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Recently, upper bounds on the static time-reversal (T ) and spatial parity (P)-violating elec-
tron electric dipole moment (eEDM) and dimensionless constant characterizing the strength of the
T ,P-violating scalar-pseudoscalar nucleus-electron interaction have been updated in the JILA ex-
periment using the HfF+ cations [T.S. Roussy et al, arxiv:2212.11841 (2022)]. We considered other
two sources of the T ,P -violation in HfF+ – axionlike-particle-mediated (ALP) scalar-pseudoscalar
electron-electron and nucleus-electron interactions. To estimate the magnitude of effects, induced
by such interactions in HfF+ we have developed and applied a method which implies direct use of
the ab initio relativistic coupled cluster theory to calculate molecular parameters that characterize
the interactions. Using these parameters, we showed that an order of magnitude updated laboratory
constraints on the ALP-mediated electron-electron and nucleus-electron interactions can be derived
from the experimental data on T ,P-violating effects in HfF+ for a wide range of ALP masses.

I. INTRODUCTION

Experiments with paramagnetic heavy-atom molecules
aiming to search for the effects of violation of the time-
reversal (T ) and spatial parity (P) symmetries of fun-
damental interactions are considered to be very sensitive
to new physics beyond the Standard Model (SM) [1, 2].
One of the most discussed sources of the T ,P-violation
is the permanent electron electric dipole moment (eEDM
or de). Indeed, the eEDM should be directed along its
spin s: de = des/s [1–3]. The interaction of such elec-
tric dipole moment with an external electric field E is
H = −de · E ∝ des · E. Spin s is T -odd, while E is T -
even. Thus H is T -odd. At the same time s is P-even,
but E is P-odd. Thus, H is simultaneously T - and P-
odd. The expected value of the eEDM within the ex-
tensions to the SM is many orders of magnitude bigger
than estimates within the SM [4–9]. Recently, an up-
dated upper bound on eEDM has been established by the
JILA group using the hafnium monofluoride molecular
cations 180Hf19F+ trapped by the rotating electric field:
|de| < 4.1 × 10−30 e · cm (90% confidence) [10]. The ex-
periment was carried out on the first excited metastable
electronic state 3∆1 of HfF+. Molecules in such states
have very close-lying states of opposite parity, so-called
Ω-doublet energy level structure. Therefore T ,P-odd ef-
fects are strongly enhanced [11, 12] in these molecules. In
addition, the use of the 3∆1 electronic state leads to the
suppression of systematic errors [13–16]. The obtained
constraint on eEDM using HfF+ is better by the factor
of 2.4 than the previous most stringent one obtained us-
ing the ThO molecular beam [17]. Experiments to search
for eEDM are also sensitive to the T ,P-violating scalar-
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pseudoscalar nucleus-electron interaction [1, 18–21]. In-
deed, the same experiment on HfF+ [10] provided also an
updated constraint on the dimensionless constant char-
acterizing the strength of this interaction. At present,
several more experiments to search for the eEDM using
other molecular systems are under preparation. Among
them are ThF+[22], YbOH [23, 24], BaF [25], YbF [26],
LuOH+ [27] and some others.

The search for the symmetry-violating effects is of cru-
cial importance for understanding the fundamental laws
of Nature as several phenomena have not been explained
yet within the Standard model. About sixty years ago the
violation of the combined CP symmetry (C is the charge
conjugation) was discovered in the kaon decay [28]. It
showed that weak interactions do not conserve CP. How-
ever, up to now it is not clear why the CP symmetry
seems to be conserved in the quantum chromodynamics
(QCD) sector of the SM. In principle, there is no reason
for such conservation as there are natural terms in the La-
grangian of QCD that can violate the CP-symmetry. In
general, such mechanism can lead to the neutron electric
dipole moment value that is about 108 times larger than
the present constraint [29]. Therefore, this “fine tuning”
problem is called the strong CP problem. Note, that
according to the CPT theorem, the CP violation leads
to violation of the T symmetry. The CP-nonconservation
is one of the necessary conditions for the baryon asym-
metry in our Universe, i.e. an imbalance between the
amount of matter and anti-matter [1, 30, 31]. However,
the very weak level of CP symmetry violation in the SM is
not enough to explain the imbalance. Another unsolved
problem is the unknown nature of the dark matter which
makes up about 25% of the universe. There are numer-
ous efforts to search for the dark matter particles [32–37].
Among them, the pseudoscalar spin-0 axion or axionlike
particle (ALP) are very popular candidates [38–40]. The
axion [41, 42] is considered as a quasi-Nambu-Goldstone
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boson due to the spontaneous breaking of the Peccei-
Quinn symmetry UPQ(1) [43]. This symmetry violation
is considered as a solution to the strong CP-problem in
QCD [44]. Therefore, the search for the axion is so im-
portant for modern physics.

The interaction of axions and axionlike-particles with
other particles of the SM can be CP-preserving and CP-
violating. In the present paper we are interested in CP-
violating interactions with electrons and nucleons. Due
to its high importance there are numerous astrophysical
and laboratory experiments and research programs that
are aimed to search for ALPs and study their proper-
ties. In the last decade such affords have accelerated.
The present status and constraints on axion and ALP
properties can be found e.g. in Refs. [44–62].

According to Refs. [63, 64], the interaction of the cos-
mic axionlike particles with fermions can induce oscil-

lating T ,P-violating molecular and atomic EDMs and
one can try to observe this effect. The oscillation fre-
quency is determined by the ALP mass. The oscillation
amplitude is proportional to the square root of the ALP
density [63, 64]. One can estimate this density assuming
that the dark matter consists mostly of ALPs. Later,
there was a proposal to search for the oscillating EDM
within the solid-state nuclear magnetic resonance tech-
nique [65]. Recently, the results of such experiment were
reported [57] and expressed [57, 66] in terms of the oscil-
lating nuclear Schiff moment. The latter was interpreted
in terms of axion to the gluon field coupling constant [57].
Significant restrictions on the ALP-gluon coupling con-
stants were also deduced from the analysis of the previous
experimental data on the HfF+ molecular cation in terms
of the oscillating dipole moment [56].

