformation effects are also
expected to not contribute significantly, as inferred from
recent estimations of this effect in hydrogen-like highly
charged ions [53].

TABLE VIII. Comparison of different higher-order effects
that contribute to the isotope shift of the 2S1/2 → 2D5/2 tran-

sition between 40Ca+ and 42Ca+. Values are units of kHz and
taken from Ref. [49].

second-order MS −34

Nuclear polarization −178

FS, higher-order corr. −3.3

FS, second order −5.7

Cross 0.16

IV. ANALYSIS

This section contains further information on the gen-
eralized King plot analysis, that we use to constrain
beyond-Standard-Model physics. We show that all three
measurements, namely the isotope shifts in Ca14+ and
Ca+, as well as the mass ratio measurements, were simul-
taneously necessary to reveal the NL of the Ca King plot.
Furthermore, we show how additional precision isotope
shift measurements and improved calculations would fur-
ther tighten these constraints and provide a comparison
of our constraints with those derived with other methods.
We also give insight in what causes the losses of sensitiv-
ity to beyond-Standard-Model physics of the King plot
method in the exclusion plot.

A. Constraining beyond-Standard-Model physics
with the generalized King plot

Including explicitly the BSM contribution, the general
IS expansion introduced in the main text reads

δνAA′
i =Kiµ

AA′
+ Fiδ⟨r2⟩AA′

+
∞∑

ℓ=1

G
(ℓ)
i ηAA′

(ℓ) + αBSMXiγ
AA′

. (S15)

Assuming a factorization into nuclear (ηAA′
(ℓ) ) and elec-

tronic (G
(ℓ)
i ) parts, an additional transition allows the

elimination of one higher-order term (analogous to the
elimination of the nuclear charge radii in the standard
KP), without requiring detailed knowledge of the nuclear
dependence of this term. Given m transitions, m− 1 nu-
clear parameters (including δ⟨r2⟩AA′

) can be traded for
IS measurements, obtaining a higher-dimensional equiv-
alent of the King relation, the so-called generalized King
plot (GKP) [54]:

δ⃗ν̄j = Kj 1⃗ +

m−1∑

k=1
k ̸=j

Fk
j δ⃗ν̄k + αBSMXj⃗̄γ, (S16)

where the bar stands for division by µAA′
, e.g. δν̄AA′

i,j =

δνAA′
i,j /µAA′

, the (m+ 1)-vectors are intended in isotope-
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pair space and Kj , Fk
j and Xj represent combinations

of electronic coefficients (explicit form in Ref. [54]).
Eq. (S16) represents a system of (m+1) equations, whose
solution yields an analytical expression for the BSM cou-
pling [54]:

αBSM =
Vexp
Vth

(S17)

=
det(δ⃗ν̄1, . . . , δ⃗ν̄m, 1⃗)

1
(m−1)!εi1...imεa1...am+1

Xi1 γ̄
a1δν̄a2

i2
. . . δν̄am

im

,

where Vexp and Vth are the experimentally observed
NL volume and theoretically predicted NL volume for
αBSM = 1, respectively. Further, ε denotes the Levi-
Civita symbol and the dependence on the new boson
mass mϕ is contained in the electronic coefficients Xi.
We apply this method for m = 3 transitions, using the
frequency shifts ν570, ν729 and νDD, measured in four
isotope pairs, to eliminate the leading higher-order con-
tribution. Under the assumption that the remaining NL
can be attributed to BSM, we obtain 2σ-upper bounds,
presented as the blue line in Fig. S4. Here, the uncer-
tainty estimation includes the experimental uncertainties
of δν̄AA′

i as well as a 10% uncertainty of the calculated
Xi.
However, as described in the main text, we expect contri-
butions from two higher-order SM sources on NL, namely
the second-order MS and nuclear polarization. We ac-
count for the second-order MS by subtracting the theo-
retical prediction from the experimental IS data:

δ̃ν
AA′

i = δνAA′
i −K

(2)
i µAA′

(2) , (S18)

with the electronic coefficients of the second-order MS

K
(2)
i (see Sec. III B) and µAA′

(2) =
m2

A−m2
A′

m2
Am2

A′
. The re-

maining NL is treated then within the GKP approach.

The uncertainty of K
(2)
i increases that of δ̃ν

AA′

i , com-

pared to δνAA′
i , affected purely by experimental uncer-

tainties. However, taking into account that the uncer-

tainty on K
(2)
i is correlated across all isotope pairs, its

impact on the total uncertainty σ [αBSM] is strongly sup-

pressed. Therefore, using MS(2)-corrected IS data in the
GKP method yields an improvement of the bounds shown
as a red solid line in Fig. S4, identical to the final bound
shown in Fig. 3 of the main manuscript.

