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The aim of CeNTREX (Cold Molecule Nuclear Time-Reversal Experiment) is to search for time-
reversal symmetry violation in the thallium nucleus, by measuring the Schiff moment of 205Tl in the
polar molecule thallium fluoride (TlF). CeNTREX uses a cryogenic beam of TlF with a rotational
temperature of 6.3(2) K. This results in population spread over dozens of rotational and hyperfine
sublevels of TlF, while only a single level is useful for the Schiff moment measurement. Here we
present a protocol for cooling the rotational and hyperfine degrees of freedom in the CeNTREX
beam, transferring the majority of the Boltzmann distribution into a single rotational and hyperfine
sublevel by using a single ultraviolet laser and a pair of microwave beams. We achieve a factor of
20.1(4) gain in the population of the J = 0, F = 0 hyperfine sublevel of the TlF ground state.

I. INTRODUCTION

CeNTREX (Cold Molecule Nuclear Time-Reversal Ex-
periment) aims to achieve a significant increase in sensi-
tivity over the best present upper bounds on the strength
of certain hadronic time-reversal (T ) violating fundamen-
tal interactions such as the proton’s electric dipole mo-
ment and the CP -violating parameter of quantum chro-
modynamics, θQCD. The overall approach of CeNTREX,
and details of its measurement strategy, are described
in [1]. CeNTREX seeks to determine the Schiff moment
of the 205Tl nucleus by performing magnetic resonance
measurements on the nucleus within an electrically polar-
ized thallium monofluoride (TlF) molecule. The strongly
polarized electron shells in the molecule interact strongly
with the Schiff moment, providing orders of magnitude
larger shifts of the magnetic resonance frequency than
in experiments using atoms, for the same size of Schiff
moment [2].

CeNTREX makes use of a cryogenic buffer gas cooled
molecular beam source [1, 3] to create a beam of TlF.
This source delivers a beam with high intensity (for good
statistics), low mean velocity (to enable long interaction
time and good energy resolution), low velocity dispersion
(to enable efficient electrostatic focusing [4]) and low ro-
tational temperature (to reduce the spread of population
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over many internal states). The CeNTREX source uses
a neon buffer gas at a temperature of 19 K. Compared
to colder sources using helium buffer gas, this allows op-
eration at higher repetition rates and gives steadier flux
of very heavy species [5] such as TlF.
After some cooling during the free expansion of the

neon gas as it exits the source, the TlF has a rotational
temperature Trot = 6.3(2)K [1]. At this temperature,
only ∼ 5% of the TlF molecules are in the lowest rota-
tional level J = 0 (where J is the rotational quantum
number), and only 1/4 of these are in the absolute hy-
perfine/rotational ground state J = 0, F = 0 [where F
is the total hyperfine angular momentum including rota-
tion and the nuclear spins of 205Tl (I1 = 1/2) and 19F
(I2 = 1/2)]. Only this single sublevel is used for the
Schiff moment measurement protocol in CeNTREX [1].
Here we describe a method to dramatically increase

the population of this level, and hence to improve the
statistical sensitivity of the experiment. We refer to
our method as rotational/hyperfine cooling of the TlF
molecules. While rotational cooling has been previously
performed in molecules and molecular ions [6, 7], it has
not been done for hyperfine structure or a closed-shell
molecule before. Using a combination of laser optical
pumping and microwave-driven rotational state trans-
fer, we drive most of the population from all hyper-
fine sublevels of the three lowest excited rotational levels
(J = 1, 2, and 3) into the J = 0 manifold of states, pref-
erentially into the F = 0 sublevel. In the Boltzmann
distribution at Trot = 6.3(2)K, approximately 56% of
the population is in the lowest four rotational states,
i.e. J = 0 − 3. If all population in the J = 0, 1, 2,
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and 3 rotational ground states were transferred to the
|J = 0, F = 0⟩ state, a maximum gain of ≈ 45 in its
population could be achieved. Though our method in-
corporates a simplification that reduces the maximum
potential gain to ≈ 29, this enhancement in signal size
for the 205Tl Schiff moment measurement is crucial for
CeNTREX to attain its projected sensitivity [1].

In what follows, we explain the principle of our method
for rotational/hyperfine cooling of TlF, and present ex-
perimental results on its implementation.