In Ref. [67] the effect of the exchange of a virtual ALP
between electron and electron as well as between elec-
tron and nucleus was studied. Such effects can induce
the static permanent T ,P-violating atomic and molecular
EDMs. Corresponding calculations for various atoms and
some atomic-based estimates for molecules were carried
out in Ref. [67]. In Refs. [68–70] the ALP-exchange ef-
fect was studied theoretically for the Fr atom and YbOH
molecule. In the latter case for the electron-electron
ALP-mediated interaction we considered only the limit of
light ALP. The present paper aims to interpret the recent
experimental data on the static T ,P-violating molecular
EDM of HfF+ [10] in terms of the virtual ALP exchange
between electrons and between electron and nucleus. For
this, we developed an approach that allows us to directly

calculate the contribution of such effects in molecules for
a very wide range of ALP masses including limiting cases
of very light and very heavy ALPs.

II. THEORY

There are numerous possible couplings of axions with
other particles. Let us consider the Lagrangian of the
interaction of ALPs with fermions, which can be written

as follows [71]:

Lint = a
∑

ψ

ψ̄
(
gsψ + igpψγ5

)
ψ . (1)

In this expression a and ψ are the axion and fermion
fields, respectively; ψ̄ = ψ+γ0; g

s
ψ (gpψ) denotes the scalar

(pseudoscalar) axion to fermion coupling constant; γ0
and γ5 are Dirac matrices, defined as in Ref. [72]. The
summation in the Lagrangian (1) is over all types of
fermions in the system. The corresponding T ,P-violating
interaction between two electrons, which is mediated by
the axion with mass ma can be described by the Yukawa-
type two-electron interaction [67, 71]:

Vee(r1, r2) = +i
gseg

p
e

4π

e−ma|r1−r2|

|r1 − r2|
γ0γ5 , (2)

where r1 and r2 are positions of electrons, γ0 and γ5 ma-
trices refer to the second electron, gse (gpe) is the scalar
(pseudoscalar) coupling constant of the electron-axion in-
teraction. Within the QCD axion models gse and ma are
related [71]. However, in many studies, one considers in-
stead a more general case in which these parameters are
considered independent, so the arbitrary mass particle is
implied. In the present paper we follow this approach
and do not distinguish the axion and ALP.

The ALP-mediated T ,P-violating interaction between
electron and nucleon can be expressed as follows [67, 71]:

VeN (r) = +i
gsNg

p
e

4π

e−ma|r−R|

|r −R| γ0γ5, (3)

where R is the position of the nucleon and r is the po-
sition of the electron; gsN is the scalar ALP-nucleon cou-
pling constant; N in the nucleon (proton or neutron); γ
matrices refer to the electron.

The considered T ,P-violating electron-electron inter-
action inside a molecule can be characterized by the fol-
lowing parameter [68, 73]:

W (ee)
ax (ma) =

1

Ω

1

gseg
p
e

〈Ψ|
Ne∑′

i,j=1

Vee(ri, rj)|Ψ〉, (4)

where Ψ is the molecular electronic wave function, Ω is
the projection of the total electronic angular momentum
on the molecular axis and Ne is the number of electrons.
For the considered case of the first excited electronic state
of the HfF+ cation Ω = 1. The prime index in the sum
means the terms with i = j should be omitted.

The ALP-mediated electron-nucleus interaction can be
characterized by the molecular parameter W

(eN)
ax :

W (eN)
ax (ma) =

1

Ω
〈Ψ|

Ne∑

i=1

∑

N

1

gsNg
p
e

VeN(ri)|Ψ〉, (5)

where index i runs over all electrons; the inner sum
runs over all the nucleons of the Hf nucleus. Note, that

W
(ee)
ax (ma) and W

(eN)
ax are functions of the ALP mass.
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The characteristic T ,P-violating energy shift of the
electronic level induced by the interaction (2) can be ex-
pressed as:

δE = gseg
p
eΩW

(ee)
ax (ma), (6)

while the T ,P-violating energy shift induced by the in-
teraction (3) can be expressed as:

δE = ḡsNg
p
eΩW

(eN)
ax (ma). (7)

Here ḡsN is the ALP-nucleon coupling constant averaged
over the Hf nucleus nucleons: ḡsN = (Zgsp +Nng

s
n)/A; gsp

and gsn are scalar ALP-proton and ALP-neutron coupling
constants, Z is the charge of the Hf nucleus, Nn is its

neutron number and A = Z + Nn: Z = 72, Nn = 108,
A = 180.

III. IMPLEMENTATION AND

COMPUTATIONAL DETAILS

One can see from Eqns. (6) and (7), that molecular pa-
rameters (4) and (5) are required to extract the values of
the products of the unknown coupling constants. How-
ever, they cannot be measured in practice. The situation
is analogues to the problem of extracting the value of
the eEDM where one should know the value of the inter-
nal effective electric field acting on the electron inside a
molecule. To solve such problems of the experiment inter-
pretation, molecular electronic structure calculation is re-
quired. In the present study we used the Dirac-Coulomb
(DC) Hamiltonian to describe HfF+ electronic structure:

HDC = Λ+


∑

j

[αj · pj + βj + Vnuc(j)] +
∑

j<k

VC(rjk)


Λ+. (8)

Here α, β are Dirac matrices, p in the electron mo-
mentum, Vnuc is the nuclear subsystem potential, VC
is the Coulomb electron-electron interaction operator,
Λ+ are projectors on the positive-energy states of the
Dirac picture and the summation index runs over all
electrons. To calculate the electronic wave function
we used the method of the relativistic coupled cluster
(CC) [74, 75]. In this approach one uses the following
exponential ansatz for the many-electron wave function
Ψ:

Ψ = eT̂Φ0. (9)

Here Φ0 is the reference Slater determinant providing
zero-order approximation to the many-electron molecu-
lar wave function. In the present work Φ0 was obtained
within the Dirac-Hartree-Fock method. Wave function Ψ
takes into account effects of electron correlation. Cluster
operator T̂ can be written as follows:

T̂ = T̂1 + T̂2 + T̂3 + . . . , (10)

where T̂1, T̂2,... are the excitation operators of different
orders:

T̂1 =
∑

i∈occ
b∈virt

tbia
†
bai; T̂2 =

1

2!

