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A limit on the electron electric dipole moment using paramagnetic ferroelectric EugsBagsTiO3

S. EckeH A.O. Sushko‘ﬂ and S.K. Lamoreaux
Yale University, P.O. Box 208120 New Haven, CT 06520-8120
(Dated: January 24, 2018)

We report on the results of a search for the electron eledipime momentls using paramagnetic ferroelectric
EwsBaysTiO3. The electric polarization creates affieetive electric field that makes it energetically favorable
for the spins of the seven unpaired 4lectrons of the Eti to orient along the polarization, provided that
d. # 0. This interaction gives rise to sample magnetizationretated with its electric polarization, and is
therefore equivalent to a linear magnetoelectfied. A SQUID magnetometer is used to search for the resulting
magnetization. We obtaid, = (=1.07 + 3.06sta = 1.74sy5) X 1072% ecm, implying an upper limit ofds| <
6.05x 10725 ecm (90% confidence).

PACS numbers: 11.30.Er, 75.85, 32.10.Dk, 14.60.Cd

The permanent electron electric dipole momesEIM)
has been of experimental interest for nearly half a century

Connections to top
of cryostat

because it provides a probe of charge-parity (CP) symmetr ~_Top sample
violation in the universe. Through the CPT theorem [1], the HV cable
... Superconducting

existence of a permanent electric dipole moment, which vio:

lates time-reversal (T) symmetry, would imply violation@® shield (inner)

in order that combined operations of CPT are conserved. C\ . SQUID
symmet_ry violation is required in the early u_niverse in arde Top sample ground
to explain the currently observed matter-antimatter asgmm " return line

try [2]; furthermore, the CP violation in the standard model
(SM) is not stficient to explain this asymmetrﬂl [3]. Many
theories that go beyond the SM contain more CP violatior
and therefore predict a largeEDM that may be detected by
the next generation of experime [4].

The traditional method to search for & DM involves L]
observing precession of an atom or molecule with unpairec [T~
electron s{gins in the presence of both magnetic and elec

- Top electrode

- Top sample

- Pickup loop

- Ground plane

- Bottom sample
- Bottom electrode

... Bottom sample
ground return

tric fields [5]. This method has been used extensi\@Iﬂ[G, 7] _ Magnetic field

and has set the best current upper limit on &M of coils

Id < 1.05x 10727 ecm [8]. Another measurement pro- ... Bottom sample

cedure, first suggested by Shapirb [9], involves placing un: HV cable
S~ ... Superconducting

paired election spins bound to a crystal lattice in an dlectr
field. If de # O, the electrons will orient along the elec-
tric field and produce a magnetization in the sam@ [10]. —
To date, two experiments produceBDM limits using this
app_roach|_[__1|ZIJ,:12]. The reverse experlmgnt,_whgre the SafkiG, 1., (Color online) A cut-through schematic of #eDM exper-
ple is magnetized and a correlated polarization is measuregnent. Note the coordinate system in the bottom of the figure.
has also been performdﬂ13]. These solid-state-based-expe
iments sacrifice the narrow atomic and molecular transition
linewidths for a significantly larger signal due to the higind « ior above approximately 1.9 K and behavior consistent with
sity of spins present in a solid. s anti-ferromagnetism at lower temperatuB [14].

Perhaps the most important choice for a solid-stEBM  * The sample magnetization induced by #DM is given
experiment is the material. In Refs. [14) 15], the advahLY
tages of EysBay5TiO3 are detailed over other materials, and YmOeE*
a short review will be presented here. ggBaysTiO3 has a M = , 1)
perovskite crystal structure and is ferroelectric beloywrag- Ha
imately 200 K m,ﬁbljh]. Our samples, which have ap-whereyn is the magnetic susceptibilitgle is theeEDM of the
proximately 65% ceramic density and were made in an idegtielectron i, is the magnetic moment of the Euion, andE*
cal way to those in Refl__[_iS], can be partially polarized gsie is the dfective electric field. As shown for a similar, dielec-
moderate voltage<( 3 kV or approximately 20 k¥tm). The = tric material, GdGaO;,, the dfective electric field is pro-
magnetic E&" ions are responsible for paramagnetic behav-portional to the displacement of the £uwith respect to the

shield (outer)
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center of the oxygen octahedron arounf it [18]. This displac

is shown in Fig[dl. Two disc-shaped samples of diameter
12.6 mm and height ¥ mm are held onto a centrally located

ground plane by two electrodes. Like most of the cryogenic
components, the ground plane is constructed from G10 fiber-

