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Search for the electron electric dipole moment using2-doublet levels in PbG
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We present results of the first experiment to probe for thetetedipole moment (EDM) of the electron using
anQ-doublet state in a polar molecule. If the molecule is bottssine and has a large molecular-fixed frame
dipole moment, then th@-doublet states have the potential to greatly increaseahsitivity of experiments
searching for the EDM while also allowing for new methods ydtematic error rejection. Here, we use the
metastable(1)°c* state of lead monoxide (PbO) to probe for the electron EDM:. lgst fit for the electron
EDM of de = (—4.4 + 9.5 + 18559 X 102" ecm allows us to place an upper limit on the magnitude of the
EDM of |do| < 1.7 x 10726 ecm (90% confidence). While this is less stringent than lirfiidsn other, previous
experiments, our work emphasizes the systematic errati@jeproperties associated with tieedoublet level

structure. The results should inform the work of othe
level structure.

PACS numbers: 14.60.Cd, 33.48.11.30.Er, 33.5%c

I. INTRODUCTION

r, ong@xperiments that use molecules with analogous

where& is the applied electric fieldde is theeEDM, ug is
the Bohr magnetory is the g-factor for the electroB, is the

The detection of a permanent electric dipole momen{fagnetic field, and is Planck’s constant divided byr2. If

(EDM) of a fundamental particle would provide evidence o
violation of charge-parity (CP) symmetry][ If an EDM ex-
ists, it violates both parity (P) and time (T) reversal syrame

¢the two fields are nominally applied along the same axis and if

the EDM is parallel to the magnetic dipole montetiie mag-
nitude of the precession frequency will be larger (smalifer)

tries. Through the CPT theorem, which states that the conf€ two fields are parallel (anti-parallel). To isolate theqes-

bined operations of parity, time, and charge-conjugat®n (
must be conserved in any Lorentz-invariant the@y @ vio-

sion due tode&E, one typically measures theffirence in the
precession frequency when the relative direction of&tend

lation of T symmetry, such as that by an EDM, is equivalentB fi€lds are reversed.

to violation of CP symmetry. CP violation was first observe
in the decay of the neutral kao][ and such violation can

be explained through the standard model (SM). However, th U >
pmonly used 13, 14]. If an electric field is applied to such

SM does not contain enough CP violation to explain the cu
rent matter-antimatter asymmetry in the univeréle [Theo-

ries that go beyond the standard model generally provide fo

more CP violation, and therefore, larger EDNis 9.
No EDM of a fundamental particle has yet to be detecte

however, a recent experiment using YbF molecules has s

the current experimental limit on the electron EDBEDM)
of |de| < 1.05x 1072 ecm (90% confidence)l)]. This ex-
periment, like most of its predecessotd,[12], attempted to

detect theeEDM by detecting a change in Larmor precession
in the presence of an electric field. To understand how thes

experiments work, considerfeee electron in the presence of

both electric and magnetic fields. If the electron possemsses

EDM, the magnitude of the resulting Larmor precession fre
guency vectow is given by

1
w= ﬁ|299llBB +2deS] 1)

* Present address: National Institute of Standards and By 100 Bu-
reau Dr., Gaithersburg, MD 20899-842tephen.eckel@aya.yale.edu
 Present address: Department of Physics, University ofd@aia, Berke-
ley, California 94720, USA

* Present address: Universitt Innsbruck, Institut fr Expentalphysik Tech-
nikerstrasse 28 A-6020 Innsbruck,Austria

§ david.demille@yale.edu

g Because the electron is charged, it is not feasible to mea-

sure the precession frequency of free electrons, and treref
atoms and molecules with unpaired electron spins are com-

an atom or molecule, EdL can still be applied, excem.
s replaced by the-factor of the bound state with which the
measurement is performed, afids replaced by anféective

delectric field&et+ with which the electron spin interacts. In

él’[]e non-relativistic limit&e ¢ is equal to zero (a result known
as the ScHf theorem), but due to relativistidfects can be
non-zero or even larger than the applied electric field. AAom
or molecules with a heavy nucleus caffieo efective electric
fields as high as 100 G¥¢m. Becaus@, < 1072’ ecm, the

hift in Larmor precession frequency will still be small,af

er 2r x 0.1 Hz. The bias magnetic field must still be large
enough to observe precession; in practiBes ordinarily of
the order of 10 to 1mG, corresponding to overall precession
frequencies in the range af ~ 27 x (10%) to 27 x (10°) Hz.
Therefore, theeEDM may produce a tiny fractional shift of
between 10* and 108 in the spin precession.

In any experiment where the expected signal represents

such a small fractional shift, the experimentalist musetak

1 We note that the precession frequency is a vector in the newsirgl case.
While the experiment discussed in this work only measuresrtagnitude
of the precession frequency vector, there are experimeatcan measure
not just the magnitude, but the direction of the precessitie.implications
of such a measurement are discussed briefly in Appefudix

2 |.e., both are anti-parallel to the spin. Such a conditionldamply de < O,
just as the gyromagnetic ratia = geug 0beysye < 0.
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care to isolate systematidfects that mimic the sought-for M=—1 M=0 M= +1
shift. ForeEDM experiments, a magnetic field that is gen-

erated by the electric field, such as one created by leakage Ag ¢
current that flows from one electrode to another, represents
one of these possible systematiteets.

In experiments where the Larmor precession frequency is
given by Eq.1, reversal of the magnetic and electric fields is o
the primary method used to measure and reject systematic ef- ? ________ i ________ ? n
fects. In this method, magnetic and electric fields are appli U === A = 20,2801 - LKE) U
along a chosen laboratory axis and their directions reddtv ol E :
that axis are reversed. Four Larmor precession frequencies Pb* e
corresponding to the four possible applied field configoreti
are then measured. Combinations of these measured frequen-
cies then yield information regarding tleEDM and the ap-
plied fields. For example, ib; ; represents the measured pre-
cession frequency wheBhas sign and& has signj, the sum ‘B
of all four obeysw, , + w,_ +w_, + w__ = 8gugBay, Where ;
B,y is the average magnetic field magnitude. BE®OM can
be found by forming the combinatien, , —w, - —w_++w_ _, T = T

n n

which assuming all the field magnitudes are identical, weld I

8deEesf. Given that there are four fierent measured fre- | @ oo A = 2up2B(1 + KIE)
guencies, there are two othigeld parametersi.e., parame- 24,8,

ters that specify the applied fields. These correspond tma no .
reversing component of the magnetic fi@g and a change in
the magn_etlc f_|eld magnltudB'cgrr t_hat is correlated with the_ aJ = 1 Q-doublet in a polar molecule. (Top panel) With no ap-
a_lbsolutedwectlon of the (_electrlc field. However, a magnetic plied electric or magnetic fields, there are two sets of tiegen-
field componentwhose sign depends on both the sigheefd  ¢ate states, corresponding to the parity eigensftasd the three
B, e.g., a magnetic field that is generated by leakage curreftojectionsM of the angular momentund along the quantization
that flows between the two electrodes, will be completely in-axis, respectively. Which of the parity eigenstates hakérignergy
distinguishable fromeEDM in this method. In addition, no depends on the exact structure of the molecule in questiothei
information regarding the electric field or the alignmenttef ~ a(1yX* state of PbO used in this work, tie= +1 state lies lower

two fields can be obtained solely from the measured preced? energy. (Bottom panel) An applied electric figldred, long dash
sion frequencies. vector) mixes the opposite-parity states (shown by thesdotjray

Recently, considerable attention has turned to poIaFneS) and induces a Stark slifplitting between them. The Stark-

molecules withR-doublet substructurd p-19], because such S"ifted levels (shown by the red, long dashed lines) havd avez-
systems have the possibility to reject systematics bettetoe molecular dipole moment= u,f, whereris the molecular axis,
than the simple atomic or molecular experiments describeé“enteOI either along or against the electric field. Heneeftld 5
) “~Haturally defines the quantization axis. An applied magrfetid B

above P0]. SuchQ-doublet substructure occurs generically in (pjue, dash-dot vector) in the same directiorédaaduces a Zeeman
molecular states with internal electronic angular momentu shift between thé/l = +1 states (shown by the blue, dash-dot lines).
Je = 1. In addition to having states with-doublet substruc- TheeEDM interacts with the fective electric field of the molecule,
ture, the molecular species must generally have one heavy nwhich has opposite sign for the twé states, and modifies the Zee-
cleus, two valence electrons in a triplet state, and at mast man shift (black lines). Last, the electric field causes ngbetween
valence electron ina or 3, orbital in order thaEe ¢ forthe ~ theJ = 1 andJ = 2 states thatféectively changes thg factors of
Q-doublet states is also large. As shown in Figit is possi-  the upper and loweN-states by an amousk|é|.
ble to prepare such a molecule in quantum states that have op-
posite signs of the molecular polarization and hence opposi )
signs of the &ective electric field. This additional degree of @ngular momentund = 1 state has two degenerate manifolds
freedom can possibly yield more information regarding expe of three states. Each of the three states corresponds te a dif
imental conditions such as field alignments, field magnisude férent projectiorM of the total angular momentum along the
and leakage currerits laboratoryZ'axis, as shown in the top panel of Fij. The

A detailed description of the level structure of these state WO sets of degenerate states correspond to eigerfstitibe
is given in Refs. 24, 25], and a short review will be presented
here. With no applied magnetic and electric fields, the total—

FIG. 1. (Color online) Schematic of the energy level struetaf

4 These parity states are best expressed in the [aMs|Q| = 1, P = +1),
whereQ is the projection of the electronic angular momentdgnalong

3 Other potential systems are being studieddBPM searches as well, in- the molecular axis\,"i.e., Q2 = Je - . The parity statels can be expressed
cluding solid state system@1, 22] and Cs and Rb atoms in an optical N the signed2 basis throughJ, M, | = 1P = +1) = -5(IM.Q = 1) -
lattice [23). (-1)PII M, Q = -1)).



parity operator with quantum numb®r = +1. Because of M = +1 states is given by
a Coriolis coupling to the total electronic angular momemtu

Je, these two parity states have a smattatience of energy SEnm = _“%B$ (@ + ) (N M 29/JBBZ)

Aq. Which of the two parity eigenstates has higher energy de- ' S | Ha&

pends on the specific molecule and state. For the purposes of Ag

this discussion, the state with higher energy will be dethote —(gﬁ - QE)Z#aS] )

by H, and the state with lower energy will be denotedlby
Note that while in the molecule-fixed frame there is an elecwhereB, is the magnetic field along the electric fieR¥; is the
tric dipole momenjs,, the expectation value in the laboratory transverse magnetic field perpendicular to it gnd %(gH +
frame for either of these states is identically zero. Iniddj  g,). Therefore, while a transverse field may lead to a shift
theH andL states have slightly ferent magnetig-factors, in the overall energy of thé1 = +1 states, such a shift is
which will be denoted agy andg, , respectively. mostly common mode. The actual change in the precession