∑

i1<i2∈occ
b1<b2∈virt

tb1b2i1i2
a†b1a

†
b2
ai2ai1 .

Quantities t...... are called cluster amplitudes. They can be
determined by solving coupled cluster equations [74, 75].

a†b and ai are creation and annihilation operators of one-
electron states b and i. Indexes i1, i2... refer to the oc-

cupied states, i.e. those included in the reference deter-
minant Φ0, while b1, b2, ... refer to the unoccupied (vir-
tual) orbitals. In the present paper we considered the
following levels of theory: (i) the coupled cluster method
with single and double cluster amplitudes, CCSD, (ii)
the coupled cluster method with single, double and triple
cluster amplitudes, CCSDT and (iii) the coupled cluster
method with single, double and noniterative triple clus-
ter amplitudes, CCSD(T). The latter is usually quite a
good approximation to the full iterative CCSDT model,
but requires much less computational resources. The
simplification is due to the use of the perturbation the-
ory to estimate the contribution of triple cluster ampli-
tudes. As the CCSD(T) method has a very good ratio
between accuracy and numerical complexity, it is called
“the golden standard” of quantum chemistry. One can see
from Eq. (10) that even if the cluster operator is trun-

cated after T̂2 term, the higher-order (e.g. quadruple)
excitations will be effectively taken into account due to
the exponential ansatz for the many-electron wave func-
tion (9). One of the most important features of the CC
approach is its size-extensivity property [75]. It means
that correlation energy properly scales with the num-
ber of electrons. This feature is very important for the
description of many-electron systems and calculation of
symmetry-violating effects [76–78].

To calculate molecular parameters of interest within
the CC theory, we used the finite-field approach. For
this, we added required operator (2) or (3) to the elec-
tronic Hamiltonian with a small coefficient (“weak field”)
and calculated the derivative of the total electronic en-
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ergy with respect to this coefficient within the standard
numerical technique. In this way we obtained required
matrix elements (4) and (5). This approach is well-
known for calculating such properties as the molecule-
frame dipole moment, but it is also widely used to calcu-
late many others. Usually, one studies one-electron prop-
erties as we did it here for (3). But in the present study
we also applied the finite-field approach to calculate the
two-electron characteristic (5). Technically, for this one
should calculate corresponding two-electron integrals of
the operation of interest over molecular bispinors. Let us
describe this problem in some detail.

The only attempt to directly calculate the effect (4),
(6) in molecules was undertaken in Ref. [69]. However, it
was done only for the case when the exponent in Eq. (2)
can be approximated by two terms (the low-mass ALP
case). Calculation of the matrix elements of the oper-
ator (2) without such an approximation over molecular
bispinors can be reduced to calculation of “primitive” in-

tegrals 〈ab| e−mar

r
|cd〉 over primitive Gaussian-type basis

functions a, b, c, d of the form xnymzke−βr
2

after taking
into account the structure of γ-matrices. Here n,m, k are
nonnegative integers and their sum defines the angular
momentum of a given basis function, while β > 0 is the
exponent parameter. In the case of a diatomic molecule,
basis functions a, b, c, d can be centered on different nu-
clei, which complicates such a calculation (see Ref. [70]
for one-center problem with Gaussian-type functions).
In the corresponding problem of calculating Coulomb
interaction integrals 〈ab| 1

r
|cd〉, the computational algo-

rithm usually involves the evaluation of the Boys func-
tion [79, 80]:

Fm(T ) =

∫ 1

0

dtt2me−Tt
2

. (11)

Calculation of integrals 〈ab| e−mar

r
|cd〉 is similar, but the

Boys function must be replaced by a more complicated
special function [81]:

Gm(T, U) =

∫ 1

0

dtt2me−Tt
2+U(1− 1

t2
). (12)

This allows one to use a large number of differ-
ent generalizations of classical algorithms of elec-
tron repulsion integrals evaluation such as Mc-
Murchie–Davidson [82], Obara–Saika [83], PRISM of Gill
et al. [84], Pople–Hehre [85], Head-Gordon–Pople [86],
and others [87–90]. In the present paper we applied the
algorithm for the Yukawa potential integrals evaluation
implemented in the LIBINT computational library [91].
The approach is analogous to the so-called Rys quadra-
ture method of Dupuis et al. [92–94] for the electron re-
pulsion integrals, later elaborated by Lindh et al. [95],
which is known to be well suited for evaluation of in-
tegrals over orbitals with high angular momenta com-
pared to other algorithms. However, the code imple-
mented in the LIBINT library was designed for the prob-

lems of explicitly-correlated electronic structure meth-
ods [81, 96–100]. It appeared that the implemented range
for variables T and U [91] was not enough for our pur-
poses. Therefore, we made certain modifications to carry
out calculations of the present interest. As mentioned
above, in the original version of the LIBINT library, a tai-
lored Gaussian quadrature was used as the main method
for calculating integrals [97]. This algorithm uses the
precalculated values of the Chebyshev expansion coeffi-
cients of the positions and weights of the grid points,
and is thus limited to the case of 0 ≤ T ≤ Tmax and
Umin ≤ U ≤ 103, where Tmax = 1024 and Umin = 10−7.
If it turns out that T > Tmax or U < Umin, the “scheme
1” from Ref. [96] is used, which implies calculating

G−1 =
e−T

4

√
π

U

[
ek

2

erfc(k) + eλ
2

erfc(λ)
]
, (13)

G0 =
e−T

4

√
π

T

[
ek

2

erfc(k)− eλ
2

erfc(λ)
]
, (14)

where erfc is the complementary error function,

k = −
√
T +

√
U, (15)

λ =
√
T +

√
U, (16)

and obtaining all the remaining Gm values with the help
of the upward recurrence relations

Gm =
1

2T
[(2m− 1)Gm−1 + 2UGm−2 − e−T ]. (17)

To consider the case of T = 0 we added a function that
implements the upward recurrence relations at T = 0
following Ref. [96]. The first element of the relations is
defined as follows:

G0 = 1− eU
√
πUerfc(

√
U). (18)

The remaining elements were found within the recurrence
relation

Gm(0, U) =
1

2m+ 1
[1− 2UGm−1(0, U)]. (19)

In addition, numerical instabilities in the “scheme 1”
were found to occur at small T , since in Eq. (17) T ap-
pears in the denominator. To solve this problem, we
implemented “scheme 3” from Ref. [96] for T < 0.1 at
U < Umin. According to this scheme, Gm(T, U) can be
found using the equation:

Gm(T, U) =

∞∑

k=0

(−T )k
k!