II. PRINCIPLE OF THE METHOD

To explain our method, we first review relevant as-
pects of the structure of TlF (see e.g. [1] for more de-
tails). Throughout, unless otherwise noted, we dis-
cuss only states with vibrational quantum number v =
0. The ground state X 1Σ+ has a rotational constant
B = 6.66733 GHz and nominal rotational energies EJ =
BJ(J + 1). The 205Tl and 19F nuclear spins give rise to
hyperfine substructure in the rotational states. The low-
est rotational state, |J = 0⟩, splits into two levels, with
F = 0 and F = 1. All higher rotational states split into
four hyperfine states, with F = J + 1, J, J , and J − 1.
Hyperfine splittings in the low-J levels of interest here
are always less than 600 kHz. In the J = 0 state, F = 1
is split from F = 0 by only 13 kHz. Transitions between
states with ∆J = ±1 can be coupled with microwave
electromagnetic fields.

The dissipation required for our rotational/hyperfine
cooling scheme comes from spontaneous emission in an
optical transition. We perform optical pumping by ex-
citing a transition from the ground state to the B 3Π1

excited state, using a laser at 271.75 nm. The B 3Π1

state has a natural width ΓB = 2π × 1.6 MHz, so the
ground state hyperfine structure is completely unresolved
in the optical transition. However, the B 3Π1 state has
very large hyperfine splittings, so the laser addresses a
single hyperfine level in the excited state. Each such
state can be described in terms of quantum numbers J ′,
F ′
1 = J ′ + I1, F

′ = F ′
1 + I2, and parity P ′. However, the

hyperfine interaction in the excited state is so strong that
states with quantum numbers J ′ and F ′

1 can be strongly
mixed; we indicate the approximate nature of these quan-
tum numbers by labeling them J̃ ′ and F̃ ′

1. Branching ra-
tios for decays of these excited-state hyperfine/rotational
levels are compiled in Ref. [8].

Rotational/hyperfine cooling is accomplished with a
single optical pumping laser and two microwave driving
fields. The J = 2 ground state is coupled with the laser

to the |J̃ ′P = 1−, F̃1 = 3/2, F̃ = 1⟩ excited state, as
shown in Fig. 1(a). We refer to this P -branch transition

(with J̃ ′ = J − 1) as the P2 F1 transition. Roughly half

the decays from J̃ ′ = 1 end up in the J = 0 ground state,
and nearly all of the remainder returns to J = 2; the only
loss is from branching to other vibrational states which
amounts to ≲ 1% [9–11]. Simultaneous with the laser

excitation, resonant microwaves couple the J = 1 ↔ 2
and J = 2 ↔ 3 transitions. Repeated excitation-decay
cycles accumulate population from J = 1, 2, 3 into the
J = 0 state.

In the decay of |J̃ ′P = 1−, F̃ ′
1 = 3/2, F̃ ′ = 1⟩ into

|J = 0⟩, branching ratios dictate that nearly 70% of
the time the |J = 0, F = 0⟩ sublevel is populated. We
rely only on this effect to enhance the population of the
F = 0 level relative to F = 1 as shown in Fig. 1(b).
(Note that in thermal equilibrium, the F = 1 level has
three times the population of F = 0.) With this scheme
and the known rotational temperature, a maximum gain
of 29.4(3) in the |J = 0, F = 0⟩ population can be ex-
pected for a full depletion of the J = 1, 2, and 3 rotational
ground states.
The particular hyperfine structure of TlF adds sub-

stantial complexity to the hyperfine/rotational cooling
process. Exciting a single excited-state hyperfine level
with the laser, while also coupling many unresolved hy-
perfine states in the ground state rotational manifold,
leads to a low excitation and pumping rate due to the
formation of long-lived coherent dark states [12]. In our
scheme, we work to rapidly destabilize the dark states
by switching polarizations of both microwave excitation
fields [13, 14] and by ensuring that no pair of the three
excitation fields (two microwave plus one laser) are either
parallel or perpendicular to each other. The photon scat-
tering rate on the laser-driven transition, Γsc, is bounded
by Γsc ≲ ΓB ·ne/(ng +ne) [15], where ne = 3 is the num-
ber of excited state sublevels and ne = 60 is the number
of simultaneously coupled ground-state sub-levels. This
reduction in scattering rate means that substantial inter-
action time is needed to achieve efficient optical pumping.
To accomplish this while maintaining sufficient laser in-
tensity to maximize the excited-state population, we send
multiple passes of the laser beam through the molecular
beam.
In CeNTREX, following the rotational/hyperfine cool-

ing region, an electrostatic quadrupole lens is used to
collimate the molecular beam. The lens accepts trans-
verse velocities |v⊥| < vmax

⊥ = 2 m/s. Hence, a key
requirement for the rotational/hyperfine cooling is that
it be effective over this full range of transverse velocities.
This corresponds to a range of Doppler shifts, ±δmax

D ,
that is much larger than the natural width of the tran-
sition: δmax

D ≈ 4.7ΓB. Therefore, substantial spectral
broadening of the optical pumping light is necessary.

III. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

A. Overview

A schematic of the setup is shown in Figure 2. The
TlF cryogenic beam, traveling horizontally with mean
forward velocity v̄f = 184m/s, enters a chamber where
the rotational cooling takes place, at a distance of ap-
proximately 40 cm from the beam source and 60 cm from
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FIG. 1. Rotational cooling scheme. a. The thick solid arrow denotes a UV laser driving the P2 F1 transition; bent arrows
represent microwaves, and wavy arrows indicate spontaneous emission with branching ratios as indicated. The odd-parity
J̃ ′ = 1− excited state can only decay to states with J = 0+, 2+. Percentages under the ground-state kets are the thermal
population at temperature Trot = 6.3K, prior to rotational cooling. b. Hyperfine structure relevant to optical pumping.
Decays back to J = 2+ are not shown. While the P2 F1 transition does not excite |J = 2+, F = 3⟩, this level can be
coupled into the system by microwave-induced transfer to the |J = 3−, F = 2, 3⟩ levels and subsequent stimulated emission to
|J = 2+, F = 1, 2⟩. Figure taken from [1].

molecular beam

Rotational 
Cooling Detection

RC multipass RC PD

Gaussian microwaves
26.7 & 40.0 GHz

apertureaperture

LIF

FIG. 2. Schematic overview of the rotational cooling (RC)
gain measurement. Two circular apertures with 8mm diame-
ter constrict the transverse velocity and spread of the molec-
ular beam. A 271.75 nm laser at the P (2) F̃ ′

1 = 3/2F ′ =
1 transition is phase modulated and passed 13 times through
the rotational cooling region, where it intersects with two fo-
cused Gaussian microwave beams. The populations are read
out with laser-induced fluorescence (LIF) captured in a pho-
tomultiplier tube (PMT) from a single phase-modulated laser
beam at 271.75 nm.

the cell exit. Here, the molecular beam is crossed simul-
taneously by a multi-passed laser beam and two focused,
free-space microwave beams, which all serve to perform
the rotational/hyperfine cooling. These beams are all
nominally orthogonal to the molecules’ trajectories and
at 33◦ angles w.r.t. each other; they are shaped so as
to cover the entire vertical transverse extent of the colli-
mated molecular beam which is a circle of 8 mm diameter.

The polarization of each microwave beam and the laser
beam can be alternated between two orthogonal linear
directions. Polarization switching makes it possible to
address all hyperfine/Zeeman sublevels in the rotational
state manifolds. If the switching is sufficiently rapid (at
angular frequency ω such that ω ≳ Ωµ or ΓB, where Ωµ

is the maximum Rabi frequency of the driven microwave
transitions), it also can disrupt formation of dark states
[12] that could otherwise slow the optical pumping rate.
After this interaction region, the molecules travel

downstream ∼ 40 cm to a detection region. Here a probe
laser, again propagating orthogonal to the molecular tra-
jectories, is tuned to excite molecules in selected sublevels
(see below). A photomultiplier, placed orthogonally to
both the molecule and probe laser beams, detects the
laser-induced B −X fluorescence.

B. Rotational cooling laser

The P (2) F̃ ′
1 = 3/2F ′ = 1 optical transition [9, 10]

is at wavelength 271.75 nm. The ultraviolet (UV) laser
light is generated from frequency quadrupled 1087 nm
light, using two successive second-harmonic generation
(SHG) stages. A fiber seed laser is fiber-amplified to 1.5
W. Resonant-cavity SHG generates 700 mW of 543.5 nm
light, which is fiber coupled and subsequently frequency
doubled with another resonant-cavity SHG setup to pro-
duce ∼ 90 mW of 271.75 nm light. The resulting UV
laser beam is then electro-optically phase modulated at
angular frequency ω = ΓB with modulation parameter
β = 3.8, to generate a spectral pattern containing sub-
stantial power in the carrier and all sidebands up to the
5th order; this covers the entire range of Doppler broad-
ening up to ±δmax