B. Comparison of nonlinearity significances

To analyze the main contributions that led to the first
observation of NL in a Ca King plot, we compare, in
Tab. IX the significance of the NL, Vexp/σ [Vexp], for dif-
ferent data sets, with Vexp defined as in the numerator
of Eq. (S17). First we combine, in a minimal KP analy-
sis (two transitions and three isotope pairs), old isotope
shift data from Refs. [36, 57] with the nuclear masses de-
rived from either the atomic masses of Ref. [69] or our

FIG. S4. Shown are various bounds on the beyond-Standard-
Model (BSM) physics coupling yeyn = 4π αBSM: previous
bounds from King plots in Ca+ as solid black lines [55–57] and
a recent bound from Yb [58] (brown). The solid blue curve
results from our GKP analysis [54] with the 2S1/2 → 2D5/2,
2D3/2 → 2D5/2 [56, 57] and 3P0 → 3P1 transitions, under
the assumptions that the remaining nonlinearity is attributed
to BSM physics. The solid red curve presents the results of
our GKP analysis, after subtracting the theoretical predic-
tion for the second-order MS from the experimental IS data,
as described in the main text and in Sec. IVA. Projections
on improved future bounds from reduced theoretical and ex-
perimental uncertainties are depicted by the red dashed line,
with more details given in Sec. IVC. The excluded region from
bounds on ye from (g−2)e [59] combined with constraints on
yn from neutron scattering experiments [60–63] is shown in
light blue. Bounds from other experiments and astrophysical
observations are shown as shaded areas: constraints from su-
pernova SN1987A [64] (light orange); fifth force searches [65]
(dark orange); globular clusters [66, 67] (orange) and IS be-
tween H and D using the nuclear charge radius extracted via
Lamb shift (LS) in muonic atoms [68](purple).

newly measured nuclear mass ratios. Both combinations
show no significant NL. Then, we combine our new IS
measurements of the ν570 and ν729 transitions with the
nuclear masses derived from Ref. [69], which leads to a
NL slightly larger than 2σ. Finally, the combination of
the new IS data with the new mass ratios leads to a NL
significance of Vexp/σ [Vexp] ≈ 900, revealing the impor-
tance of all three new measurements.
We include the νDD transition in a GKP analysis with
three transitions and four isotope pairs, in order to ac-
count for one higher-order SM term. As shown in Ta-
ble IX, the significance of the NL is reduced to about
4σ, in this case. This reduction of NL significance in the
GKP analysis is due to the suppression of an additional
higher-order term and the increased experimental uncer-
tainty in the νDD transition. With this GKP analysis we
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would exclude all parameter space above the blue line in
Fig. S4. Finally, we subtract the theory prediction of the
second-order MS from the IS data before performing the
GKP analysis. The last row of Table IX shows the sig-
nificance of the NL for the scenario of a 10% uncertainty

on K
(2)
i in Ca14+ and 100% in Ca+. In this case, the sig-

nificance falls below 1σ, corresponding to a linear GKP
with which we can exclude the parameter space above
the red solid line in Fig. S4.

TABLE IX. Comparison of the significance of nonlinearity
Vexp/σ [Vexp] for different data sets. Here, Vexp is defined as
in Eq. (S17). In the first two rows, old isotope shift data from
Refs. [36, 57] is combined either with the nuclear masses, de-
rived from the atomic masses of Ref. [69] or with our newly
measured nuclear mass ratios. In the third and fourth row,
said mass measurements are combined with our isotope shift
data of the ν570 and ν729 transitions. The fifth column shows
the reduction of nonlinearity by including the νDD transition
for a GKP analysis, as described in the main text. This reduc-
tion of NL significance is due to the inclusion of an additional
higher-order term and the increased experimental uncertainty
in the νDD transition. The last column presents the NL of the
GKP after subtraction of the second order MS from the same
IS data, assuming K

(2)
i to have an uncertainty of 10%, in

Ca14+ and 100%, in Ca+.

Transitions Masses Vexp/σ [Vexp]

ν732, ν729 [36, 57] [69] 0.3

ν732, ν729 [36, 57] this work 0.3

ν570, ν729 [69] 2.4

ν570, ν729 this work 892

ν570, ν729, νDD this work 4.2

ν570, ν729, νDD (MS(2) subtracted) this work 0.6

C. Projections for improved limits on
beyond-Standard-Model physics

In future works, our constraints on the BSM coupling
αBSM might be further enhanced by improving both ex-
perimental and theoretical uncertainties, under the con-
dition that the significance of the observed nonlinear-
ity does not increase. We analyzed the potential effects
of improvements in the experimental uncertainty on the
νDD transition to 0.1 Hz, and in the theoretical uncer-

tainties on the electronic factors K
(2)
i in Ca+ to 10% (as

in Ca14+). The bounds for these optimized conditions
are estimated by assuming a 1σ NL and are shown in
Fig. S4 as a red dashed line. The projected constraints
show an enhancement factor of approximately 3.5 with
respect to our current limits (red, solid), breaching the
(g − 2)en constraints in the mass range 103 − 105 eV.
Notice, however, that if the improved precision results in
an increase of the significance of NL, no improvement is
expected.