Gm+k(0, U), (20)

where in practice we considered k up to k = 8; Gm(0, U)
were calculated according to Eqs. (18) and (19).
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In Ref. [69] we considered only the case with ALP
mass about 1 meV. For some axion models this is suf-
ficient [44, 58, 101], but in general all ALP masses are of
interest [102, 103]. Using the procedure described above
we substantially increased the range of masses, for which
the molecular effect can be calculated. Molecular pa-
rameter (4) (as well as (5)) under consideration can be
nonzero only for electronic states with unpaired electrons.
In the considered 3∆1 state of HfF+ there are two such
electrons and both of them are localized mainly on Hf.
They approximately correspond to 5d and 6s states of the
Hf++ ion. Therefore, one can expect only a small contri-
bution to the parameter (4) from the two-center integrals
in case of high ALP mass due to the short range of this
interaction (2). Indeed, according to our direct calcula-
tion for ma = 104 eV the contribution of the two-center
integrals is negligible. This leads to a significant sim-
plification of the computational procedure. Therefore,
we used this approach for calculating parameters (4) for
ma ≥ 105 eV. Finally, it is interesting to consider the
high-mass ALP limit. In this case one can use the rela-
tion [70]:

e−mar

4πr
≈ 1

m2
a

δ(r), (21)

which is valid for very high masses. One can see from
this Eq., that the ALP mass can be factorized out and
the molecular effects (6) and (7) can be characterized
by only corresponding ALP-mass-independent molecular
parameters [67, 70] (see below). As a convenient nu-
merical implementation of the Dirac delta function we

used the Gaussian geminal operator c · e−αr2 , where c is
the normalization constant and in practice α should be
much larger than any exponential parameter β in primi-
tive Gaussian basis functions. Using such a substitution
we could employ the existing implementation of corre-
sponding two-electron integrals in the LIBINT library.

Finally, after all primitive integrals 〈ab| e−mar

r
|cd〉 were

calculated we performed 4-index transformation [104]
from the basis of primitive Gaussian functions to the ba-
sis of complex molecular bispinors taking into account
the structure of γ matrices.

The values of the W
(eN)
ax (ma) molecular constants for

different ALP masses were calculated using the relativis-
tic CCSD(T) method within the Dirac-Coulomb Hamil-
tonian. In these calculations, 70 electrons of HfF+

were included in the correlation treatment (1s2s2p elec-
trons of Hf were excluded), and the cutoff for virtual
orbital energies was set to 1000 Eh. We used the
Dyall’s uncontracted AE4Z [105, 106] basis set for Hf
and AE2Z [105, 107, 108] basis set for F; below we call
this combination of basis sets as LBas. In addition, we
also calculated the following corrections to the obtained

W
(eN)
ax values: (i) Correction on higher-order electron

correlation effects. It was calculated as the difference
between the W

(eN)
ax values obtained at the coupled clus-

ter with single double and iterative triple amplitudes,

CCSDT [109], level, and at the CCSD(T) one. Here 42
outer-core and valence electrons of HfF+ were correlated
(1s..4p electrons of Hf and 1s electrons of F were ex-
cluded) and the basis set was reduced to the SBas set.
The latter corresponds to the AE2Z [105, 107, 108] on
both atoms. (ii) The influence of the inner 1s2s2p elec-
trons of Hf (which were excluded in the leading calcu-
lation) was calculated at the CCSD(T) level using the
SBas basis set. In this calculation, the cutoff for virtual
orbital energies was increased up to 10000 Eh [76, 78].
(iii) Finally, we estimated the contribution of the Gaunt
electron-electron interaction effect as the difference be-
tween Dirac-Coulomb-Gaunt and Dirac-Coulomb results
obtained within the CCSD(T) approach using the SBas

basis set. Calculations of W
(ee)
ax (ma) constant were much

more challenging due to the two-electron nature of the
considered operator (2). Therefore, these calculations
were performed at the CCSD(T) level, using the SBas
basis set, and correlating all the electrons. Note, that for
the case of YbOH molecule such level of theory was found
to give quite accurate results [69]. In all electronic struc-
ture calculations the experimental distance [110] between
Hf and F was used.

In all calculation we used the Gaussian nuclear charge
distribution model which is well-suited for molecular
problems [111]. Similar to Ref. [67], we considered the
electron-nucleus interaction in the form (3), i.e. we
do not consider finite-nuclear size effects in the oper-
ator (3). The related problems were studied e.g. in
Refs. [112, 113].

Dirac-Hartree-Fock calculations, required to obtain
the reference Slater determinant in Eq. (9) were per-
formed within the relativistic electronic structure pack-
age DIRAC [114, 115]. Correlation calculations were
performed using DIRAC [114, 115] and MRCC [116–118]
codes. Matrix elements (5) were calculated using the
code developed in work [68]. To calculate matrix el-
ements (4) we used the code developed in the present
work and in the LIBINT computational library [91]. The
code to calculate the Gaunt interelectron interaction ma-
trix elements over molecular bispinors was developed in
works [119, 120].