An applied electric field causes the molecules to polarfrequency for the state with quantum numbérdue to the
ize along or against the electric field. The tensor Stark shiftransverse magnetic field; is given by
that accompanies this polarization is shown schematially
Fig. 1. In the presence a&, the projection of the molecular- OENM=+1 — OENM=_1 , 5 Ouy BBZ
fixed dipole momenju, along the electric field, given by A = —2(Gn +gL)T 2’

a ! (/Jaa)

N = sign(ue) - &), becomes a good quantum number. Thus, (4)
the direction of the electric field defines the quantizatiis a which is the same for botN = +1.
for the molecul®. When a magnetic field is applied along  Collecting all the terms above, we can write the magnitude
the quantization axis, it interacts with the unpaired spind  of the precession frequency of tiNe = +1 states to lowest
causes a splitting between tMe= +1 sublevels of 8y, usB, order in the various fields as
wheregn, (v ) is the g-factor for theN = 1 (N = —1) state. As
described in Sec. VIl of Ref2], the g factors diverge when WN

T_
owy =

_ |Enm=+1 — ENM=-1]

strongly polarized by an applied electric field, i.e., 1 h NKE
312l :5’2@8(8'(@)(“ g |
On, - On. = Ag~ 22%(g, +qy), (2) A
208, . LR (BxE?
-(95 +9L)W + 2NdeEett| »  (5)
whereB; is the rotational constant. a

TheeEDM itself interacts with thefgective electric field of  \wherek = 3u,/10B;. Unlike experiments based upon Eq.

the molecule, not the external field. Because the states ha‘ﬁGiS now possib]e to measure eigh]ﬂéi‘ent Larmor preces-

different signs oN, we write the energy shift between the sjon frequencies corresponding to the fouffetient applied

M = £1 states due to theEDM asE = —2d. - Eer1, Where  field configurations and two fierent N states. These eight

Eefr = —EeriN is the dlective electric field with which the  measured frequencies are denotedpyk, wherei = sgn(N),

eEDM interacts; this quantity has opposite sign for the two j = sgng) andk = sgn@), and theeEDM can be found

states. Once the applied electric field isimiently large to by taking the combination of the measured frequencies ¢hat i

polarize the moleculege s reaches its maximum value and odd inN, &, andB, e, Yikijkowi jx = 16deSerr.

becomes independent of the applied electric field Moreover, an experiment based on measuring the eight dif-

Because a polarized molecule in the- 1 state has a large ferent Larmor frequencies given by Exgcan yield more infor-
energy diference between thel = 0 andM = <1 states, mation regarding the applied fields. First, with applieccele
magnetic fields perpendicular to the quantization axisneeffi tric fields& < 100 V/cm, k& is typically of the order of 1¢F.

by the electric fieldS, will have a minimal impact on the pre- Therefore, the twdN states respond almost equally to the ap-

cession frequency. Such a transverse magnetic Beldill plied magnetic field and act as an internal comagnetometer,

couple states witiM and M’ = M + 1, and therefore there allowing cancellation of thefects of a fluctuating or system-

is no shift to first order irBr. To second order, assuming a atically changing magnetic field. For example, this can be

fully polarized molecule and neglecting th#ext of theJ =2 used to distinguish frequency shifts due to a field genetated

states, the shift in energlE due toBy for the fourN = +1,  current flowing between the electrodes from shifts due to the
eEDM. Second, while the electric field dependence ofdhe
factors prevents perfect cancellation of magnetic fidldats,
it does allow extraction of information regarding the efict

s . , . . , __field. This information can be used to determine whether the
For this configuration, it is useful to define the basis L . . . S
ILM.N) = |[1M.Q = Nsign)) = \%(U’ MOl = 1P = +1) — eIeptnqﬂeId magnitude is changing with time or upon regérs
(L1212 M. 1l = 1P = 1), of its direction. . _

6 In the case of a paramagnetic atafa; is linearly proportional to the ap- An experlment ba_'sed upon Eﬁlals_o can re!ect Sy_Stema_‘t'C
plied electric field for all fields achievable in the laborgtaThis diterence ~ €rrors due to misalignment of the fields. With typical align-
between atoms and molecules is notable and could possihigdstas an  ment errors between the electric and magnetic fields, tihe rat
additional check for systematidfects. usBx&/(uaE) can be of the order of 18, leading to rejection



of transverse magnetic fields of the order of 0 Moreover, Microwave Horn
motional magnetic fields generated by the relativistic &
:flfreé:rtn v(\a/rlllthave a negligibly small impact on tleEDM mea- Retroreflecting Mirror Magnetic

>

. . R f Shields
In this work, we examine the systematic rejection prop- ( N
erties of an eEDM search based on this level structure, us- (VC '\
ing an experiment based on th&a state of lead monox- / \
ide (PbO). PbO has proven interesting forefDM search PMT Y PMT
for a multitude of reasons. First, it can be produced with
high-densities in a vapor celPf, 26-29. Second, it has
both large electric dipole moment{/%# ~ 2r x 1.64 MHz
V-lem™ [27]) and a large ffective electric field &err ~
25 GV/cm [28, 30]). While the state is sensitive to magnetic KKA jj
fields, withg ~ 0.86 [29], the difference in they factors with K J
magnetic fields obeyls ~ 7 x 10° V-lcm, where we have
usedB,/h = 2r x (7.054 GHz) B1]. This value ofk ensures Laser 9
that the molecule will behave as a good comagnetometer for Quantum Beats
our values of applied electric fields.
Although the present work was not able to establish a new
limit on the eEDM, many future experiments depend on the 2
capabilities for the systematic rejection of the level stuwe
shown in Fig.1, and we believe the findings of this work will FIG. 2. (Color online) A schematic of the experiment. Thd =l
prove useful for those experiments. We first discuss the-appalaced at the center of vacuum chamber (VC). Light from arlase
ratus used in this study in Sedl.. The suppression offiects  ters through a quartz light-pipe to illuminate the molesulend the
due to transverse fields is shown experimentally in 8ecA  resulting quantum beat fluorescence is observed using ipiodtio
comprehensie s o equencies of phases measuredin sufle 0Ss LT Memves o oot opiod o nemals
an eXpe”menF’ along with .a formal q(.efmltlo.n of the m(_.:‘asur_tained within three layers of magnetic shielding. The mégrfeeld
able Systematl_c_s and physical quanytlesf, will be develope coils and the oven that heats the vapor cell are not showngries,
Sec.IV. In addition to the #ects detailed in SetV, we con-  j4tteq arrows indicate the direction of rotation of the tisg quan-
sider the &ect of field gradients on the experimentin S€¢.  tum beat fluorescence.
these prove to be the dominant source of systematic errors in
this work. The final result of the experiment is detailed in
Sec.VI. Note that for the remainder of this article, we shall  apn gven heats the vapor cell to 700°C, where the par-
taker = 1 and treat energy and angular frequency as identicg{g| pressure of PbO is- 10 Torr and the total pressure
quantities. of PbO vapor (dominated either by fy or PbO) is ~
1072 Torr [33, 34]. The heating elements are formed from
laser-cut tantalum foil, designed to minimize the overalf-s
II. - APPARATUS inductance, and are held in place by a quartz structure. Be-
cause tantalum will oxidize when heated in atmosphere, the
For our experiments, a gas of PbO molecules is created igven and vapor cell are placed within an aluminum vacuum
a high-temperature vapor cell, as shown in FAg.The cell  chamber with 18 in. height and 14 in. diameter, where pres-
is shaped roughly like a cube with approximately 3 in. sidessyres of approximately 18 Torr are achieved. Two-inch di-
and is made from fused alumina, which forms the walls anChmeter quartz ||ght pipes protrude through the walls of the
structural supports. Four, 2 in.-diameter, yttrium-aloom-  yacuum chamber and provide the necessary optical access for
garnet (YAG) windows provide optical access from four sideSexcitation and detection of the molecules.
of the cell. Re-entrant electrodes, with an approximatmdia The vacuum chamber is surrounded by multiple magnetic
ter of 2.25in., protrude into the top and bottom with a Spacin fie|q coils. A 300 turn, 10.5 in. radius Helmholtz coil gen-
of 1.5 in. These electrodes are made from gold foil whichg ates 4 magnetic field in thedirection. Cosine-type coils
has been adhered onto a flat, sapphire substrate using oxidgy yniform fields in thex tirection andy direction. A set
bonding B2). Surrounding the main electrodes are guard ringq¢ o radient coils can generate all possible linear magfietit
electrodes of inner diameter 2.5 in. and outer diameteri@.75 gradients. The vacuum chamber and magnetic field coils are
When a larger voltage is applied to these guard rings than th§, - within three layers pfmetal shielding, which provide
main electrodes, the electric field becomes more uniform in, shielding factor of the order of 0
the main volume of the cell.

A short laser pulse of 548 nm light prepares the molecules
into the &x* state of PbO. The pulse is generated by a nar-
rowband, continuous-wave-seeded, pulse-pumped dye-ampli
" For a comprehensive description of the appartus and baperimxental  fier [35, 36]. A diode laser, which is amplified using a semi-

procedure used, see also R&j| conductor tapered amplifier and frequency-doubled using a



periodically-poled lithium niobate (PPLN) waveguide, gen
erates the seed laser light. An injection-seeded, frequenc
doubled Nd:YAG laser with an output pulse of approximately
3 ns in duration and a repetition rate of 100 Hz acts as the
pump for Fluoresin 548 dye. The output energy of the full dye
amplifier system has an energy of approximately 7-10 mJ per
pulse. Because the dye amplifier’s linewidth 200 MHz) is
smaller than the Doppler width of the molecular transitibn a
T ~ 1000 K (Cp ~ 800 MHz), a mirror retroreflects the beam
to excite molecules in a broader range of velocity classes.
With %-polarized light, the laser drives the transition from
the absolute ground state'X(v = 0,J = 0) into the mani-
fold of 3x*(v = 5,J = 1) sublevels and coherently populates
theN = £1, M = #1 levels shown in Figl. Neither the
M = +1 Zeeman splitting nor th&l = +1 Stark splitting is
resolved within the Doppler width of the transition. Beoaus
of the non-negligible electric field inhomogeneityl%), any
coherence between ti¢ = +1 states is quickly lo8t The
resulting fluorescence signal indicates thatdhstate has an 0
effective lifetime of approximately, ~ 50 us (see below for
details), with decay presumed to be due in nearly equal parts
to spontaneous emission and quenching on cell walls. As the
molecules decay to the ground state, quantum beats are cielG. 3. (Color online) An example of the resulting two beajnsil
ated by interference of the decay pathsMo= 0 ground from a single laser shot. At ficiently large applied magnetic and
state sublevel®24]. The modulated fluorescence signal is de-€lectric fields, the dference in the factors coupled with the size of
tected using two photomultiplier tubes (PMTs) that are ori-the average beat frgquency allows for resolu_tion of t!@tdqublet
ented along the-axis, which is perpendicular to the laser’s States at the same time. (a) The two precession frequereesage
direction of propagation. Two filters mounted in front of ac 2 Peat note in the raw signal (shown as red points), as ewedeing

. - th d ar= 38us. This data fit Il'to EdY (sh bl
PMT, a KG-4 infrared-blocking colored glass and a custom © node ne #s. This data fits well to Eqf (shown as a blue

o . . curve). (b) At the beginning of the decay, oscillations &t élverage
554+ 104 nm optical mterferen(_:e filter, serve to b_Iopkthe pri- of the)m(/o)frequencigs are%een. © Thg beat signal stilldiﬁq.g

mary spectrum of the substantial blackbody radiation prese after the node, where the phase of the signal has shifted ki)

atT ~ 1000 K. The quantum beat fluorescence alongxhe A discrete Fourier transform with a rectangular window fime of

direction is polarized along thg axis; therefore, wire grid both the data (shown as red points) and the fit (shown as a biue)c
polarizers are also used to filter out other background.light shows two resolved frequencies in the spectrum of the quabrat

In order to resolve the signal from the twoffégrentN  signal.
states, one of two techniques is used. As described in Sec.