Q'ass but is coated with graphite to mqke the syrface Con(_ju?fIG. 2. (Color online) The procedure for measuring¢eB®M. Elec-
tive. An 8-turn superconducting Nb-Ti alloy pickup 100p iS ¢ field pulses (top) of duratiot, are applied a time apart. Each
wound inside the ground plane. The pickup loop transfers theubsequent pulse reverses the polarization of the sample.cii-
flux generated by the magnetization of the samples to a supetent flow through the samples (second from the top) is nurakdyic
conducting quantum interference device (SQUID) that isluse integrated to obtain the polarization of the samples (seéam the
as a magnetometer. Because of the geometry of the sampl&§ttom). The SQUID signal (bottom) is averaged after eadsepu
there are demagnetizing fields that lead to suppressioreof tHPeiWeen timess andr, wherets is generally (Br. Shown on the
magnetic flux detected by the SQUI@ZO]. To electrically po_rlght are typical orde_r_s of magnltuge for the various applields
. . o and measured quantities. df ~ 107’ ecm, the size of the SQUID
larize the samples, voltage is generated by a custom-ligiit h signal would be of order 1.
voltage supply and applied via graphite-painted elecsaue
the flat surfaces of the samples. Additional leads from the
ground planes attach to a high dynamic range, transimpedanihduced magnetization will be similarly modulated. To mea-
amplifier [21], with which currents that flow through the sam- sure the resulting modulation, the SQUID signal is averaged
ple are measured. The polarization is determined by numerifter allowing time for transients to settle. To preventkac
cally integrating the measured current. Such numericatint ground drifts in the signal from impacting the computatién o
gration is accurate only to an arbitrary constant and thus-me the correlation, the average SQUID signals for four adjacen
sures the change in polarization but not #eolute polariza- .., pulses in time are weighted b§/ —g, %, —% and summed.
tion. us This procedure determines theéfdrence in the SQUID signal
Two layers of superconducting magnetic shields made.obetween the two polarization staté® and eliminates the ef-
1 mm thick, 99.9% pure Pb foil surround the sample regionfect of a linear drift. A® is then divided by the dierence in
This shielding ¢fers a minimum shielding factor of #@or .. the polarizatiom\P to determine the correlation between the
time-varying magnetic fields. However, during cooling o th. SQUID signal and the polarization. This correlatia®/AP
experiment, they trap ambient magnetic fields as they udergs proportional to the ME cdicienta’ and thusde.
the superconducting transition. This trapped field can be ga  The predominant noise source is the SQUID magnetome-
celed using superconducting magnetic field coils wound.®ner’s intrinsic noise. Above 1 Hz, the noise spectral derisit
a cylindrical form of radius 5.2 cm and length 17 cm. A approximately white at 3®o/ VHz. Below 1 Hz, the noise
solenoid coil applies a fielH, parallel to the normal vector of.; of the SQUID rises roughly as/f, wheref is the frequency.
the pickup loop (defined to be tlzadirection), and a cosine- s Due to technical constraints, the fastesorresponds to a re-
type coil applies a fieltHy perpendicular to the normal vectas, versal frequency of @5 Hz, within the Zf noise regime of
of the pickup loop at a set azimuthal angle (defined to bexthg our SQUIDs. Despite operating in thé¢flregime of the noise,
direction). Lastly, an anti-Helmholtz coil applies a matioe... the statistics for a data run are Gaussian. Each data run com-
field gradiendH,/dz 132 prises between 200 and 600 electric field pulses, and a Gaus-
Fig. [@ shows the experimental measurement procedursian is fit to the distribution oA®/AP. The error of the best
Electric field pulses separated by a timare applied to eithers. fit mean is used as the statistical error for that run. Theclpi
the top sample, bottom sample, or both to modulate the remaeducedy? for such a fit is near unity. Because the samples
nent polarization. Because H(g. 1 is linearAnthe eEDM- 1 are reversed at a frequency within thef hoise regime of the

12

ment has been computed to be equal to half that of the dis- 25 ﬁ o :ﬂ: o

placement of the T ions with respect to the O [14] and is gl b 1 40kv/em

therefore proportional to the polarization of the sample,, i w Lo ! :U: L ! :U: !