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The calculated values of W
(eN)
ax constants for a wide

range (1 ÷ 1010 eV) of ALP masses are given in Ta-
ble I at different levels of theory: Dirac-Hartree-Fock
(DHF), coupled cluster with single and double ampli-
tudes (CCSD) and at the CCSD(T) level. The “Final”
column of Table I gives the values that take into account
corrections described in the previous section. It can be
seen that electron correlation effects (i.e. effects beyond
the DHF level of theory) are very important for descrip-

tion of W
(eN)
ax constants and their role increases with the

transition from small masses to large ones. At the same
time good convergence with respect to the correlation ef-
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TABLE I. The calculated values of W
(eN)
ax (ma) molecular parameters at various levels of electronic structure theory. The

“Final” column is the sum of CCSD(T) results and corrections described in the main text. The last column provides limits on
|ḡsNgpe | derived from the experimental data [10] corresponding to ALP masses given in the first column.

ma, eV
W

(eN)
ax (ma), mec/h̄ |ḡsNgpe |

limit, h̄cDHF CCSD CCSD(T) Final

1 +1.20 · 10−5 +1.72 · 10−5 +1.68 · 10−5 +1.67 · 10−5 1.11 · 10−20

10 +1.20 · 10−5 +1.72 · 10−5 +1.68 · 10−5 +1.67 · 10−5 1.11 · 10−20

102 +1.19 · 10−5 +1.73 · 10−5 +1.68 · 10−5 +1.66 · 10−5 1.11 · 10−20

103 +1.14 · 10−5 +1.60 · 10−5 +1.56 · 10−5 +1.54 · 10−5 1.19 · 10−20

104 +2.87 · 10−6 +3.59 · 10−6 +3.55 · 10−6 +3.30 · 10−6 5.25 · 10−20

105 −8.36 · 10−6 −1.14 · 10−5 −1.12 · 10−5 −1.15 · 10−5 1.66 · 10−20

106 −3.88 · 10−6 −6.43 · 10−6 −6.27 · 10−6 −6.41 · 10−6 2.97 · 10−20

107 −1.72 · 10−7 −2.86 · 10−7 −2.79 · 10−7 −2.85 · 10−7 6.67 · 10−19

108 −3.19 · 10−9 −5.33 · 10−9 −5.19 · 10−9 −5.30 · 10−9 3.59 · 10−17

109 −3.53 · 10−11 −5.90 · 10−11 −5.74 · 10−11 −5.85 · 10−11 3.24 · 10−15

1010 −3.54 · 10−13 −5.91 · 10−13 −5.75 · 10−13 −5.87 · 10−13 3.24 · 10−13

fects treatment was achieved. Higher-order correlation
effects beyond the CCSD(T) model contribute within 1-
2% for all ALP masses. According to our calculations,
the contribution of corrections to the CCSD(T) result de-
scribed above does not exceed 5% in total for every mass
considered.

Similar to the YbOH molecule case, the function

W
(eN)
ax (ma) changes its sign in the region between ma =

104 eV and ma = 105 eV. Interestingly, the values of

W
(eN)
ax (ma) for the considered HfF+ case are approxi-

mately twice smaller than W
(eN)
ax (ma) for the YbOH case

for all ALP masses. This fact can be related to the dif-
ferent values of Ω in Eq. (5): Ω = 1 for HfF+, while for
YbOH Ω = 1/2. However, the energy shifts (7) of HfF+

and YbOH are comparable.

The calculated values of W
(ee)
ax (ma) constants for a va-

riety of ALP masses values (1 ÷ 1010 eV) are given in
Table II. It can be seen that electron correlation effects
are more substantial for the case of high-mass ALPs than
for the light ALPs. One can note that for ALP masses

below ma = 102 eV the values of W
(ee)
ax (ma) are al-

most equal. In this case W
(ee)
ax is approximately twice

smaller than W
(ee)
ax for the YbOH case [69]. Again it can

be attributed to the different Ω values for YbOH and
HfF+. One can see a certain change of W

(ee)
ax (ma) near

the point ma = 103 eV and the drop by the factor of
3 for ma = 104 eV and finally the change of sign for

higher-mass ALPs as in the case of W
(eN)
ax .

In Ref. [10] the constraint on the T ,P-violating en-
ergy shift was interpreted in terms of the electron electric
dipole moment de according to the relation:

δE = deΩWd, (22)

where Eeff = Wd|Ω| ≈ 23 GV/cm [121–124]. Using the
relations (6) and (7) one can interpret the obtained con-

straint on the energy [10]:

δE ≈ 23 µHz (23)

in terms of limits on the product of ALP coupling con-
stants. Derived limits for corresponding values of ALP
masses are given in the last columns of Tables I and II.
Let us also consider the following two limiting cases.

Low-mass limit. As it was noted above, it can be seen
from Table I that for the light ALPs (ma < 1 keV),

the W
(eN)
ax (ma) constant is almost independent of the

ma value. Thus, the same value of W
(eN)
ax can be used

for a very wide range of ALP masses. This can be
explained by the fact that for light ALPs, the charac-
teristic radius of the Yukawa-type interaction RYu =
1/ma(relativistic units) = h̄/mac is significantly larger
than the molecule size [67]. For example, the char-
acteristic molecular distance of 1 Bohr corresponds to
ma ≈ 4 keV. Thus, for such ALPs one can reinterpret
the experimental data [10] in terms of the limit on ḡsNg

p
e :

|ḡsNgpe |/(h̄c) <∼ 1.1× 10−20. This constraint is an order of
magnitude better than the previous restriction for |ḡsNgpe |,
which was deduced from the ThO experiment [17, 67].

For the case of light ALPs one can also reinterpret
experiment [10] in terms of the constraint on the gseg

p
e

product: |gsegpe |/(h̄c) <∼ 2.2 × 10−20. This constraint is
also an order of magnitude better than that deduced [67]
from the ThO experiment [17].