X of Ref. [24], microwaves that are resonant with either ) o ]
thelJ=1L,M=+1,N=-1) - |J=2,M=+2, N=—-1) or  Preparation, and therefore the sensitivity of the expenine

J=1,M=+1N=+1) — |J=2,M = +2,N = +1) are ap- thgeEDM is generally bet?er in this t\_/vo-beat case than in the

plied to the molecules for a duratiary > 1/Qg, whereQg microwave-erasure technique descrl_bed above. .

is the Rabi frequency of the microwave drive. This causes de- 1he resulting quantum beats are fit to the function

coherence of the beat signal from the particlNat +1 state _ It

with which the microwaves are resonant. The frequencies of S(t) = b(t) + & ay cosuat + ¢1) ©6)

these transitions are approximately 28 GHz. The microwaveg,

are generated using a custom-built microwave source, and ar

applied to the molecules via a microwave horn. S(t) = b(t) + € '[ay cosit + ¢1) + @ cos@at + ¢2)], (7)
Alternatively, one can also resolve the signals of the Nvo

states by applying large magnetic and electric fields. Ihbot for microwave-erasure and two-beat techniques, resgdytiv

fields are sfficiently large, the dference in the precession In these fits,a, ¢i, wi andI" are free parameters,is the

frequency between the tw states can become larger than time since the laser pulse, ab(t) is the background signal.

1/T;, whereT; is the lifetime of the quantum beats. In this This background signal is determined directly from the data

case, bottN states contribute to the quantum beat signal, andPy using a low-pass, zero-phase-shift filter (a digital fitteat

the two frequency components can be resolved, as shown foves both forward and backward through tir@é]J. In gen-

Fig. 3. In this case, there is no loss of signal due to microwaveeral,b(t) can be fit to

Signal (10'° photelectrons/s)

20 40 60 80 100
Time (us)

@ |

FC. (a.u.)

1.4 1.6 1 j8 2 2.2
Frequency (MHz)

b(t) = Ae V™ + FAae™™ + byp, ®)

whereA;, i andbyy, are tunable constants. The constant term
8 We estimate that thel = +1 coherence is lost in less than 250 ns. bys allows for fitting the blackbody background. The first,
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FIG. 4. (Color online) Evidence of electron emission. Therent
flowing intg/out of the top electrode (TE) and its guard ring electrode
(TGR) is shown as a function of the voltage applied to the THhilev
the TGR is held at ground. When the applied voltage is greager ~ FIG. 5. (Color online) Measurement of the alignment of thecel
zero, the current flow shows an approximately Ohmic-beliawith ~ tric and magnetic fields. In this polar projection plot, taelial and
current from the TE being detected flowing into the TGR sueti th azimuthal components correspond to the polar angle anduétzain
the sum is zero. When the voltage is negative, however, tieisu  angle, respectively, in a spherical coordinate system evh2is de-
not zero and an excess of negative current is observed fldnong ~ fined as the nominal direction of the magnetic field. With adixe
the top electrode. Directly above the cell is a heating eterttet is  electric field applied to the molecules, the applied magniid
not in physical contact with the vapor cell. By biasing thisating ~ was tilted from thez’axis without changing its magnitude, and the
element to-100 V (solid lines) or 0 V (dashed lines), the threshold resulting average beat frequeney, was measured at the colored
voltage at which excess current is observed is changed pfbigss ~ points shown. The circular contours represent the bestDitdly-
is analogous to the change in current flow provided by anmelect nomial to the data. The place where the beat frequency mzesni
emitting filament and a biased grid electrode in a vacuure-tibde. ~ até = (0.64 + 0.02y and¢ = (1282 + 0.1y, represents the place
of maximal alignment between the magnetic and electricdieldhe
fractional uncertainty in the beat frequency measurenseapproxi-

e )
fast exponential term generally obeys ~ (1/T) x 10 and mately 10, using 512 laser shots per point.

is believed to be fluorescence from molecules that were ex-

cited to the nearby Al electronic state. The second, slower

exponential decay obeys < 1/I" and is believed to be the tures, electron emission is observed, as shown in&ighis

fluorescence lifetime of molecules excited to thstate that €lectron emission and associated voltage drops acrosatte p

are not spin-polarized in the=1 state and hence do not con- between the electrode leads and the emission surface reve th

tribute to the quantum beat signal. This fluorescencetifeti Possibility to seriously distort the electric field, e.changing

is the aforementionet}, ~ 50 us. its magnitude and direction. MakireEDM measurements in
Using a vapor cell at 70 poses some unique challenges. the presence of this problem provides one of the most rigor-

First, in order to maintain the temperature, current must flo OUS tests of systematic quantification and rejection, and th

through the heating elements. Such currentwill generage ma IS integral to the primary goal of this work.

netic fields that could interfere with tle=DM measurement.

For this reason, the current through the heaters is brooght t

zero before the laser pulse is fired and subsequently restore

approximately 40@s after the laser pulse. In order to avoid !l REJECTION OF TRANSVERSE MAGNETIC FIELDS

inducing eddy currents in the aluminum vacuum chamber, the

heaters are supplied with a 10 kHz AC signal, which during  According to Eq5, the precession frequency is determined

1 ms-long turn-on and turnfioperiods is modulated by an en- primarily by the projection o8 onto the electric fieldS,

velope of the form L sir’(£t), where¢ = 27 x (2kHz) [38.  which determines the quantization axis of the molecule. Any

Stereo audio amplifiers are driven with an arbitrary functio transverse field On|yfmcts the precession frequency at h|gher

generator to provide this AC signal with the 1.1 kW of  order. For a typical experiment, the conditipg(B x &) <

power necessary to heat the vapor cell. 1S is satisfied, and the relevant transverse-field term irbEq.
Secondly, operating at 700 greatly decreases the electri- can be neglected. The precession frequency, averaged be-

cal resistivity of most insulators, including the fusedralna  tween bothN = +1 states, can then be written as

and YAG used in our vapor cell. While this lower resistivity

generally creates large leakage currents, an even motk insi 1 _ N

ious problem plagues the vapor cell. At such large tempera- Wav = 5 (ws +w-) =29ug(B- &), 9)



wherew, is the precession frequency for tNe= +1 staté. A. N-even combinations
If the alignment between the magnetic and electric fields is

changed, EcP implies that the average precession will change  To determine the physical meaning of each combination,
as well, even if the magnitude 8fremains constant. Such an |et ys first consider the combinations that are even under re-
effect is shown in Figh5. Here, an electric field is applied yersal ofN: Avoiw, A, Ay _w, A, _w. Because the

to polarize the molecules. The magnetic field is then tiltedy factors of theN = +1 states ar’ef’ﬁected’b’y the electric field
from its nominal direction without changing its magnitude. j the equal but opposite way, these combinations are nomi-
(In this coordinate system, the verticalpaxXis is defined by  npajly independent of the electric field applied. For thissem

the magnetic field applied by the Helmholtz coil, ants the  they give information only regarding the magnetic field.
direction defined by the magnetic field generated by the eosin - There are four total electric and magnetic field configura-
coil most aligned with the axis of the detectors.) If the @9gl tions and four combinations that are evenNn Let us ex-
between the two fields is denoted pythen Eq9 becomes amine each combination in turn. First, the tetm, ,w is
proportional to the precession frequency averaged ovér bot
R Q-doublets and the four states 8fand B. Therefore, we
+sin@sinde cos¢ — de),  (10)  defineA, ., ,w = 16GuBa, WhereB,, > 0 is the average
magnitude of the magnetic fiell projected ont&. A non-
zeroA, +—w, corresponding to a shift of the precession fre-
guency upon reversal of the magnetic field, can be due to a

way = 2queB cosy = 2qugB(cost costg

whered: and ¢g are the polar and azimuthal angles of the
electric field, respectively, angland ¢ are the polar and az-
imuthal angles of the magnetic field, respectively. If both p : g . e
lar angles are small, this can be expanded to second order aﬂagggveorzggl;n;%rxﬁg fe'?i'][rr’ié'?iéé*gé’nw Fo%jigéleBsnrrﬁ It neti
compared to a second-order polynomial fit to the data to ex: P P a

. . o ield whose direction is correlated with the directiontothat
tract the relative angles. The best fit polynomial is shown a‘%’/vill add vectorially to the applied magnetic field. Depend-

E)huer ggﬁé?;{if):]n;;%% r?]r;d ;]sefi\g(;i:rlgte to within the errors of ing on the direction of the applied magnetic field, this addi-
The fit in Fig. 5 not ongly justifies.the approximation that tional field may lead to an increase or a decrease in the dveral

misaligned components of the magnetic field are small Com[nagmtude of the magnetic field. The average precession frg-
ency will then change when both the electric and magnetic

pared to the primary component, but also demonstrates th . . )
the relative angles of the electric and magnetic fields in th lelds are reversed. The most obvious source of this adeion

experiment can be measured with much better ttiaporéci- -induced mag.netic field is due to '?ak"?‘ge currents; there-
sion. fore, the assoc@ed frequency (_:omb|nat|o_n_ shall be d_dnote
asA.__w = 16gusBeak. There is one additional combina-
tion, namelyA, _ . w. A non-zeroA, _ ,w could arise if there
IV. FIELD REVERSALS AND FREQUENCY is a change_in the magnetic field m_ag_nitude that is Qirectly
COMBINATIONS correlated with the sign of the electric field, but not witte th
sign of magnetic fie?. The associated frequency combina-
tion shall be denoted b, _ . = 16gugBcorr-
Given the above field parameterization, we can now ask

e . what is the measured magnetic field magnitude for a given
doublet substructure. The indices sgniN), j = sgng) and field configuration? For a particular field configuration, the

ration relate 4 & Chosen Iaboratory axis. As n the css qSASUred: average frequencies betweerlthe =1 states
an experiment based on Eigthese eight dierent frequencies (wavjk = 3 Zjwiji) can be used to define the measured
can be summed togetherto.form a frequecmybination Let magnetic field magmtud@measj,k_throqgh the relationship

' wavjk = 20usBmeasix. The relationships between the four

us define a combination of measured frequenoigs as magnetic field parameter84, Beorr, B, and Bead) and

Aijk = Wi ss + W oy + jws s + Koy 4~ (11)  Bmeasikare shownin Table. - o
Here we have parameterized the frequency combinations

in terms of magnetic field components often discussed in the

Note that because the frequency shift due tosEBM is odd ~ context of additional fields in a traditioneEDM experiment.

in all three reversals [see Ef], A___w will correspond to ~However, there is another way to understand what might cause

theeEDM signal channel. Also, while this discussion focusesnon-zero values ok, _ ,w, A, . -w Or A, _ _w. As discussed

on frequency measurements, the following discussion eppli in Sec.lll, a change in precession frequency can occur if the

equally well to experiments that measure the phase precedxis of the magnetic field forms an angle with the electric

sion of molecules in a beam. Thef@irences between the two field and this angle shifts upon reversal of either field. To
types of experiments are detailed in Appendix understand how the relative angle might generate a non-zero

As discussed in Set, there are eight dlierent precession
frequenciesy; jx that can be measured in a molecule vgith

Hijo_ 4+ + Koo -+ Koy - - +ijKo-__ .