D . An additional electro-optical mod-
ulator was used to rapidly switch the laser polarization
for some measurements.
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A pair of cylindrical lenses vertically expands the UV
laser beam to a 1/e2 diameter of 1 cm, while its horizon-
tal diameter is 2 mm. Two identical right-angle prisms,
placed horizontally on either side of the molecular beam
at the same height, are oriented with their

√
2 -inch long

hypotenuses parallel to the molecular beam forward ve-
locity. Their positions are offset along the direction of the
molecular beam by 8 mm, so that a beam input on the
uncovered edge of one prism makes 13 passes through the
molecular beam before exiting the open edge of the other
prism. This multipass geometry of the laser beam ex-
tends the interaction time with the molecules to ∼ 210µs
while maintaining a high intensity as needed for efficient
optical pumping. Losses in the optical path cause the in-
tensity of the laser to reduce by a factor of ∼ 8 from the
first to the last pass. The average intensity seen by the
molecules is ∼ 79 mW/cm2. Here the average intensity is
calculated from the 1/e2 intensity point of the first pass
to the 1/e2 point of the last pass along the beam direc-
tion, and vertically by the accepted trajectories (which
cover approximately ±3.5 mm from the beam center).

C. Microwave generation and delivery

The rotational ground states, separated by several tens
of GHz, are coupled via microwave electric fields. The
J = 1 ↔ J = 2 transition has a resonant frequency
of 26.6GHz, and the J = 2 ↔ J = 3 transition is
at 40.0GHz. A schematic of the microwave systems is
given in Fig. 3. A source signal at 13.3GHz from a syn-
thesizer is frequency doubled (quadrupled) to produce
26.6(40.0)GHz. These microwaves are amplified, then
delivered to the interaction region using cylindrically
symmetric spot-focusing lens antennas, fed via circular
waveguides. These provide free-space microwave beams,
focused with −3 dB diameters of 2.54 cm at the position
of the molecules. The microwaves enter and exit the vac-
uum chamber via fused silica windows. The maximum in-
tensity at the molecules’ position is ∼ 34 mW/cm2. The
polarization of the microwave beams is rapidly switched
between two orthogonal linear polarizations as shown in
Fig. 3.

D. Detection laser

Like the P (2) F̃ ′
1 = 3/2F ′ = 1 rotational cooling

transition, the R(0) F̃ ′
1 = 1/2F ′ = 1 and R(0) F̃ ′

1 =
3/2F ′ = 2 detection transitions are also at wavelength
271.75 nm (see below for more details). The UV laser
is generated equivalently to the rotational cooling laser
(Sec. III B), producing 35mW and expanded to a 1/e2

diameter of 6.5mm, which results in a peak intensity of
240mW/ cm2. Similarly to the rotational cooling laser,
this UV laser beam is electro-optically phase modulated
at angular frequency ω = ΓB with modulation parame-
ter β = 3.8 to cover the Doppler broadening. An addi-

2x/4x +28 dB

SPDT

OMT GFH GFH

FIG. 3. Schematic overview of the frequency doubled or
quadrupled microwave generation system. Identical Gaussian
focusing horn (GFH) lens antennas capture and terminate the
microwave beams after they traverse the interaction region,
to minimize reflections. The linear polarization of the mi-
crowave beams is alternated with a single-pole double-throw
(SPDT) switch that directs the input microwaves through one
of two circuit branches; each branch is amplified, then fed to
one of the two orthogonally-polarized inputs of an orthomode
transducer (OMT) whose circular-waveguide output feeds the
transmitting GFH antenna.

0

1

1

2

1/2

1/2

3/2

1−

0+

−2 −1 0 +1 +2

F F1 JP

mF

FIG. 4. Detection transitions used to calculate the gain. The
R(0) F̃ ′

1 = 3/2F ′ = 2 transition (blue, solid) has no dark

states and easily saturates. The R(0) F̃ ′
1 = 1/2F ′ = 1 tran-

sition (orange, dashed) has dark states causing an imbalance
in the relative amount of photons coming from the F = 0 and
F = 1 ground state levels.

tional EOM modulates the polarization at angular fre-
quency ω = ΓB to destabilize dark states in the case of
R(0) F̃ ′

1 = 1/2F ′ = 1.