High-mass limit. For the case of ALPs with high
masses (ma ≥ 1 GeV) there is an approximate rela-

tion [67, 68]: W
(eN)
ax (ma) ≃ W̃ eNm−2

a . The W̃ eN pa-
rameter does not depend on ma. Therefore, in this case
the energy shift (7) can be parameterized as follows [69]:

δE ≈ ḡsNg
p
e

m2
a

ΩW̃ eN , (24)
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TABLE II. The calculated values of W
(ee)
ax (ma) molecular parameters at various levels of theory. The last column provides

limits on |gseg
p
e | product derived from the experimental data [10] corresponding to ALP masses given in the first column.

ma, eV
W

(ee)
ax (ma), mec/h̄ |gseg

p
e |

limit, h̄cDHF CCSD CCSD(T) (Final)

1 +6.35 · 10−6 +8.83 · 10−6 +8.63 · 10−6 2.16 · 10−20

10 +6.35 · 10−6 +8.83 · 10−6 +8.63 · 10−6 2.16 · 10−20

102 +6.34 · 10−6 +8.81 · 10−6 +8.61 · 10−6 2.16 · 10−20

103 +5.67 · 10−6 +7.81 · 10−6 +7.64 · 10−6 2.44 · 10−20

104 +1.98 · 10−6 +2.49 · 10−6 +2.46 · 10−6 7.57 · 10−20

105 +7.73 · 10−8 +1.64 · 10−7 +1.59 · 10−7 1.17 · 10−18

106 −4.01 · 10−9 −5.77 · 10−9 −5.67 · 10−9 3.28 · 10−17

107 −6.83 · 10−11 −1.11 · 10−10 −1.08 · 10−10 1.72 · 10−15

108 −6.90 · 10−13 −1.12 · 10−12 −1.09 · 10−12 1.70 · 10−13

109 −6.94 · 10−15 −1.12 · 10−14 −1.09 · 10−14 1.69 · 10−11

1010 −6.97 · 10−17 −1.12 · 10−16 −1.10 · 10−16 1.67 · 10−9

where

W̃ eN = lim
ma→+∞

m2
aW

(eN)
ax (ma). (25)

So we have from Table I:

|W̃ eN | ≈ 5.87× 10−11 GeV2 × mec

h̄
.

Thus, from the experimental constraint on the energy
shift (23) [10] one can derive: |ḡsNgpe |/(h̄cm2

a)
<∼ 3.2 ·

10−15 GeV−2. This constraint is slightly better than
the constraint [67], which follows from the ThO experi-
ment [17].

Similar dependence on ALP masses also holds for the
electron-electron molecular parameter (4) due to the re-
lation (21):

W̃ ee = lim
ma→+∞

m2
aW

(ee)
ax (ma). (26)

According to the present calculation

|W̃ ee| ≈ 1.1× 10−14 GeV2 × mec

h̄
.

This corresponds to the following limit: |gsegpe |/(h̄cm2
a)
<∼

1.7 · 10−11 GeV−2. This is about three times better than
the corresponding best constraint, which follows from the
ThO experiment [17, 67]. For convenience, Table III sum-
marizes obtained constraints for the cases of light and
high-mass ALPs limits described above.

The combination of the experimental data obtained us-
ing the HfF+ cation [10] and molecular parameters cal-
culated in the present work allows one to derive updated
laboratory constraints on the products of ALP coupling
constants for ALP masses ma ≥ 10−2 eV (see e.g. Fig.
2 of Ref. [67] for a compilation of different constraints).
In Ref. [45] it was reviewed that it is possible to obtain
more restrictive indirect bounds for the product of gsNg

p
e

by combining independent constraints on gsN and gpe from

completely different sources, e.g. laboratory experiments
and astrophysical stellar energy-loss bounds. However, as
it was stressed [45] there may be some mechanisms that
can spoil the astrophysical bounds and therefore purely
laboratory experiments of Earth are highly needed.

TABLE III. Summary of the derived constraints on the com-
binations of ALP coupling constants for limiting cases of light-
and high-mass ALPs.

Limit Value

|ḡsNgpe |/(h̄c), ma ≪ 1 keV 1.1 × 10−20

|gseg
p
e |/(h̄c), ma ≪ 1 keV 2.2 × 10−20

|ḡsNgpe |/(h̄cm2
a), ma ≥ 1 GeV 3.2 · 10−15 GeV−2

|gseg
p
e |/(h̄cm2

a), ma ≥ 1 GeV 1.7 · 10−11 GeV−2

V. CONCLUSIONS

The effects of the T ,P-violating axionlike-particles-
mediated scalar-pseudoscalar electron-electron and
nucleus-electron interactions were studied for the HfF+

cation in the metastable 3∆1 electronic state. To solve
this problem for the nucleus-electron interaction, we used
the code developed previously [69], while to describe the
electron-electron interaction we used the code developed
in the present work. Our approach was applied to
calculate molecular constants that characterize the
interactions. They link the experimental constraint
on the T ,P-violating energy shift with the products of
the ALP-electron scalar and ALP-electron pseudoscalar
or ALP-nucleus scalar and ALP-electron pseudoscalar
coupling constants. The obtained values of the constants
were used to reinterpret the JILA experiment on the
HfF+ molecular cation [10] aimed to search for the
electron electric dipole moment in terms of the products
of ALP coupling constants. The updated constraints
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for a wide range of ALP masses were deduced from the
experimental data [10].

The developed procedure can be used for the in-
terpretation of further experiments with paramagnetic
molecules and atoms aimed to search for the T ,P-
violating effects in terms of the scalar-pseudoscalar ALP-
mediated interactions with arbitrary mass ALPs.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

Electronic structure calculations were carried out using
computing resources of the federal collective usage center

Complex for Simulation and Data Processing for Mega-
science Facilities at National Research Centre “Kurcha-
tov Institute”, http://ckp.nrcki.ru/, and partly using the
computing resources of the quantum chemistry labora-
tory.

Molecular coupled cluster electronic structure calcula-
tions were supported by the Russian Science Foundation
Grant No. 19-72-10019 (https://rscf.ru/project/22-72-

41010/). Calculations of the W
(ee)
ax (ma) matrix elements

and development of corresponding code were supported
by the Foundation for the Advancement of Theoretical
Physics and Mathematics “BASIS” Grant according to
Projects No. 21-1-2-47-1 and 20-1-5-76-1.