10 This could arise, for example, due to unwanted electronigpling be-
9 For the present discussion, we do not reverse the magnetiedric fields, tween the magnetic and electric field power supplies, eogiplang due to
so we omit thej andk indices present in Sectidn a ground loop.
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Thus, there can be a change in the precession frequency if
0_. # 60,.. If we assume the magnitude of the magnetic field
remains unchanged when it is reversed, Bs.= B; = By,
all of the magnetic field components defined above may be
rewritten in terms of these angles:
1
Bay = ZBO(COSHH + C0SH_, + c0sf,_ + cosh__) (14a)
1
Beorr = ZBO(COSHH — c0sf_, + cosf,_ — cosb__) (14b)
1
Bleak = ZBO(COSHH —cosf_, — cosb,_ + cosb__) (14c)

1
Bnr = ZBO(0059++ + cosf_, —cosf,_ —cosh__) (14d)

Because of the possibility of both changing the relativdang
and magnitude of the magnetic field upon reversal of either

FIG. 6. (Color online) The angle interpretation By, Beog, and the applied electric or magnetic fields, there are many poten

Bieak. The electric field direction is defined by two vectds and tial underlylng causes for a non-zero derived value Bfea .

&, that correspond to it being in the positive and negativectibes, ~ Beorr» OF Bny field parameter. Note, however, that the sim-
respectively. The magnetic field is defined by two vec@ygarbi-  Plest way outside of an electronics issue to generate a non-
trarily defined to be thedirection in this plot) and, that correspond ~ Z€roBgorr Would be to have misaligned fields.

to it being in the positive and negative directions, respelst If no

direction is equal, there are four angles formed betweerltéric

field axes and magnetic field axes. These angles are spegffigd b B. N-odd combinations

where j andk correspond to the nominal sign 6fandB, respec-

tively, in the laboratory frame. There are four other combinations that can be formed from
. the measured frequencies. These remaining combinatibns al
j Kk Brmeasik Smeasik contain the frequency fierence between the = +1 states,
+ +|Bav+ Beorr + Bieak + Bur | Sav + Ecorr + Enr i.e., they are odd under reversalldf For a given state of the
— +|Bav— Beor = Bieak + Bnr|Eav + Ecorr — Enr electric field and magnetic field, thefilirence of the preces-
+ —|Bav + Beorr = Bieak — Bnr | €av — Ecorr + Enr sion frequencies for the twil states will be given by equa-
— —|Bav— Beorr + Bieak = Bur | Sav — Ecorr — Enr tions similar to those fowayjx contained in Tablé, except

2g will be replaced byAg. In the limit where the molecule is
TABLE |. The parametrization of the measured magnetic fietddym  fully polarized, which is very well satisfied under our condi
nitude Bmeasand measured electric field magnituig.as for the four  tions,Ag/g = ki&| (see Eq2).

combinations of the applied fields. The fields are nomingiipliad Let us consider a simple model where the various states of
along a chosen laboratory axis, ape sgn€) andk = sgn@) spec-  the electric field are parametrized by three magnitudes. The
ify the direction relative to that axis. For both the magoeiid elec- — first parameter will be the average electric field magnitude
tric fields, the average field8{, and &,,) are assumed to be both Eav > 0. If there is a fixed charge density on the walls of the
larger than zero and much larger than the magnitude of arsr oth vapor cell, the electric field may change its magnitude from

component. Note that for the case of the electric field, thesghree s h the directi . d. Let d te thi
parameters and four field configurations. The missing paemhas av WNEN e direction IS reversed. Let us denote this non-
reversing component &,. In addition to this non-reversing

the same symmetry properties as 8&#DM, and is therefore indis- . o .
tinguishable from it. componentoE, let us consider the possibility that the electric

field magnitude changes by an amodjt,, when theabso-

lute magnetic field relative to the chosen laboratory frame is
Ay, Ay _w OF A, _ _w, consider the specific case shown reversedf. A full table of this parametrization of the mea-
in Fig. 6. Let the magnetic field in the positive (negative) Sured electric field in terms of these components for various
state be defined as the vec®f, and the direction of the States of the applied electric and magnetic field is shown in
electric field in its positive (negative) state be defined iy t Tablel. ) o
vector&;). When both the magnetic and electric fields are These three parameters that describe the electric field com-

in the positive state, the measured precession frequereey av Pine with the four parameters to describe the magnetic field
aged over thé\ = +1 states will be given by to become the seven field parameters used in our experiment.

Eight measured frequency combinations allow us to detegmin
Wav,+,+ = 2g_,UB|BT '8T| = 2g_,UBBT cost, . , (12)

Likewise,
11 As with Beorr, ONe cause oEcorr could be unwanted electrical coupling

Way—t = Z@BIBT _8” — Z@BBT coso_, . (13) between the magnetic and electric field power supplies.
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Label Physical Quantity ~ for the above frequency combinations, ##DM signal can-
N 16qusB.,  Cels. But for the frequency combination that is oddNn&,
A*,+,+w 8k8avg_,uB Bav + 8k6nrg_/JBBcorr + 8k8c‘,orr§/JBBnr and B' we flnd

A-f—.—.-*-('u 1@38(20" A—,—,—‘U = 8k8av§ﬂB B|eak + 8k8nrg_ﬂB Bnr +

Aot 1§gﬂBBm 8k8(:orr§,uBBcorr - 16de8eff . (19)
Ao 16us Biea A full listing of the frequency combinations is given in Ta-
A —w 8kEavOueBnr + 8KEn Qi Bieak + 8KEcorr Qg Bay 9 q y 9

blell.

In addition to theeEDM signal, we find three additional
terms that can produce a non-zeto__w. The middle
two terms, &EngueBnr and &EcorrGueBeorr, generally cre-
ate small contributions td_ _ _w, as they are products of a
small component of the electric field and a small component
of the magnetic field. Of these three additional terms, tha te

seven parameters describing experimental conditionstply  SKSavOkeBreak is generally anticipated to give the largest spu-

value of theeEDM. This parameterization therefore repre- "10US contribution to\_._ _w, as it depends on the product of a
sents the maximum information that can be extracted fronfliSPehaving component of the magnetic field and the average
these frequency measurements alone. magnitude of the electric field. However, compared to atomic

Using this parameterization for the four states of the mag&*Periments based on Eg(i.e., without the internal comag-
netic and electric fieldsy_ . . will be given by netometer fe_ature that arises from tQedoublet structure),
” the systematic error due Rjeax is suppressed i,y ~ 1072,
A iiw To demonstrate this systematic rejection, we manually cre-
= k(Eav+ Enr + Ecorr)Tits(Bav + Beorr + Break + Bnr) ated large misbehaving components of the magnetic and elec-
K (Eay — Enr + Ecorr)Gite(Bay — Beorr — Broak + Brr) tric fields and measured their impact on teeDM signal
av— ©nr + Scorr)JUB(Bav — Beorr — Bleak + Bor channel. The results of this study are shown in FigThe
+K(Eav + Enr — Ecorr)Gua(Bav + Beorr — Bleak— Bnr) prediction of Eq.19 explains most of the correlation in the
+k(Eav — Enr — Ecorr)Gue(Bav — Beorr + Bieak— Bnr) data ¢ 98% for Bieak and~ 80% for Beorr andBy); however,
= 8kEausBay + 8kEnrGusBeorr + 8kEcorrGizsBar .(15) the fits in Fig.7 shovy r_educed(2 vqlugs significantly Iarger
than unity. The statistical uncertainties from the experin
In the above equation, each line corresponds to the applieare the only contribution used to compute thggalues, and
electric and magnetic fields being in &fdrent state (see Ta- therefore they might suggest suggest an additional sysiema
ble ). In general, the misbehaving components of the mageffect not accounted for in E49.
netic and electric fields are small compared to the average
fields, i.e.,|Enrl, |Ecorrl < Eav and|Bp, |Beorrl < Bay. Thus,
Eq. 15 should be dominated byk8.,0u5Bay. V. THE EFFECT OF FIELD GRADIENTS
In a similar mannerA_ , _w may be expressed as

A—,—,+(U 8k8av§,UB Bcorr + 8k6nr§IJBBav + 8k8c‘,orrg_,UB BIeak
A___w 8kEa0upBicak + 8KE O Bnr + BKEcor OupBeorr — 160eSet+

TABLE Il. Table of frequency combinations and associateld fiiz-
rameters, along with theEDM valued,.