E. Gain measurement schemes

The figure of merit for the rotational/hyperfine cooling
is the gain in population of the |J = 0, F = 0⟩ state. It
is difficult to directly probe the population of this state.
The optical transition linewidth is much larger than the
hyperfine splitting in the ground state, and there is no
optical transition where selection rules ensure excitation
only of the |J = 0, F = 0⟩ state; hence, every probe of the
J = 0 state inevitably also addresses the |J = 0, F = 1⟩
state.

To extract information about the population gain in
the |J = 0, F = 0⟩ state, we use several schemes. These
are in principle equivalent, but sensitive to different sys-
tematic errors and hence provide a useful cross-check of
the indirect probes. These schemes use two optical probe
transitions, which we denote as R(0) F̃ ′

1 = 3/2F ′ = 2
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and R(0) F̃ ′
1 = 1/2F ′ = 1 as shown in Fig. 4, to deter-

mine population in various sublevels of the J = 0 state.
The R(0) F̃ ′

1 = 3/2F ′ = 2 transition excites molecules
only from the F = 1 hyperfine level of the J = 0+

ground state, to the excited state with J ′ = 1−, F1′ =
3/2, F ′ = 2. All Zeeman sublevels (mF = 0,±1) are
excited with any polarization of light. We refer to the
fluorescence signal when probing on this transition as
S1. The R(0) F̃ ′

1 = 1/2F ′ = 1 transition excites from
the unresolved F = 0 and F = 1 hyperfine levels of
the J = 0+ ground state, to the excited state with
J̃ ′ = 1−, F̃1′ = 1/2, F ′ = 1. With the probe light rapidly
modulated between orthogonal linear polarizations, this
transition can excite population from all Zeeman sub-
levels of both the F = 0 and F = 1 levels. We refer to
the fluorescence signal when probing on this transition
as S0+1.

With these signals, we use the following schemes to
deduce the gain in the |J = 0, F = 1⟩ state population:

• Scheme 1: R(0) F̃ ′
1 = 3/2F ′ = 2 branching ratio

method. Here we use S1 to detect the total popu-
lation in the |J = 0, F = 1⟩ level, with rotational
cooling on (Son

1 ) and off (Soff
1 ). Then the gain in

the population of the |J = 0, F = 1⟩ level, G1, is

G1 ≡ Son
1

Soff
1

. (1)

If the initial population in the |J = 0, F = 1⟩ level
is ρ1, the change in its population due to rotational
cooling, ∆ρ1, is

∆ρ1 = (G1 − 1)ρ1 = 3(G1 − 1)ρ0, (2)

where we use the fact that the initial (thermal) pop-
ulation in the |J = 0, F = 0⟩ level, ρ0, is 1/3 of ρ1.
The change in population of the |J = 0, F = 0⟩
level, ∆ρ0, is given by

∆ρ0 =
brF=0

brF=1
∆ρ1, (3)

where brF=0 (brF=1) is the branching ratio for de-
cay from the J ′ = 1−, F1′ = 3/2, F ′ = 1 excited
state of the rotational cooling transition, into the
J = 0 F = 0 (F = 1) level.

Finally, the gain in population of the |J = 0, F = 0⟩
level, G0, is then given by:

G
(1)
0 =

∆ρ0
ρ0

+ 1 = 3
brF=0

brF=1
(G1 − 1) + 1, (4)

where the superscript refers to the number of the
scheme.

• Scheme 2: R(0) F̃ ′
1 = 1/2F ′ = 1 branching ratio

method. Using analogous logic, we find

G
(2)
0 =

(4G0+1 − 3) brF=0

brF=1
+ 1

1 + brF=0

brF=1

, (5)

0.7 0.8 0.9 1 1.1 1.2 1.3

0.9

1

1.1

1.2

ϵ1/ϵ0

a
p
p
a
re
n
t
/
a
ct
u
a
l
g
a
in

differential

br. F ′ = 1

FIG. 5. Dependence of the apparent gain found using the
differential method (Scheme 3, Eq. 7) and the R(0) F̃ ′

1 =
1/2F ′ = 1 branching method (Scheme 2, Eq. 5) on the ratio
of detection efficiencies for the J = 0, F = 1 state, ϵ1, and
for the J = 0, F = 0 state, ϵ0. The F = 0, mF = 0 level has
on average a smaller contribution to the dark states under
different polarizations than the F = 1 manifold, resulting in
ϵ1/ϵ0 < 1.

where, as before,

G0+1 ≡
Son
0+1

Soff
0+1

. (6)

Further details are provided in Appendix A.