[1] M. S. Safronova, D. Budker, D. DeMille, D. F. J.
Kimball, A. Derevianko, and C. W. Clark,
Search for new physics with atoms and molecules,
Rev. Mod. Phys. 90, 025008 (2018).

[2] R. Alarcon, J. Alexander, V. Anastassopoulos, T. Aoki,
R. Baartman, S. Baeßler, L. Bartoszek, D. H. Beck,
F. Bedeschi, R. Berger, M. Berz, H. L. Bethlem,
T. Bhattacharya, M. Blaskiewicz, T. Blum, T. Bowcock,
A. Borschevsky, K. Brown, D. Budker, S. Burdin, B. C.
Casey, G. Casse, G. Cantatore, L. Cheng, T. Chupp,
V. Cianciolo, V. Cirigliano, S. M. Clayton, C. Craw-
ford, B. P. Das, H. Davoudiasl, J. de Vries, D. De-
Mille, D. Denisov, M. V. Diwan, J. M. Doyle, J. Engel,
G. Fanourakis, R. Fatemi, B. W. Filippone, V. V. Flam-
baum, T. Fleig, N. Fomin, W. Fischer, G. Gabrielse,
R. F. G. Ruiz, A. Gardikiotis, C. Gatti, A. Geraci,
J. Gooding, B. Golub, P. Graham, F. Gray, W. C. Grif-
fith, S. Haciomeroglu, G. Gwinner, S. Hoekstra, G. H.
Hoffstaetter, H. Huang, N. R. Hutzler, M. Incagli, T. M.
Ito, T. Izubuchi, A. M. Jayich, H. Jeong, D. Kaplan,
M. Karuza, D. Kawall, O. Kim, I. Koop, W. Korsch,
E. Korobkina, V. Lebedev, J. Lee, S. Lee, R. Lehn-
ert, K. K. H. Leung, C.-Y. Liu, J. Long, A. Lusiani,
W. J. Marciano, M. Maroudas, A. Matlashov, N. Mat-
sumoto, R. Mawhorter, F. Meot, E. Mereghetti, J. P.
Miller, W. M. Morse, J. Mott, Z. Omarov, L. A. Orozco,
C. M. O’Shaughnessy, C. Ozben, S. Park, R. W. Pat-
tie, A. N. Petrov, G. M. Piacentino, B. R. Plaster,
B. Podobedov, M. Poelker, D. Pocanic, V. S. Prasan-
naa, J. Price, M. J. Ramsey-Musolf, D. Raparia, S. Ra-
jendran, M. Reece, A. Reid, S. Rescia, A. Ritz, B. L.
Roberts, M. S. Safronova, Y. Sakemi, P. Schmidt-
Wellenburg, A. Shindler, Y. K. Semertzidis, A. Silenko,
J. T. Singh, L. V. Skripnikov, A. Soni, E. Stephen-
son, R. Suleiman, A. Sunaga, M. Syphers, S. Syritsyn,
M. R. Tarbutt, P. Thoerngren, R. G. E. Timmermans,
V. Tishchenko, A. V. Titov, N. Tsoupas, S. Tzamarias,
A. Variola, G. Venanzoni, E. Vilella, J. Vossebeld,
P. Winter, E. Won, A. Zelenski, T. Zelevinsky, Y. Zhou,
and K. Zioutas, Electric dipole moments and the search
for new physics, arXiv:2203.08103 [hep-ph](2022).

[3] M. S. Safronova, Searches for new physics, in
Springer Handbook of Atomic, Molecular, and Optical Physics ,
edited by G. W. F. Drake (Springer International Pub-
lishing, Cham, 2023) pp. 471–484.

[4] Y. Ema, T. Gao, and M. Pospelov, Standard model
prediction for paramagnetic electric dipole moments,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 129, 231801 (2022).

[5] Y. Yamaguchi and N. Yamanaka, Quark level and
hadronic contributions to the electric dipole mo-
ment of charged leptons in the standard model,
Phys. Rev. D 103, 013001 (2021).

[6] J. Engel, M. J. Ramsey-Musolf, and U. van
Kolck, Electric dipole moments of nucleons, nu-
clei, and atoms: The standard model and beyond,
Progr. Part. Nuc. Phys. 71, 21 (2013).

[7] D. V. Chubukov and L. N. Labzowsky, P , T -
odd electron-nucleus interaction in atomic
systems as an exchange by higgs bosons,
Phys. Rev. A 93, 062503 (2016).

[8] E. D. Commins, Electric dipole moments of leptons,
Adv. At. Mol. Opt. Phys. 40, 1 (1998).

[9] T. E. Chupp, P. Fierlinger, M. J. Ramsey-
Musolf, and J. T. Singh, Electric dipole mo-
ments of atoms, molecules, nuclei, and particles,
Rev. Mod. Phys. 91, 015001 (2019).

[10] T. S. Roussy, L. Caldwell, T. Wright, W. B. Cairn-
cross, Y. Shagam, K. B. Ng, N. Schlossberger, S. Y.
Park, A. Wang, J. Ye, and E. A. Cornell, A new
bound on the electron’s electric dipole moment (2022),
arXiv:2212.11841 [physics.atom-ph].

[11] L. N. Labzowsky, Λ doubling and parity nonconserva-
tion effects in the spectra of diatomic molecules, Sov.
Phys. – JETP 48, 434 (1978).

[12] O. P. Sushkov and V. V. Flambaum, Parity breaking
effects in diatomic molecules, Sov. Phys. – JETP 48,
608 (1978).

[13] D. DeMille, F. Bay, S. Bickman, D. Kawall, L. Hunter,
D. Krause, S. Maxwell, and K. Ulmer, Art and Sym-
metry in Experimental Physics: Festschrift for Eugene
D. Commins (AIP Conf. Proc. 596, ed. D.Budker,
P.H.Bucksbaum, and S.J.Freedman, Melville, NY, p. 72,
2001).

[14] D. Kawall, F. Bay, S. Bickman, Y. Jiang, and
D. DeMille, Precision zeeman-stark spectroscopy
of the metastable a(1)[3Σ+] state of PbO,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 92, 133007 (2004).