A — SKE TUnB + BKE TurB While the above discussion shows that there is significant
W= aHB ”’i nrGie Bleak power in the internal comagnetometer to determine the pres-
+8KEcorrgusBav » (16)  ence of systematicfiects, the implicit assumption is that
the applied fields are uniform and therefore identical for al
molecules in the experiment. Here we extend our discussion
A__ w = 8kEaueBcorr + 8KEn:GusBay to address the following question: to what extent do mag-
= netic and electric field gradientffact the field parameters of
+8kGeonGuoBreak- () Sec.lV andA_ _ _w, theeEDM signal channel?
This system of equations can be better expressed in terms of aPerhaps the best proxy that exists for the size and strength

and likewiseA_ _ ,w may be expressed as

matrix equation, of the field gradients in our experiment is the decay rate®f th
guantum beat§ = 1/T,, as defined in Eq®-7. Two com-
1 Avyiw Ao Avy_w SEav AL w ponents contribute to the decay rate: the rate of dephasing
Ek Ao Ao Ao || Econr | =] As—w of the beats due to all homogenous broadeniffigees 1T,

(such as spontaneous emission and collisions) and the rate
18 of dephasing of the beats due to field inhomogeneitjes 1
By solving this matrix equation, the electric field paramgte he former rate is strictly speaking unknown; however, we
can be determined from the measured frequency combin ake the fluorescence decay rate of éhstate as a lower limit
1/T, > 1/75, Wherery ~ 50us; see Eq8)*2. For simplic-

tions. _ ; !
In addition to the electric field parameters, #&DM also  1: We shall assume that = 1/T> + 1/7. With larger field

has an #ect on the measured precession frequencies. In par———
ticular, theeEDM causes the frequencyfiirence between the
N = +1 states to be shifted bydsign€)signB)deSets. Thus, 12 The decay rate of the fluorescence itself has several comgreg. the

Ao Ao A _w Snr Ao
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— — x y X FIG. 8. Example electric (left) and magnetic field (rightpfiles
100 >0 _ 0 20 100 given by Egs.21 and 22. For the electric fielda = 0.2 and for
8kEcorr&nBeorr (Hz) the magnetic field = 0.2. Note that only the region & x < | is
T included because each detector in the experiment primaapyures
’:G 100 fluorescence photons from one half of the cell.
§ o
§ resulting distribution of precession frequencies ands the
. resulting average precession frequency.
o 100 Equation20 can be used to estimate an upper bound of the

—100 ~s0 o =0 100 size of the gradients the ensemble of molecules experiences

Without an electric field applied, only the absolute inhomo-

geneity of theB-field contributes tar, and a typical value of

I' = 1/(37us) for the beat decay rate@g = 27 x (0.75 MHz)

FIG. 7. (Color online) Shift in theEDM channelA___w as afunc- is observed. Such a value, when combined with our upper

tion of various products of field parameters, when such patars  |imit of T,, implies thatéB/By, < 0.29%. At the much

are deliberately made large. Each plot corresponds tdfereiit  |arger magnetic fieldog = 27 x (2.25 MHz), the decay rate

product of mi§behaving components of the electric and rrti;gne increases td” = 1/(36us), which actually implies a de-

field. The _sol|d, blue lines correspond_ to a slope of one, WI_IBC crease in the upper limit afB/Bay to < 0.11%2. When a

the prediction of EqL9 based on the units of theandy axes, with maximally homogeneous electric field that is large enough to

no adjustable parameters. . - . . .
polarize the molecules is applied, the typical decay rate in
creases froni" ~1/(35us) toI" ~ 1/(30us) with an average

gradients and therefore a larger distribution of precesk® «o = 2” X (3 MHz). Be_cal_Jse (.)f Ecp, this |mpl|es_that an
guencies]” becomes larger. If we assume that the additionaf’jlpplIcatl.?n-Oftﬁm ellectr; f%l(: |ncr<egsoegso/trt1e<frgitl3(())2ﬂbm
rate of dephasing beyorid= 1/T is due to these gradients, mOGgi\?gr?It%;T fie?dvgrl;?jien'ts arrce)rr(])l;sérve((j) igN()u'r expe'riment
:Eg aﬁﬂotg‘illeg)deg‘khi?\r?r?egtineeggSgenrtgsgctt)ﬁj;S.tllilna%eg;r?h EEhe rglevant question becomes to what extent do th.e_se g_radi-
width is given by ents impact the measurement of the phyS|g:aI quan_tmﬁjlls.t
in Tablell? To answer this question, let us first consider an il-
B Sw 2 2 1 luminating, yet simple model of a two-dimensional cross sec
= — ( - —) (20)  tion of the gas of PbO, where electric field plates are posi-
Tz tioned parallel to thex axis to generate an electric field in the
z direction. If the electric field plates are not infinite in ex-
tent, the electric field will experience fringing. Th&ect of

8k8nrg/~lB Bnr (HZ)

Bay wo Two wo

wheredB is the full-width, half maximum of the distribution
of magnetic fields and,, is the average magnetic field, re-
spectively, that is experienced by the ensemble of molscule
Likewise, w = 2/t is the full-width, half maximum of the
13 These results imply that, is smaller than our upper bound, or tBefield
inhomogeneity is not due primarily to the applied field, omsocombina-
tion of the two. If T, were equal to our upper bound and the field gradient
was caused only by the applied magnetic field, thByB,, would be con-

natural lifetime of the state and quenching of the elect@tate due to stant.
collisions with the walls or other PbO, Pb@PbQ, POy, etc. molecules. 4 Here “maximal homogeneity” corresponds to conditions \elé&k 0 and
However, it is possible that some collisions can cause dap@awithout there is no electron emission as shown in SecThis configuration is

quenching the state of the molecule. discussed in more detail below.
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fringing will be to reduce the strength of the electric fiekl a relationship allows us to write an expression for the averag
the edges of plates are approached. Assuming that the reduterived electric field magnitud8yer = wa/(kway). For our
tion scales as? to lowest order and the solution must obey example field configuration, the derived electric field isegiv
Maxwell’s equations, the resulting electric field profilellwi by

be given by
X)\2 z\2
t-a(5) +a(j)
a(| Tay (40 + 44D + Th?)a?

where &y is the strength of the electric field at = 0 and 45(2+b)y?
z = 0, | is the size of the area in which this approximation Unlike what is assumed in Sel§/, it is now apparent that the
holds, anda is a dimensionless parameter that describes thelectric fieldmagnitudes inferred from the data can depend
inhomogeneity of the field in the volume defined byBe-  on the strength of the backgrouneagnetic field gradient.b
cause each detector in the experiment sees roughly haléof titMoreover, the accuracy of the average electric field magdeitu
horizontal extent but the full vertical extent of the vapelic = measurement also depends on the electric field gradierd

x andz must be constrainedto @ x < l and-I < z < I. demonstrate this, we calculate the actual average eléetidc
Let us also assume that there is an applied magnetic field imagnitude,

the Z direction with adB,/dx gradient. To satisfy Maxwell's

ba

. XZ,, Saer=&0| 1~ E57h)
z2-28@—=X, (22)

&=8& 7

+0@)|. (26)

| |
equations, the field must be given by (&) = lef dzf dx&
-l 0
X z
_ 2\5 Zg 2 26
B_BO(1+b|)Z+BOb|X’ (22) ~&E|l+ 580a2—%a4+o(36) , (27)

Y;htiree?niegsr:::t?cefsi ;Ir:je ;xtrin%tr;r?;tzkifz/g X%Laedslgntt/v%n?iaeol d gn_d C}ake its dference with the derived electric fiéfdwhen
profiles are shown in Fig. -
Neglecting the contributions from components of the mag-
netic field perpendicular to the local direction&®fs well as
theeEDM terms, Eqg5 yields simple expressions for the dif-
ference and average frequencies of bhe- +1 states. The

704
Eqer = () ~ 7 4175soa“ +0(a% . (28)

Therefore, with this field configuration, the measurement of
measured dierence frequency of thel = +1 states will be the magnitude of the electric field is impacted by the electri
given by the average flerence frequency over the volume, f1€ld gradients at fourth order. _
e, wq = ws — w_ = (2Gus(B - E)kE) = 2kgua(B - &) where If the magnetic an@r electric field gradients change when
the brackets denote averaging over all space. For the fiaid grth€ fields are reversed, various frequency combinatopg.
dients above, this averaging yields can be non-zero, and therefore various field parameters such
asBcorr, Ecorr andBieak Will be inferred to be non-zero as well.
_ 1 [ ! In the context of our example, if we assume that the electric
wd = ZKQMBW fo dXL dzB-& field gradients are urigected by the magnetic field state and
1 5 vice versa, we can defirg to be the electric field gradient
1+ (5 - 1—2b) a

= 2kgusBo&o . (23)  parameter when the electric field has sigriikewise, let us
Similarly, the average frequency of the= +1 states will be Magnetic field has sigk. It can then be shown that for the

defineby to be the magnetic field gradient parameter when the

given byway = %(w+ +w_) = 20ug(B - E)or field profile used above
&o
_ | | . Ecorr = —— [a,(by —b_)+a_(b, — b_ 29
Oy = ZQuBilzfdxf dz 588. (24) corr ]B-Z[ (b, ) (b, )] (29)
°o Boor = - (@ —a )b, + @ —a)b]  (30)

The above integral can be approximated by expandif& 1 B
in a power series in the gradieatand then integrating. The Bleak = _=0 [a.b, —a_b, —a,b_+ab_] . (31)
result of the integration is 3
) Note that if the magnetic field gradients are reversed piyfec
140 _ba_2(+3pa’ O(as)] (25) €. b = b, Ecor = 0. Likewise, if the electric field gradi-
2 3 45 ents are reversed perfectly, than = a, andBc,r = 0. TO

makeBieak = 0, eitherthe electric field gradients or the mag-

Thus we see that both the average frequency andfleeelice  petic field gradients must be reversed perfectly. Therefore
frequency can beftected by the presence of gradients.

The determination of the various electric field parameters————
of Sec.lV is predicated upon the relationship between the dif-
ference and average frequency, i@,= kEway OF wy —w_ = 15 Note that for space considerations, the relewdrterm for this calculation
kE1(w, + w-) (see Eq2). Inserting Eqs23 and25into this is not shown in Eq26.

wav = 20usBo
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generate an apparent nonzero valudgiyx through field gra-
dients, both field gradients must change upon reversal.

One can imagine field profiles more complicated and more
realistic than those used in the example above. Such mod-
els could include misaligned fields (i.e. transverse fielsh€o
ponents), field gradients, and changing average magnitude o
the fields. For example, using a misaligned magnetic field
together with Maxwell's conformal solution for the fring-
ing electric field in a parallel-plate capacit@9], it can be
shown that the derived value of the electric field magnitude
will change as the magnetic field is rotated from the verti-
cal direction. The exact quantitative relationship betwe
magnetic and electric field parameters of S¥cand the field

Ay T (1/us)

A, 1 I (1/ms)

gradients depends strongly on the exact nature of the choselg

field profile in any given model. Because accurate field pro- <

files cannot be determined with this apparatus, constnictio =

an accurate quantitative model for this experiment is impos 41‘

sible. Nevertheless, all of the models tested show the same ) ; ; ; ; R
qualitative behavior: changes in the magnetic field profile ¢ -03 -0z -0l 0 01 02 03
affect the derived electric field parameters and vice versa. To dB./dx gradient (mG/cm)

create a non-zerSqo parameter, the magnetic field gradient

must change when the magnetic field is revgrsgd. lee\_lequ_ 9. (Color online) Change in combinations of the beabgteate

to create a non-zerBco, parameter, the electric field profile g 3 function of an applied, fixetB,/dx gradient. The red circles
must change when it is reversed. Lastly, to create a non-zeihow the signal from the detector fixed in thé& direction and the
Bieak parameter or a falseEDM signal, both the electric and blue squares show the signal from the detector along fdrection.
magnetic field profiles must change when the respective field&) The combinatiom, . ,T is eight times the decay rate averaged
are reversed. over all state and field configurations. The combinationsA(h)_T"

While the situation may now appear intractable, it remaing2nd (c)A. - -I' show how the decay rate changes with reversal of the
important to note that if the gradients change upon the relagnetic field and both the magnetic and electric fields eesgely.
versal of the electric aridr magnetic fields, the beat decay 'n€ red. solid and blue, dashed lines are quadratic fits teigmals
rateT must also change. Therefore, forming combinationd'o™ the two detectors alongg and -, respectively.
of I', analogous to the combinations of frequency discussed in
SeclV, yields a quantitative measure of the amount of chang
in the field gradients. For example, the combination, T’
quantifies how much the magnetic field gradient (or, rather
the inhomogeneity i - &) changes when the magnetic field
is reversed.