E* = kP. Using this displacement and the results in . [18], o L L L !

we conservatively predidt ~ (10 MV/cm)/(1 uC/cn?). The 'l L s Lo !

EDM interaction [Eq[L] can be viewed as a first order, lin- 5 YN M L\ S — | 100pA

ear magnetoelectric (MEtect in the sample. In this picture, © Lo Co L N :

the free energy of the samp@zis modified by a linear term c! ! L L L :

a’HP, wherea’ = ymdek/ua andH is the applied magnetic -% iy L Cll L !

field. Because the sample is cooled in a zero electric field and S B e R - ¢luC/cmZ

the experiment is operated at 4.2 K where the sample is para: e T | e S | F—

magnetic, both parity and time symmetries are conserved in S T T R T R R R

the crystal. A non-zera’ can therefore only arise because of 5 ([ + |

theeEDM [19]. 38 J& : :\ﬂ: : :k: : :w: — | 100 mb,
A cut-through schematic of the experimental apparatus ® ¢ IR I I
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1
R
+ * +
s ~



3

8 20 w7 andp = (d2d/dt2) as a proxy for the strength f,. The re-
6 {i i 110 168 SUlting fits to experimental data confirm the validity of thes
At it 10 proxies. The best fit values ferare used to predict the size
= AR ‘E o of the correlation when the magnetic field is close to zero and
g ot '-”' % 1 the electric field pulses are symmetric. In this configuratip
© i < w2 is notknowna priori what type of field envelops the samples;
2 S s therefore, the most likely correlation for both B field and
2 450 _:' g2 wman Hy field is computed. The resulting predictions are used as
8, & s alo systematic error without applying any correction.
15 i W 1 In addition to this heatingféect, the higher-order ME ef-
10l : 17 fect that is present in titanates can also generate a nan-zer
: s A®/AP. Given the symmetries present in our sample, the
50 e magnetization induced by the higher-order MiEeet will be

1w given byM = 6ymP?H, whereP is theabsolute polarization.
Time (s) 1 Using the same experimental apparatus, the constavds

FIG. 3. (Color online) Example of thefliérence of the heating decaly’ measu_red for this .material; details will be presented_irt_erla
transient. The blue dashed lines show the applied eleatitpulses = PaPer N preparation. Because the magnetoelectric-intluce

and the red solid lines show the resulting SQUID signal. Enge *** magnetization depends &%, a non-zero correlation will re-
features in the SQUID signal seen during the electric fieltbgwitss SUlt only if the two diferent absolute polarization states in the