• Scheme 3: Differential method. This method uses
information from both probe transitions, without
any need for knowledge of the branching ratios.
Here,

G
(3)
0 = 4G0+1 − 3G1. (7)

Additional details are given in Appendix A.

From both simulations and measurements, we have
found that, for the available laser power and interaction
time, the R(0) F̃ ′

1 = 1/2F ′ = 1 transition does not re-
sult in the maximum possible number of photons scat-
tered per molecule. We attribute this fact to the exis-
tence of dark states in this transition, despite our effort
to destabilize these states by rapid polarization switching
[12]. This results in small discrepancies between the ac-
tual gain and the gain determined with schemes that use
R(0) F̃ ′

1 = 1/2F ′ = 1 probe transition, i.e., our schemes 2

and 3. By contrast, the R(0) F̃ ′
1 = 3/2F ′ = 2 transition

has no dark states; as such, our scheme 1 provides a more
reliable measure of the gain from rotational/hyperfine
cooling. The discrepancies in schemes 2 and 3 vary with
the relative excitation efficiency for the J = 0 , F = 1
level (ϵ1) versus that for the J = 0 , F = 0 level (ϵ0): the
larger the difference, the larger the apparent gain when
determined using schemes 2 and 3. Figure 5 displays this
behavior. Additional details are provided in Appendix
B.
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−40 −20 0 20 40

0

10

20

frequency [MHz]
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a
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J
=

0
,
F

=
0

differential

br. F ′ = 1

br. F ′ = 2

−10 −5 −2 0 2 5 10

v⊥ [m/s]

FIG. 6. Gain in the J = 0 , F = 0 population plotted against
the detuning from the central P (2) F̃ ′

1 = 3/2F ′ = 1 line,

with a gain of 20.1(4) for the R(0) F̃ ′
1 = 3/2F ′ = 2 branch-

ing method, a gain of 22.1(4) for the R(0) F̃ ′
1 = 1/2F ′ = 1

branching method, and a gain of 22.9(6) for the differential
method. The grey shaded area corresponds to a detuning
equivalent to ±2m/s, which is the transverse velocity accep-
tance range of the electrostatic lens.

IV. RESULTS

Our primary results are shown in Figure 6. Given the
drawbacks of employing the R(0) F̃ ′

1 = 1/2F ′ = 1 tran-
sition in detecting the rotational cooling gain, as demon-
strated in Sec. III E, we only use the result Scheme 1
(based on the branching ratios of the R(0) F̃ ′

1 = 3/2F ′ =
2 transition) for our quantitative conclusions (Eq. 4).

Figure 6 shows the measured gain as a function of laser
detuning for the three different methods. Over the cen-
tral region of transverse velocities, with |v⊥| < vmax

⊥ ± 2
m/s, the gain is independent of v⊥, with average value

G
(1)
0 = 20.1(4).

The method of Scheme 2 (Eq. 5) resulted in a mea-

sured gain of G
(2)
0 = 22.1(4) and the method of Scheme 3

(Eq. 7) resulted in a measured gain of G
(3)
0 = 22.9(6). As

expected, due to the dark states, this gain differs from

the gain of Scheme 1 (G
(1)
0 ), and the discrepancy is larger

for Scheme 3.

We also monitored the depletion of the various levels
excited in the rotational cooling process, and calculated
the expected gain based on the degree of depletion. The
results (depletion of 85%, 79%, and 81%, respectively, for
the J = 1, 2, and 3 states) corresponded to an expected
gain of G0 ≈ 24, broadly consistent with the result of
Scheme 1. However, we found evidence that the popula-
tion of the initially depleted states was modified by the
presence of scattered microwaves in the region between
the rotational cooling laser beams and the detection laser
beam. Hence, we use this information only for qualitative
confirmation of our results. Appendix C contains further
details.

V. CONCLUSION

We have demonstrated a rotational cooling gain of
G0 = 20.1(4) in the population of the |J = 0, F = 0⟩
state of TlF molecules, sufficient for achieving the pro-
jected statistical sensitivity of CeNTREX [1].