An example of this decay rate measurement and the su
sequent combinations is shown in Fi. As a function of
an applied, fixediB,/dx gradient (henceforth, the terfixed
shall refer to a gradient that does not reverse with its eorre
sponding field, e.gh, = —b_), the average decay ratg , , T’
changes and minimizes near zero gradient. However, the d
ference in the decay rate when the magnetic field is revers
varies approximately linearly with an applied, fixd@,/dx
gradient, as shown in Fi@b. Note that this dference in the
decay rate when the magnetic field is reversed does not go
zero when the average decay rate, .I" is minimized, nor
does it become zero for the twaldirent detectors at the same

: - 16 ) .
applieddB;/dx gradient®. Lastly, a non-zera, - T is also eq{adients can shift the measured values of various paraspete

observed and is shown to have a dependence on an appli ;
fixed dB,/dx gradient. This indicates a change in decay rate® tareful study was performed to determine tieas of var-

: s o lied fixed and reversing magnetic field gradients on
upon reversal of both the magnetic and electric fields. lous app . .
In principle, one can apply not only a fixed gradient, butthe field parameters of Seld/. By deliberately applying both

also a gradient that reverses with the magnetic field (hencet'-xed and reversing components of the magnetic field .gradl—
ents, we can quantitatively measure ttiieet of any partic-

ular gradient oM\, _ _T', Ecorr, Bieak €tc. Shown in the top
panel of Fig.10 is one example of the results if a magnetic
16 This implies the presence of another magnetic field gradiietfie system. field gradient is varied. Here, a dependencé(gfr on a fixed

?orth, the termreversingshall refer to a gradient that does
reverse with its corresponding field, e.dp, = b.). A
teliberately-applied, reversing component may be useful i
order to make the applied magnetic field more uniform. For
be_xample, if there is a displacement of the cell from the aente
of the Helmholtz coll, a linear field gradient that reversésw
the applied field generated by the Helmholtz coil can shét th
maximum of the field back to the center of the cell. Inside
a magnetic shield, a Helmholtz coil will generate a field that
ihas a quadratic gradient (e.g., a non-zétB,/dx?). If the
eg]eometric center of the cell and the center of the coil do not
match, a linear gradient can be applied fieetively shift the
maximum of the field to the center of the cell. In doing so,
§0uch a linear gradient would have to be reversed with the field
generated by the Helmholtz coils in order to keep the shifted
maximum in the center of the cell.

Because non-reversal of both electric and magnetic field
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FIG. 10. (Color online) (a) Variation af.r as a function of fixed
dB,/dx. (b) The variation irecEDM signal channeh___w as a func-
tion of fixeddB,/dz The red circles show the signal from the de-
tector fixed in thet X direction and the blue squares show the signal
from the detector along theX direction.

FIG. 11. (Color online) Change, as a function of time, in (2 t
electron emission current, (). - T, and (C)Bcorr, When& > 0. The
electron emission current is defined as the sum of all of theents
flowing into or out of the cell through the electrodes and suased
to behave in a similar way to Fig. Attimest < 0,& = 0.

dB,/dx gradient is observed. Such a dependencg.gf can

be qualitatively explained using the toy model above, be:,  {ron emission current, combined with the voltage drops and
cause the gradient does not reverse with the magnetic field, Wyssociated-fields that accompany this current.

seth. = —b, and Eq29becomecor = Eo(@s +a-)b. /6. Compared to magnetic field gradients, the electric field gra-
_ A particularly interesting quantity ia. _ .I', which quan-  gjents cannot be as well controlled in this apparatus. Hewev
tifies how the gradients of the electric field change upon itst was empirically discovered that the size of the electetfi
reversal. ThusA, T can show the féects and general be- gradients depends on the length of time the electric fielahis o
havior of electron emission described in SkcConsider the during a data runTe.0) compared to the length of time when
data shown in Figll At the start of_ the run, we observe a ihe electric field is not appliedt_o). Reducing the duty cy-
large current due to electron emission that becomes small@ie of the applied electric field, defined Bs.o/(Te—o + Tezo),

with time but trends to a non-zero, steady-state value of ape|ow 30% reduces the size af _,T" and the misbehaving
proximately 15 uA. The time dependence of, _ .I" follows  fie|d parameter&n,, Beorr andBieak.

a similar function form, but starts at a zero value and trends The gfects of both fixed and reversing components of

to a non-zero, steady-state value. This appearance of a Nogg, 4z dB,/dx, dB,/dy, dB,/dx dBy/dy, B, andB, on all
zeroA, . I indicates that there is a distortion in the electric ihe field parameters of Se and on theeEDM signal chan-
field profile that is correlated with electron emission réagh | A__ ¢, have been quantified. Two of the 14 components

its steady-staté. As the inhomogeneity of the electric field
increases, a correlated chang@ig,, is observed. In the con-
text of the gradient example described above, suBfacan
arise ifa, # a_. Such aBgor can also arise if electron emis-
sion leads to changes in the angle&fcausingd,_ # 0,

mentioned are observed to impact_ _w. The firstis a fixed,
transverse fieldy, which our simple model above does not
incorporate. The second and only magnetic field gradient is
dB,/dz as shown in FiglOb. While the simple model above
also does not incorporate®,/dzmagnetic field gradient, the

as described in Set/. Some combination of these scenariosfq|iowing linear gradients reproduce such afeet:
must be expected due to the non-reversing nature of the elec-

17 While the causal relationship is not clear, it is possibk lectron emis-
sion can lead to an equilibrium state where various instgaito the cell
have trapped charges on their surfaces or unwanted voltags due to

B = Bo(1+ bE)Z— bBO:—(f( 32)

8=80(1+a|—z)2—a80

where the range of andz is specified by-I < x < | and

%, (33)

current flow. Both of thesefkects could distort the electric field in such a —| < Z < |, respectively. With this configuration,

way as to reduce the electric field near the emitting surfdees(reducing
the emission current) but at the same time cause distorfitimecelectric
field surrounding the molecules.

wd = zg—k/,tBS()Bo (1 + gab) . (34)
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Once again, if we assume the electric field profile isfteded  dB,/dzensures thatiB,/dzis minimized in both the positive
by the magnetic field and vice versa, then we can vaii@,) and negative field configurations. Howevar,, .I" is close
as the size of the electric (magnetic) field gradient when théo minimized with no applied B,/dz gradient; therefore, the
field has sign. Then, applieddB,/dz was set to zero in the course of tREDM
4 data set. These measures ensure the best magnetic field profil
A___w = =gkug&oBo(a,b, —a_b, —a,b_+a b ). (35) achievable. To control electron emission and hence migimiz
3 its contributions to non-reversing electric field compaisen

With a fixeddB,/dz b_ = -b, and the temperature of the vapor cell is maintained near665
g the lowest temperature at which good signal to noise can be
A w=2 SB _a)b. . 36 achieved. In addition, the electric field duty cycle is set be
=@ BMB oBo(@ )by (36) low 30%, in order to ensure ficient time for the non-Ohmic

component of the leakage currents to settle to a small value.

Therefore, if the electric field gradientE/dz does not re- X -
These two measures help to control the change in the electric

verse perfectly, it is not surprising that a fixéB,/dzgradient . o
should produce a falseEDM signal. However, minimization f1€ld correlated with electron emission.
of dB,/dzand other gradients can be achieved by minimizing Moreover, the derived values of the field parameters pro-

the average beat decay rate. .T, as described in the the vide a measure of how well the fields and their respective
next section. A gradients reverse. In particular, a non-z&g, or By, can

indicate a magnetic field profile that changes upon reversal.

Likewise, a non-zer&,, and B.or can indicate an electric
VI. EDM LIMIT field profile that changes upon reversal. A non-zBigx pa-

rameter could indicate the non-reversal of both magnetic an

Many types of experimental imperfections can conspire to_electric field profiles, for if even one reversed perfecthyst

gether to create non-zero values of the parameters desgribi term would be zero.
the magnetic and electric fields, as enumerated in Béc.

Parameters such &, By and &y can be generated by

changing gradients, misalignment of the fields, non-remngrs

components of the magnetic or electric fields, or some com- ) i
bination thereof. However, parameters suct€as: should For a given data run, defined as data taken under the same
only be generated by inhomogeneities in the magnetic or ele@XPerimental conditions, the data is collected according t

tric field profile. Given that a systema#&DM signal can be relatively standard procedure. In order to calculate thd fie

generated by gradients (e.g., by a fixt,/dz gradient, as paramete_rs of Set}/ anql theeEDM for a given data run, folur
shown in SecV), one must be careful to optimize the field applied field configurations must be used, corresponding to
profiles prior to taking angEDM data. the four combinations of the signs of the magnetic and etectr

field. In general, an applied field configuration is selecéed]

512 laser shots (representing 5.12 s of data) are recordbd wi
A. Minimizing gradients and optimizing the fields that field configuration.

For every laser shot, each quantum beat signal is fit to ei-

Jher Eq.6 or Eq.7, depending on the data taking mégieThe
resulting collections of 512 best-fit values (elg.w;, &3 and
¢1) are then binned, with the number of bins determined by
Scott’s normal reference ruld()], and the resulting distribu-
ntion fitto a Gaussian. These distributions of best fit paranset
how some outliers, which we believe are caused by fluctua-
ons in the laser’s output intensify For each fit parame-
ter, outliers are determined by Chauvenet's criterit] and
Ithese laser shots were excluded from the binning and averag-
ing of all fit parameters. For a collection of 512 shots, agpro

B. Data collection

In general, the gradients of the magnetic field tend to b
minimized when the overall lifetime is maximized. Usingalat
similar to that shown in Fig9, we attempt to minimize the
average beat decay rate . .I" using both fixed and revers-
ing components of applied magnetic field gradients. Give
that we can apply both fixed and reversing components of fivé
first-order gradients with our apparatus, this represedifiia :
cult optimization problem for which a solution cannot alway
be found. Moreover, the optimal solution may not make othe
combinations of the decay rate, such/s, _-T" or A, _.T,
equal to zero. Such a situation indicates that althoughrie g
dients are minimized, they may not be identical upon reversa
of the magnetic or electric fields. . . 18 For data taken with microwaves, thestate selected for readout alternates

In order to gather usefubEDM data, the information from shot to shot, with thél state probed during the first laser shot of 512
gleaned above suggests a procedure for minimizing the spu-chosen at random.
rious dfects due to gradients. By applying both fixed and®® For Iqrge fIL_Jctge_itions of the laser intensity, often the sizthe beat signal
reversing components of bothB,/dx and dBZ/dy, we can will di frer S|gn|f|cant|_y from the average S|gna_l c_Jf the full 512 I_askmts.