are caused by the current that flows during the polarizatiwarsal. 1.s modulation have dierent magnitudes. Thus, the error in de-
After the reversal, the heated sample returns to equitibriith the .; termining the absolute zero of polarization will determihe
LHe bath, which can be seen as the decay after the pulse. @atse,; maximum possible dierence inP?2 when the polarization is
were taken in the presence of B field (top panel) and aRl; field ., reversed. The error in the absolute zeroPos taken to be
(bottom panel), each approximately 1 mG. wo 0.1 uC/cn? at 95% confidence, which is motivated by the fi-
1w delity with which samples can be depolarized using electric
o 1. fields. Depolarization féectively resets the constant of inte-
= SQUIDs, the statistical errors af®/AP tend to be an order,, gration in the determination of the polarization and thuss th
= of magnitude larger than those projected in Refl [15]. fidelity limits our knowledge of the absolute zero of the po-
1w Several systematidfiects in the experiment can generatedlarization. Using this error estimate for the absolute meas
10 NON-zeroAd® /AP and can therefore mask or mimic the linegr ment of P, a A®/AP is computed and used as a systematic
11 ME effect due to theeEDM. For example, if the samples ake error.
12 IN @ non-zero magnetic field, a change in the temperaturg,of Because of the inherent dissipation present in ferroedsgtr
the sample(s) will lead to a change in permeability that will the sample takes some time to reach the final polarizatiom sta
us Subsequently change the flux through the SQUID. Becausg effter the electric field is applied. This phenomenon is known
the dissipation inherent to ferroelectrics, polarizatieversals .., as dielectric relaxation [23]. As the sample relaxes to its fi
us heat the sample(s). As the samples return to equilibriumn wit nal state, current continues to flow through the sample. This
the liquid helium bath, a transient can be seen in the SQUIRurrent scales as?, wheret is the time since the polariza-
us signal, as shown in Figl 3. Provided this heating is equahwhetion reversal. To suppress this dielectric relaxation, dali-a
us the sample polarization is switched frord to -2 (a negatives tional time-varying voltage (maximum 40 V) is applied using
10 pulse) and-2z to +2 (a positive pulse), the heating transients a proportional-integrator-fierentiator (PID) circuit to force
s are identical for positive and negative remanent poladgat ., the net current to zero. To estimata@/AP that may result,
12 and there is no systematifect. A measure of the amount of, the SQUID response during the electric field pulse is used to
heat released by a given pulse can be derived from the itegraalculate the sensitivity of the SQUID to the current thrioug
i« Of P - dE, whereP is the polarization andt is the applied.,, each sample. Thefect on the SQUID signal due to any cur-
electric field [22], and is of the order of 1 mJ per pulse. .., rent that is not suppressed by the PID is then computed and
s To quantify the size of the resultingd /AP, magnetic fieldsz. used to estimate the correlation. The correlation due to di-
157 were applied and the electric field pulses were deliberatelglectric relaxation is then taken to be arlsystematic error.
18 Unbalanced to produceftérent heating for positive and negr=  The total integrated time for the data used in the final analy-
150 ative pulses. The resulting correlation was measured & 4hisis is approximately 1 hour and 40 minutes. All data where the
10 Manner for each reversal frequency and for each sample..fl&ame sample(s) are driven at the same reversal frequency and
11 correlations were then fit tad/AP = aAQp, whereAQ is - with the same amplitude electric field pulses were averaged
12 the diference in heat released between a positive and negatitegether, weighted by their statistical errors. The catieh
163 pulse, p is a proxy for the magnetic field, aradis a tunablezs is then converted into a linear ME déecient and an equiv-
1. constant. As shown in Figl 3, the transient is significanifly d- alentde. To enable comparision with linear ME d&eients
s ferent for Hy vs. H, fields; for this reason, the fits for the: that are expressed in units of swe definea = yeeoa’,
166 COrrelation usg = (dd/dt) as a proxy for the strength éf, 2 whereye = P/gE ~ 700 is an €ective electrical susceptibil-
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30| topsample bottom sample 240 Where dielectric GglGasO;, was used. The ultimate EDM
- 115 250 limit can be improved in future versions of the experiment by
% 20 110 s identifying and suppressing the sources of excess noigein t
8 10l L both samples 5 € s SQUID magnetometers below 1 Hz. Further suppression of
S —_—— 9 systematics, such as heating and dielectric relaxatiomdco
;; 0 :% _% — T ; T : 0 (?3 ;54 be obtained by improving magnetic shielding and optimizing
£ _10l f | 5% = the current feedback system. Alternatively, these systema
2 256 ICS May be suppressed by using either a low-loss ferroalectr
0 _20¢t 1-10 27 (€.9., EWsBag 255K 25TI03 [@]) or paraelectric (e.g., SIT

30 , , , |15 2 doped with E&" [26,[27]).
0 2 4 6 8
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FIG. 4. (Color online) Final best fiéEDM values with statistical , . Georgieva, S. Kamba for providing preliminary measure-

error bars. Data were recorded at reversal frequencies25f 19z . ;
(violet, upward triangles), 0.167 Hz (red squares), 0.125dteen, e Sr?icteSrS(?IyEU.sBao.sTlos- This work was supported by Yale

downward triangles), and 0.1 Hz (blue circles). The anmnmtat **
show which sample(s) were driven. The solid cyan line shdwes t
best fit mean, and the dashed cyan lines show itssiatistical error.
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