From simulations, we expect that increasing the power
of the rotational cooling laser to above ∼ 500mW should
result in full depletion of the J = 1, 2, and 3 states over
the relevant velocity range, resulting in a gain of over
25. We are currently implementing a new laser system
capable of achieving this power. Another factor of ∼ 1.5
improvement in the gain could be obtained by adding a
second cooling laser to pump out the |J = 0, F = 1⟩
hyperfine manifold via the R(0) F̃ ′

1 = 3/2F ′ = 2 tran-
sition. This transition has no dark states and could be
saturated with modest laser power. Together, these im-
provements could lead to a total gain of nearly 40 and a
corresponding statistical improvement in the CeNTREX
measurement of the 205Tl nuclear Schiff moment.
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Appendix A: Detection gain

Throughout this section the following notational con-
ventions are used: ρ0 (ρ1) denotes the population in the
F = 0 (F = 1) hyperfine manifold, ρRC

0 (ρRC
1 ) is this

population after rotational cooling, nγ,0 (nγ,1) denotes
the number of photons scattered for F = 0 (F = 1),
and G0 (G1) is the population gain in the F = 0 hy-
perfine manifold. The signal for a transition is denoted
by S, where a superscript of RC indicates a signal after
rotational cooling.

The R(0) F̃ ′
1 = 3/2F ′ = 2 transition addresses only

the F = 1 hyperfine level in the J = 0 rotational mani-
fold, and the signal is described as

SR0F2 = S1 = ρ1 · nγ,1. (A1)

The R(0) F̃ ′
1 = 1/2F ′ = 1 transition addresses the

F = 0 and F = 1 hyperfine levels in the J = 0 rotational
manifold, and the signal is denoted by

SR0F1 = S0+1 = ρ0 · nγ,0 + ρ1 · nγ,1, (A2)
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where, under the assumption of optical cycling to com-
pletion, it can be written as

S0+1 = (ρ0 + ρ1) · nγ . (A3)

Further calculations assume that when the population
is thermally distributed, it is evenly spread over the
hyperfine sublevels of a single rotational manifold, hence
ρ1 = 3ρ0.

With the known branching ratios for the
P (2) F̃ ′

1 = 3/2F ′ = 1 transition to each of the
F = 0 and F = 1 hyperfine manifolds, the individual
transitions can be used to calculate G0. Starting with
R(0) F̃ ′

1 = 3/2F ′ = 2:

∆ρ1 = ρRC
1 − ρ1 = ρ1 (G1 − 1) , (A4)

∆ρ0 =
brF=0

brF=1
∆ρ1. (A5)

Using 3ρ0 = ρ1 the increase in population to ρ0 is given
by

∆ρ0 = 3
brF=0

brF=1
ρ0 (G1 − 1) . (A6)

Finally, the gain in F = 0 is then given by

G
(1)
0 =

ρRC
0

ρ0
= 3

brF=0

brF=1
(G1 − 1) + 1, (A7)

where the superscript refers to the number of the scheme.
This is the same result as in Eq. (4).

For R(0) F̃ ′
1 = 1/2F ′ = 1 the gain G0 can also be

calculated with the branching ratios. First we invert
Eq. (A7) to get

G1 =
G0 − 1

3 brF=0

brF=1

+ 1. (A8)

Substituting this into Eq. (A12) below, we obtain

G
(2)
0 =

(4G0+1 − 3) brF=0

brF=1
+ 1

1 + brF=0

brF=1

. (A9)

The differential method of calculating the gain uses
both transitions. The gain in signal size for each transi-
tion can be written as

G1 =
Son
1

Soff
1

=
ρRC
1

3ρ0
, (A10)

G0+1 =
Son
0+1

Soff
0+1

=
ρRC
0 + ρRC

1

4ρ0
. (A11)

The gain in F = 0 is then given by

G
(3)
0 = 4G0+1 − 3G1. (A12)

Appendix B: Apparent gain increase

Under incomplete optical cycling of the R(0) F̃ ′
1 =

1/2F ′ = 1detection transition, a larger apparent gain
is measured. This stems from the imbalance between
the detection efficiency of the F = 1 levels and the
F = 0 level of the J = 0 ground state manifold. The
R(0) F̃ ′

1 = 1/2F ′ = 1 transition has 4 ground state levels
and 3 excited state levels, meaning there is always a sin-
gle dark state, for any polarization. The F = 0, mF = 0
level on average has a smaller contribution to the dark
states under different polarizations than the F = 1 man-
ifold. Due to the increase in population after RC, which
predominantly pumps into F = 0, a larger fraction of the
detected photons per molecule comes from F = 0 with
rotational cooling than without it. The detection meth-
ods employing R(0) F̃ ′

1 = 1/2F ′ = 1 all rely on the ratio
between the signal with and without RC (Son

0+1/S
off
0+1)

and this results in a larger ratio than would be expected
based on true population increases.