L Lo : L The average signal is used to determine the initial guess$ pafameters
demonstrate conditions that minimize the gradient (minéni (e.g..T', a1, w1) in the non-linear fitting algorithm. For laser shots where
A, .T') while equalizing the frequency measurements from the intensity drops significantly, the initial guessfelis from the best fit
the two detectors and driving, . _-I' — 0. Moreover, min- parameters, that it is not guaranteed that the non-lingargfialgorithm
imizing A, . .I" with both fixed and reversing components of Wil converge to the best solution.
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C. Statistics & data constraints

40 |
Using data taken under the optimal conditions as a guide,
we constrain our full collection of data runs in an at-
tempt to eliminate any of the spuriouffexts that were de-
scribed in SeclV-V. In order to ensure somewhat accu-
rate reversal of the magnetic field gradients, we require tha
Ay T/A, 4 ,T| < 0.0155 and&corr/Eadl < 0.1%2°. To en-
sure somewhat accurate reversal of the electric fields, we re
—205 m 35 " quire|&nr/Eal < 0.1%.
Using these constraints, a total of 4 hours of data is used
Run Index in the finaleEDM data set. This data includes two-beat data
in the range of B5G < By, < 0.95G (or, equivalently
(c) 1.7 MHz < 2qugBay < 2.4 MHz) and 100 VYcm < &, <
125 V/cm. It also includes microwave data taken with similar
fields. Lastly, some data where the procedure of $&é&
was either not applied (26% of the final data set) or partially
applied (20% of the final data set) manages to pass these cuts
and therefore is included in the final data set. The final set of
data that passes all cuts is shown in Hig.
The Aj jxw and A ;I for each run are then averaged to-
gether, weighted by their respective errors. The resultifer
Eav (V/em) Bl (G) eEDM channel isA___w = 27 x (0.20+ 0.91) Hz. They?
value for the fit is 1.19 for 35 degrees of freedom; the proba-
FIG. 12. (Color online) FinatEDM data set. (a) Best fdEDM val- bility for_a |arger)(§ to occuris approxmately 21%.
ues for each data run contained in the final data set. (b)eEBM As a final note, there are no detectablgfafences between
data shown as a function of electric field. (c) TéDM data shown the microwave data and two-beat data. However, the total
as a function of magnetic field. In each plot, the red ciraigsesent amount of microwave data included is a factord20 below
data taken with two-beat technique, and the blue squares data  that of the two-beat data, making the statistical error ayipr
taken using microwave-erasure technique. The green, kodidn- mately a factor 4 times larger.
dicates the best average _ _w, and the dashed, cyan lines indicate
the 95% confidence interval for that average value.

20

A___w/(2n) (Hz)

A--_w/(2m) (Hz)

100 110 120 0.7 0.8 0.9 1

D. Systematic errors

Even with the cuts described above, the data shows clear
evidence of non-ideal electric and magnetic field reversals
imately 10 laser shots are typically excluded due to thest be Therefore, an estimate of the error caused by the presence of
fit a; or a; values being significantly smaller than the mean. imperfections of the magnetic and electric field profiles mus
be made. There are two magnetic field imperfectioli;/dz
After 512 laser shots are recorded, the field configuratiomnd By, that when coupled with electric field imperfections
is changed. Within a given data set, each of the four fieldmpactA___w substantially. In the case ofB,/dz Eq.36
configurations is repeated approximately 16-32 times. Thacts as a guide and suggests that, in the presence of a fixed
particular temporal order of the four applied field configura magnetic field imperfection and an electric field gradieat th
tions has been found to natact the final result. For example, changes with reversal of the electric field, the data shoodyo
with some runs, the electric field was revergédimes with
the magnetic field positive or negative, the magnetic field wa A w=cC d_BZ(;S (37)
reversed and the magnetic shields degaussed, followed-by an o 22EDM gz ™
otherN _reversals Of.th? electric_ fieId._ For other runs, the fourwhereéé‘ is a measure of the changing electric field gradient
magnetic and electric field configurations were cycled seque

. . . L : andc, is the constant correlation ciieient. To mea-
tially, without degaussing of the magnetic fields. Ndéfek- 2ZEDM ; B
encile between thge two segts of runs isgobserved. SUrec;, epy, We deliberately apply large valuesa,/dzand

increase the electric field duty cycle to amplify the negativ

With all field configurations measured times, the com-
binationsA; jxw andA; jI" are then computed as a function
of time _USing the four c_Ioses_t-space(_j CouefCtionS of 518rlas 20 These particular values were chosen to include the mostvaaita min-
shots with the four required field configurations. Chooshgt  imizing the scatter in the field parameters ahd__w. For example, a
four collections most closely spaced in time minimizes the e change fromA. . -T'/A, . .T| < 0.015 to 0016 increases the of a Gaus-
fects of long term drifts in the magnetic and electric fields. ~ sian fitto the distribution oA\ - by aimost a factor of 2.
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To estimate the systematiffect due to th%o‘& term on
theeEDM data set, we first calculate a limit on the maximum
size of any remnandB,/dz during theeEDM measurement.
Two methods were used to measure this remmBydz
First, as described in Se¥l A, we attempted to cancel any
fixed, remnantlB,/dz by applying adB,/dz gradient to can-
cel the remnant gradient and therefore minimize. ,I'. This
procedure found that the backgrouti8,/dzwas close to zero
ol 20.05 0 0.05 o1 and therefore we applied mtB,/dzgradient. Over the course
of the eEDM data set, this measurement was repeated at var-
ious stages and all measurements are included in computing
the final, average value afB,/dz The second method in-
volves masking the excitation laser such that only molecule
on the top half of the vapor cell are excited into th&tate. On
the subsequent 512 laser shots, the mask is switched such tha
only molecules on the bottom half of the vapor cell are exkite
into thea state. The appliedB,/dzthat makes the dierence
in the measured frequency for molecules on the top and bot-
tom halves of the cell zero is the applid&,/dzthat cancels
the background magnetic field gradient. All these measure-
ments are combined and yield an average fixed, remnant value

100

A--_w/(2r) (Hz)

-100
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—-100

A--_w/(2r) (Hz)
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dB.

T Aet L [(uG/em)/us] of dB,/dz= -7.6 + 8.1 uG/cm.

An estimate of the background, fixed componerBpmust
FIG. 13. (Color online) Observed correlation between _w and  gjs0 be obtained in order to calculate the systemdteceof
applied (a)By and (b)dB,/dz while varying the electric field duty s transverse field. Such a limit is taken from measurement
cycle, which impactsh. _,I" and therefore the reversibility of the of the misalignment of the electric and magnetic fields (see

electric field gradients. The green lines represent the lpeesar
least-squares fit of Eq88-39, and are used to extract ttg,com Sec.lll). These measurements suggest that the background,

andcxeom codficients. In both(a) and (b), the red circles show the fixed By field component is3, = —0.38+ 0.16 mG. Because
signal from the detector fixed in thek direction and the blue squares this value for the background, fixdg) is consistent with zero
show the signal from the detector along thdirection. at the 3r level, no compensation was applied to eliminate it.

For each run indexed by, the measured value @f, _ T’
and the estimates afB,/dzandB, are used to determine their
effect on theeEDM channel for that run,sA- - _w)k (using
%qs.3839). To determine the mearffect of the systematic

effect of electron emission on the quality of the electric field.
Because there is no direct measurement of the imperfedtion
the elgctric field g"?‘d‘e“t reygrs@&, we use as a proxy the on the full data set, theSA_ _ _w)x are averaged together ac-
quantity A, _ .T", which quantifies how much the beat decayCoroling to o

rate changes when the electric field is reversed. We use a sim-
ple first order approximation that the two are linearly pnepo

tional, i.e. A, _ T ~ (68, where( is the first-order expansion _— (6A- - —w)k 1 40
constant. Figuré&3b shows this data and the subsequent fit to OA—-w= zk: ‘Ti ) / zk: ‘Ti ) ’ (40)
A__w=¢C dBZA r (38) o o
—-—-w = EDM 2 B+, 5 . L . .
“ dz= " whereo, __,k is the statistical uncertainty in tie&DM value

wherec,zepm = C,,epy/¢ IS the tunable constant extracted for runk. Note that the final systematic error is determined by
from the fit anddBZZ/dz, A,_.T andA___w are the mea- Weighting the magnitude of the individual systematic esror
sured quantities. The fit yields a value @fepm/(27) = by the statistical error for that.run. Each value M(,,,Ta))k
160+ 15 Hzus/(uG/cm). We note in passing that the sim- has a corresponding uncertainty, __.k and using simple
pler relationA___w = 6zzEDMdd_3zi which ignores the impact €rfor propagation, we compute the resulting uncertainty in

of the changing electric field gradient, provides a poor fioto 6A- - -w as
dB,

data asg; is varied.
A similar dependence is observed in the casB,ofEmpir- oy 1
ically, the dependence of_ _ _w on By is given by 0'§A — = [Z I ]/[Z > ] . (41)
K TA__wk K A _wk

A,,,,,a) = CxEDM BXAJr,,,JrF . (39)

wherec, epwm is the correlation caéicient for a fixedB, com-  Alternatively, the standard deviation of the weighted ager
ponent to the magnetic field. This dependence is shown ican also be computed. Such a standard deviation can be used
Fig. 13a. The constant,epm iS measured in an analogous to estimate the uncertainty in the mean value. If thereNare
way toC,epm, and yieldyepm/(27) = 391+ 71 HzugmG. runs, this estimate of the uncertainty of the mean systemati
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Source Formula Values Shift Error
FixeddB,/dz Croeom SZA, | %% =-76+81uG/em |A,_ . =(0.23+0.20) yms| -0.18 Hzl  0.16 Hz
Fixed By CxepmBxA; - 4T Bx=-038+016 mG |A,_.T =(0.23+0.20) Yms| -0.034Hz 0.030 Hz
Product of€,, andBieax | 8kEavOupBieak Eqv Varies Bieak = —0.01+ 0.52 uG —0.004 Hzl 0.048 HZ
Product of&,, and B, 8kEnrQuBnr | Enr = (51+9) x 1072 V/cm By =5.7+80uG 0.00002 H20.00046 Hz
Product of&¢or andBeorr | 8kEcorr QueBeorr |Ecor = (5+ 9) x 1073 V/cm Beor = 25+ 24 uG —0.00014 HZz0.00011 H3
Total -0.21 Hz 0.16 HZ

TABLE lll. Systematic error budget. Shown are contribudrom each source considered in the analysis to_w/(2r), in units of Hz. The
sources shown are described in the text.