D. Comparison with other bounds

Our data and analysis improves previous constraints
derived from King plots of Ca [55–57, 70] and the recent
Yb-derived [58] constraint for most of the parameter
space. Prominently, we can also exclude the parameter
space at mϕ = 104eV/c2, where the other analyses
lose sensitivity (see Sec. IV E for more insights on the
occurrences of the peaks in exclusion plots).
The King-plot analysis only relies on the assumption
that BSM physics manifests as a new boson coupling
to electrons and neutrons. The only other bound on
the new boson, free from additional assumptions, in the
mass range we explore is derived from the magnetic
moment of the electron [59] and neutron scattering ex-
periments [60–63, 71] (blue shaded region in Fig. S4). In
comparison, other laboratory bounds require additional
assumptions about BSM physics. For example, bounds
derived from the measured IS between hydrogen (H) and
deuterium (D), (purple shaded region in Fig. S4), require
input of the nuclear charge radii, whose extraction from
the Lamb shift (LS) in muonic atoms may be affected
by a BSM contribution to the field shift coefficient
and a possible coupling of muons to ϕ and, therefore,
yµ = 0 is assumed [68]. Our constraints also serve
as independent laboratory probes of bounds based on
astrophysical observations [64, 66, 67] (orange shaded
regions in Fig. S4).

E. Occurrence of peaks in the exclusion plot and
high-mass behavior

A notable difference in the exclusion plot lines from
our combination of transitions in Ca14+ and Ca+ com-
pared to the older lines, that only involved transitions in
Ca+, is the absence of “peaks” for specific values of the
mediator mass mϕ. To gain a general understanding of
this behavior, we start by analyzing the algebra of the
minimal (m = 2 in Eq. (S16)) KP, which does not take
higher-order terms into account. In this case the King
relation takes the form

δν̄AA′
j =

Fj

Fi
δν̄AA′

i +Kji + αBSMXjiγ̄
AA′

, (S19)

with Kji = Kj − Fj

Fi
Ki and Xji = Xj − Fj

Fi
Xi. From this

equation it follows that, when the ratio of the BSM coeffi-
cients Xj/Xi is equal to the ratio of field shift coefficients
Fj/Fi, the last term, representing the BSM modification,
becomes zero. In this case, all sensitivity to the BSM cou-
pling is lost and a peak is formed in the exclusion plot
line. In Fig. S5, the mass dependence of Xji is visual-
ized for the combinations of the 2S1/2 → 2D5/2 transi-

tion in Ca+ (ν729) with either the 3P0 → 3P1 transition
in Ca14+ (ν570) or the 2S1/2 → 2D3/2 transition in Ca+

(ν732). The pure Ca+ line crosses zero at mϕ ≈ 104 eV,
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FIG. S5. Beyond-Standard-Model physics coefficient Xji in
the King relation from Eq. (S19) for the combination of
the 2S1/2 → 2D5/2 transition in Ca+ (ν729) with either the
3P0 → 3P1 transition in Ca14+ (ν570; red, solid) or with the
2S1/2 → 2D3/2 transition in Ca+ (ν732; blue, dashed).

thus explaining the corresponding peak in the exclusion
plot.
Moreover, this analysis provides insight into the behav-
ior of the bounds in the high-mass limit. In this mass
regime, when the range of the Yukawa potential becomes
smaller than the nucleus, the ratio of the BSM coefficients
Xj/Xi becomes equal to the ratio of field shift coefficients
Fj/Fi such that both lines in Fig. S5 approach zero for
large masses. This behavior is the origin of the strong
loss of sensitivity in the high-mass limit. Since a slight
deviation between the experimental and theoretical re-
sults of the field shift ratio Fj/Fi can substantially alter
the high-mass behavior of the bounds on BSM physics,
the BSM electronic coefficients are rescaled such that the
ratio Xj/Xi approaches the experimental field shift ratio
F exp
j /F exp

i in the high-mass limit.
In this work, the bounds were obtained by using the GKP
relation, Eq. (S16), where non-trivial combinations of
electronic coefficients appear. The occurrence of peaks
in an m-dimensional GKP is still connected to the zeroes
of Xm, but the prediction of peak locations in the exclu-
sion plot requires knowledge of the electronic coefficients
for the FS and BSM terms, as well as those for (m − 2)
higher-order corrections.
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M. Door, H. Dorrer, C. E. Düllmann, S. Eliseev, P. Fil-
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Grasp2018 – a fortran 95 version of the general relativis-
tic atomic structure package, Comput. Phys. Commun.
237, 184 (2019).

[41] P. Jönsson, M. Godefroid, G. Gaigalas, J. Ekman,
J. Grumer, W. Li, J. Li, T. Brage, I. Grant, J. Bieroń, and
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