Substituting ρiϵi for ρi, using g = ρRC
0 /ρ0 and ρ1 = in

Eq. A11 For a given gain g = ρRC
0 /ρ0, br1/0 = brF=1/brF=0

and detection efficiencies ϵ0, ϵ1 for F = 0, F = 1, re-
spectively, the signal ratio for R(0) F̃ ′

1 = 1/2F ′ = 1 can
be described by

Son
0+1

Soff
0+1

=
gϵ0 + [3 + (g − 1)br1/0]ϵ1

ϵ0 + 3ϵ1
, (B1)

and by the signal ratio for R(0) F̃ ′
1 = 3/2F ′ = 2 can be

described by

Son
1

Soff
1

=
(g − 1) br1/0 + 3

3
. (B2)

Equation (7) for calculating the gain from a differential
measurement can then be rewritten as

G
(3)
0 =

[3 + br1/0(g − 1)]ϵ1/ϵ0 + 4g − 3 + br1/0(1− g)

1 + 3ϵ1/ϵ0
,

(B3)

and Eq. (5) for calculating the gain from R(0) F̃ ′
1 =

1/2F ′ = 1 with the branching ratios can be rewritten
as

G
(2)
0 =

[
4br1/0 (g − 1) + 12

]
ϵ1/ϵ0(

br1/0 + 1
)
(1 + 3ϵ1/ϵ0)

+

(
br1/0 − 3

)
(1 + 3ϵ1/ϵ0) + 4g(

br1/0 + 1
)
(1 + 3ϵ1/ϵ0)

.

(B4)

The F = 0, mF = 0 level has on average a smaller con-
tribution to the dark states under different polarizations
than the F = 1 manifold, such that ϵ1/ϵ0 < 1, result-
ing in an increase in the measured gain for both Eqs. B3
and B4.



8

−40 −20 0 20 40

0

0.25

0.5

0.75

1

frequency [MHz]

d
ep

le
ti
o
n

R(1)

R(2)

R(3)

−10 −5 −2 0 2 5 10

v⊥ [m/s]

FIG. 7. Depletion for the R(1) F̃ ′
1 = 5/2F ′ = 3,R(2) F̃ ′

1 =

7/2F ′ = 4 and R(3) F̃ ′
1 = 9/2F ′ = 5 transitions, plotted

agains detuning from the central P (2) F̃ ′
1 = 3/2F ′ = 1 line.

Observed depletions are 0.85(2), 0.79(2) and 0.81(2) for R(1),
R(2) and R(3), respectively. For Trot = 6.3(2)K this corre-
sponds to a gain of 24.1(11) in J = 0, F = 0. The grey shaded
area corresponds to a detuning equivalent of ±2 m/s, which
is the transverse velocity acceptance range of the electrostatic
lens.

Appendix C: Gain from measured depletion of
rotational states

Monitoring the extent to which the population of the
rotational levels J = 1, 2, 3 is depleted in the rotational

cooling process provides an independent scheme for de-
termining the rotational cooling gain G0. The depletions
are determined by measuring the R(1) F̃ ′

1 = 5/2F ′ =

3, R(2) F̃ ′
1 = 7/2F ′ = 4 and R(3) F̃ ′

1 = 9/2F ′ = 5 tran-
sitions while toggling the RC on/off. Below, di corre-
sponds to the ratio between the R(i) transition with RC
on and off.+

This method requires an independent knowledge of the
rotational temperature, T . We find

G
(4)
0 = 1 +

brF=0

brF=0 + brF=1

d1ρ1,T + d2ρ2,T + d3ρ3,T
ρ0,T

,

(C1)
where ρi,T and di are the thermal population and deple-
tion factor of J = i, respectively.

Figure 7 shows the measured depletions, correspond-
ing to loss of population by factors of 0.85(2), 0.79(2) and
0.81(2) for R(1), R(2) and R(3), respectively. This would
correspond to a total expected gain of G0 = 24.1(1.1), as-
suming Trot = 6.3(2)K and equal levels of depletion over
all hyperfine states in a rotational manifold. As men-
tioned in the main text, we suspect that the modest dis-
crepancy with the result from our primary measurement
method arises because, during these measurements, mi-
crowaves leaked into the detection chamber and affected
the measured depletion ratios.
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