effect would be given by broadened line, we could selectively populate dwhestate
more than another. By removing the retro-reflecting mirror
- 1 [(6A_—_w)k — 5A_—_w)? 1 and setting the laser detuning in the middle of the Doppler
o == Z > / Z —— | - broadened line, eacN state would correspond to an equal
e NS OA __wk K A __wk
(42)

and opposite velocity class, which can lead to a spatial sep-
For any given systematidfect, we take the larger @f;A

aration of the two populations. We found no dependence of
A__ _w on these fects.

or o53—; as the final systematic uncertainty. We therefore quote the final values &f __w = 0.20+

A breakdown of the most important individual contribu- 0-2257ys¢0-915tatio-17syst) Hz andde = (—4.4+9.5taet 1.8sys) X
tions to the systematic error is shown in Table For errors  10-?” ecm, where stat denotes the statisticalerror and syst
caused by magnetic field imperfections, we explicitly imgu ~ denotes the systematic shift and its correspondingitor. A
contributions only from the two largest observed sources ofimit on the magnitude of theEDM is obtained by integrating
correlation with theeEDM channel, namely those due to a the assumed underlying Gaussian distribution symmelyical
fixeddB,/dzgradient or a fixedB, field. Once again, our anal- aboutthe mean value, with the standard deviation takereas th
ysis indicates that these enter #DM channel due to their quadrature sum of the statistical and systematic error@ Th
coupling to uncontrolled, non-reversing electric fielddjra resultis|del < 1.7 x 102 e.cm, at 90% confidence.
ents. For reference, Tabllé also contains the systematic con-
tributions toA_ _ _w described in SedV . These contributions

are calculated directly from the data, namely by constnggcti VIl.  CONCLUSION
all possible combinations; jxw. The corresponding physi-
cal field parameters for each run, includiBgax Brr, Ecorr, We have demonstrated that th&*(v = 5,J = 1) Q-

etc., are computed from these combinations via Tébénd  doublet state of PbO is capable of good systematic rejection
Eqg. 18 With the field parameters, the systematic error forand control in an electron electric dipole moment search. Us
each run is computed using Ef9. Eqs.40-42 are used to  ing PbO, we have obtained a limit g, < 1.7 x 1026 ecm
average together all the field parameters and systematiserr (90% confidence), only about a factor of 20 worse than the
for the full data set, and the results are shown in Téble world’s best experimental limit]0]. Given the presence of
Itis important to note that the largest systematic erromfro  significant non-reversing electric and magnetic field geatti
the type of uniform field parameters discussed in $écis  (the former apparently due to uncontrolled electron emissi
80uskEaBieak. While Bieak can be created by changing mag- from the top electrode) and leakage currents on the order of
netic and electric field gradients, it can also be generated s 10 uA, obtaining such a limit provides a clear example of the
ply by a leakage current. Given that the measured leakagsower and flexibility anQ-doublet state gives toward diag-
currents in the cell are of the order of 1@, it is certainly  nosing and controlling systematic errors in this type ofeaxp
plausible that these leakage currents could generdg,a  iment.
within our error of 053uG. However, if this experiment  The primary reason for the demonstrated level of system-
was performed with a system with no internal comagnetomeatic rejection stems from the use of the tiNstates that allow
ter, i.e., where the Larmor precession frequency is given byor measurement of the average magnetic field in all config-
Eq. 1, the contribution to the uncertainty of the systematicurations of the experiment. For this reason, tisloublet
shift from such a large leakage current would be a factor oktructure has been referred to as an “internal comagnetome-
1/(k&av) ~ 100 larger than it is here. Hence, without the inter-ter”. Compared to a traditional comagnetome#di [this sys-
nal comagnetometer, the leakage current contribution @voultem is sensitive to exactly the same magnetic field with which
be the largest single contributor to the systematic error. the molecules used to detect #€DM are interacting. More-
Finally, we note in passing that we also considered otheover, the ability to accurately measure the electric fieldgs
possible sources of systematic error. One example is posghe molecules, because of the dependence of taetor on
ble errors arising from dlierences between the density ford  electric field, gives even more information than a tradiion
velocity of the populations in thBl = +1 states. By chang- comagnetometer.
ing the detuning of the laser from the center of the Doppler- Perhaps the only fficulty with this type of level structure
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Appendix A: Systematic rejection when measuring phase

In case of an experiment detecting phase precession in a
beam (e.g., the Th@EDM experiment 17]), most of the
discussion of SeclV still applies; however, special atten-
tion must be dedicated to how the phase angle is detected.
In some experiments, it is possible to determine not only the
total amount of phase precession, but also the directiomeof t
rotation. This is the case in Ramsey’s method of separated
oscillatory fields (SOF) when one uses rotating fields at the
start and end of the sequence. For this discussion, however,
consider the case where the direction of spins’ precession i
detected by rotating the detection coordinate systemivelat
to the preparation coordinate system by an amgléhis is
possible in the context of Ramsey’s method of SOF if the two
oscillating fields have dierent phases.

In particular, consider an experiment where one detects the

is the breakdown of the comagnetometer function in the preszf-)has‘e angle in a coordinate system defined by thexbassd”

ence of magnetic and electric field gradients, rather than si y that is rotated by an anglewith respect to the coordinate

ply uniform fields. This breakdown is caused by the ensembl fame Where.the( f:oordina_te iS. defined by th? initial or!enta-
of molecules being distributed in a finite volume with non- ion of the spin, as shown in Fig4. After evolving for a time

uniform magnetic and electric fields. This complication can®’ ttht('e splnt;/]vnl ?avke precae_sset(_j byfq angleif the ff?lrt]klj
have an impact on the inferred field parameters such as tH@'ating In the clockwise direction. Let us assume thattcioc
ise rotation corresponds ®> 0. If the B field is negative,

average electric field and the component of the magnetic fiel S

that mimics a field due to leakage currents. However, by uti- € spin W'”. thereforg rotate throug_h an anQ_Le= ~fs Al-

lizing all available information, such as changes in thergua ter precessing fo_r a timein a negative (posmveBB field, Fhe

tum beat decay rate and the derived electric and magnetic ﬁelmeasured.angle mlthe dete_ct|on coordinate system will be

parameters, largdtects on theeEDM signal can be avoided. (e,). In this case, Itis stralghtf_orward to show f_rom Figt
and the parameterization used in Tablleat the variousay j k

The next generation of experiments that use molecules withre given by
similar level structure, such as those based on Th@, |

Evolution of
spin

FIG. 14. Detection geometry for @ DM experiment that measures
phase. See Appendix for description.

HfF*[18, 19 and WC [16], should, by extension, have sim- Qav++ = Z@B(Ba" + Beorr + Bieak+ Br)7— 6 (A1)
ilarly good systematic rejection. In these experiments, th @ay-+ = 20uB(Bav — Boorr — Bieak + Brr)7 — 60 (A2)
breakdown of the magnetometer due to gradients should Qavs.— = 20us(Bav + Boorr — Bleak— Bnr)7+ 6 (A3)

pose less of a problem, as none require the use of a high- = 280a(Bos— Borr + Bewk— B-)r 4 6. (A4
temperature vapor cell and thus avoid the complicationarinh Fav-- gl_lB( e eak = Bur)7 + 0. (A4)
ent to the experimental apparatus described here. For exanhheN-even combinations then become

ple, in the ongoing ThO experimemtd], which uses a molec- 160

ular beam, the electric and magnetic fields are much more uni- Besa 169_”BBaVT (A5)
form than in this work. Moreover, the fields are more well un- Ay -+ = 16gugBoont (A6)
derstood in that experiment; therefore more realistic aaxd d A+ —a = 16gugBnt — 80 (A7)
tailed modeling of the shifts encountered due to gradieants c A, = 16quaBiea . (A8)

be undertaken. Given the result presented in this paperxwe e ) ] ] )
pect that these future experiments should obtain dranfigtica Note that adding anfEset in the detection coordinates looks as

better systematic rejection than that obtained here. if one is inducing a non-reversing component of the magnetic
field.

One possible way to detect the anglévolves projecting
the spin along either the axis (with probability co$a) and
they axis (with probability sif@) [17] . One then defines the
asymmetry

_Ne—=Ny  coga-sirfa
Ny +Ny  coa +sirfa
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Type Label Physical Quantity

Phase Ay 16gupBat
A« 8k6avg_,uB Bavt + 8k8nrg_,UB Beonr ™ + 8k6corrg_llB Bt
AL« 160u8Bcon™
Ay 169_/18 Bt — 80
Ay -a 16gugBieakt
Ay« 8KEay QBT + 8KEn Qe Bieakt + 8KEcorr Qs Bavt
AL 8k8avg_,UB Beonr 7 + 8k6nr§IJB Ba + 8k6corr§IJB Bleakt
JAN— 8kEavOuBieakt + 8KEnQueBni7 + 8kEcorr QB Beon ™ — 16dee 1T

Asymmetry A, . . —320ugdBr
AL A ~16kEavgusBat — 16KEn QupBeorn T — 16kEcor GusBnit
Ar— A _329_/1BBcorrT
A+,+,—A —3@BBan + 160
A A _329_/18 Bleakt
A LA _1%avg_,uB Bt — 16k6nr§,UBBleakT - 16k6corrg_,UB Bavt
A LA —16kEavgueBeon™ — 16KEn QupBayt — 16KEcor QuaBieakt

A—,—,—A _16k6avg_,uB Bleak? — 16(8nrg_/~18 Bni7 — 16(8(‘,0”9_/48 Beonr T + 32deaeff7'

TABLE IV. Full phase and asymmetry combinations forelfDM experiment that measures total precession through aetiadield.

and the average asymmetries become
Aoy = —A38(Bay + Beorr + Bleak + Bnr)T + 260 + % (A11)
Aav—+ = —43us(Bay — Beorr — Bieak + Bnr)T + 20 + % (A12)
Aavs- = —43u8(Bay + Boorr — Bleak — Bnr)7 — 20 + % (A13)
Aay-.— = —43u5(Bay — Beorr + Bieak — Bnr)T — 20 + % (A14)

Using the above expressions to form titeven combinations
yields the following result:

Ay s sA = —320upBayt + 4n (A15)
A A= _329_/1BBcorrT (A16)
Ass A= —-32GupBnt + 160 (A17)
A+,_,_A = _3Zg_llBB|eakT . (A18)

One can then defingéB = B,y — (7/4)/(2qust), Which is the
magnetic field magnitude that moves the average spin preces-
sion away fromu = /4. With this definition,

Asi A= —323up6Br, (A19)

which more closely resembles the expressionafor ,w and
Ay iqra.

For theN-odd combinations, the resulting expressions are
almost identical to the case of measuring frequency. Censid
first the case of detecting the asymmearyboth thed andr/2
terms cancel in th&l-odd combinations, leaving expressions
identical to those foA_ j kw except they are multiplied by2r
Likewise, in the case of detecting the phasd¢he constané
terms cancel in th&-odd combinations. Thus, the expres-
sions forA_ jxa are identical to those fok_ jw except they
are multiplied byr. All of these results are enumerated for
reference in Tablév.
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