[15] A. C. Vutha, W. C. Campbell, Y. V. Gurevich, N. R.
Hutzler, M. Parsons, D. Patterson, E. Petrik, B. Spaun,
J. M. Doyle, G. Gabrielse, and D. DeMille, Search for

https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.90.025008
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-73893-8_32
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.231801
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.013001
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ppnp.2013.03.003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.93.062503
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1049-250X(08)60110-X
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.91.015001
https://arxiv.org/abs/2212.11841
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.92.133007


9

the electric dipole moment of the electron with thorium
monoxide, J. Phys. B 43, 074007 (2010).

[16] L. Caldwell, T. S. Roussy, T. Wright, W. B. Cairn-
cross, Y. Shagam, K. B. Ng, N. Schlossberger, S. Y.
Park, A. Wang, J. Ye, and E. A. Cornell, System-
atic and statistical uncertainty evaluation of the HfF+

electron electric dipole moment experiment (2022),
arXiv:2212.11837 [physics.atom-ph].

[17] V. Andreev, D. Ang, D. DeMille, J. Doyle, G. Gabrielse,
J. Haefner, N. Hutzler, Z. Lasner, C. Meisenhelder,
B. O’Leary, et al., Improved limit on the electric dipole
moment of the electron, Nature 562, 355 (2018).

[18] V. G. Gorshkow, L. N. Labzovsky, and A. N. Moskalyov,
Space and time parity nonconservation effects in the
spectra of diatomic molecules, Sov. Phys. – JETP 49,
209 (1979).

[19] M. Jung, A robust limit for the electric dipole moment
of the electron, J. High Energy Phys. 2013 (5), 168.

[20] M. Pospelov and A. Ritz, Ckm benchmarks for
electron electric dipole moment experiments,
Phys. Rev. D 89, 056006 (2014).

[21] T. Fleig and L. V. Skripnikov, P,T-violating and
magnetic hyperfine interactions in atomic thallium,
Symmetry 12, 498 (2020).

[22] D. N. Gresh, K. C. Cossel, Y. Zhou, J. Ye, and E. A.
Cornell, Broadband velocity modulation spectroscopy of
ThF+ for use in a measurement of the electron electric
dipole moment, J. Mol. Spectrosc. 319, 1 (2016).

[23] I. Kozyryev and N. R. Hutzler, Precision mea-
surement of time-reversal symmetry viola-
tion with laser-cooled polyatomic molecules,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 133002 (2017).

[24] T. A. Isaev, A. V. Zaitsevskii, and E. Eliav, Laser-
coolable polyatomic molecules with heavy nuclei,
J. Phys. B: At. Mol. Opt. Phys. 50, 225101 (2017).

[25] P. Aggarwal, H. L. Bethlem, A. Borschevsky, M. De-
nis, K. Esajas, P. A. B. Haase, Y. Hao, S. Hoek-
stra, K. Jungmann, T. B. Meijknecht, et al., Measur-
ing the electric dipole moment of the electron in baf,
Eur. Phys. J. D 72, 197 (2018).

[26] N. J. Fitch, J. Lim, E. A. Hinds, B. E. Sauer, and
M. R. Tarbutt, Methods for measuring the electron’s
electric dipole moment using ultracold ybf molecules,
Quantum Sci. Technol. 6, 014006 (2020).

[27] D. E. Maison, L. V. Skripnikov, G. Penyazkov, M. Grau,
and A. N. Petrov, T ,P-odd effects in the luoh+ cation,
Phys. Rev. A 106, 062827 (2022).

[28] J. H. Christenson, J. W. Cronin, V. L. Fitch, and
R. Turlay, Evidence for the 2π decay of the K0

2 meson,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 13, 138 (1964).

[29] C. Abel, S. Afach, N. J. Ayres, C. A. Baker, G. Ban,
G. Bison, K. Bodek, V. Bondar, M. Burghoff, E. Chanel,
Z. Chowdhuri, P.-J. Chiu, B. Clement, C. B. Craw-
ford, M. Daum, S. Emmenegger, L. Ferraris-Bouchez,
M. Fertl, P. Flaux, B. Franke, A. Fratangelo, P. Gel-
tenbort, K. Green, W. C. Griffith, M. van der Grinten,
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M. Rawlik, D. Rebreyend, I. Rienäcker, D. Ries, S. Roc-
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A. G. Rosso, J. M. G. Barceló, I. G. Irastorza, S. Gard-
ner, A. A. Geraci, S. Ghosh, B. Giaccone, M. Giannotti,
B. Gimeno, D. Grin, H. Grote, M. Guzzetti, M. H. Aw-
ida, R. Henning, S. Hoof, G. Hoshino, V. Irsic, K. D. Ir-
win, H. Jackson, D. F. J. Kimball, J. Jaeckel, K. Jakov-
cic, M. J. Jewell, M. Kagan, Y. Kahn, R. Khatiwada,
S. Knirck, T. Kovachy, P. Krueger, S. E. Kuenstner,
N. A. Kurinsky, R. K. Leane, A. F. Leder, C. Lee, K. W.
Lehnert, E. W. Lentz, S. M. Lewis, J. Liu, M. Lynn,

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.181301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.131301
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-018-0739-1
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217732308028314
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.40.223
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.40.279
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.38.1440
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.82.557
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2020.06.002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.77.2170
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.82.2439
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.74.012006
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.110406
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.081101
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.041801
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2013/05/010
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-014-3027-8
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X1844030X
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.171301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.141802


11

B. Majorovits, D. J. E. Marsh, R. H. Maruyama, B. T.
McAllister, A. J. Millar, D. W. Miller, J. Mitchell,
S. Morampudi, G. Mueller, S. Nagaitsev, E. Nardi,
O. Noroozian, C. A. J. O’Hare, N. S. Oblath, J. L.
Ouellet, K. M. W. Pappas, H. V. Peiris, K. Perez,
A. Phipps, M. J. Pivovaroff, P. Qúılez, N. M. Ra-
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