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The possibility is discussed of detecting P-odd weak interaction of the electrons with the nucleus from
effects of interaction of atoms with resonance radiation. The requirements of accuracy of three types of
experiments are discussed: 1) directly measuring the difference of absorption cross sections for right-hand-
and left-hand-polarized light; 2) measuring rotation of the plane of polarization; and 3) measuring the
splitting of the intrinsic frequencies of an optical resonator. The calculated values of the expected effect are
tabulated for the atoms that are most promising from the experimental standpoint, together with other

spectroscopic characteristics of the transition.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The first attempts to detect manifestation of the weak
interaction of electrons with nucleons in atomic physics
date back to the middle thirties, Thus, they suggested
int¥2] the existence of a weak contact interaction
V=f6(r), where 8(r) is the delta function, and they tried
to estimate the possible value of the constant f from ex-
perimental data on scattering of slow neutrons and on
the isotopic shift. They showed that an interaction
with a constant f of the order of the Fermi constant
f~Gp=10* erg - cm® might lead only to slight correc-
tions on the background of the rather large theoretical
and experimental uncertainties of the measured quanti-
ties. Hence it proved possible to give from neutron-
scattering data and from the isotropic shift only a very
crude upper estimate f £ 10™* erg . ecm® which is 108
times the size of the Fermi constant G,

After a universal theory of the weak interaction as ef-
fected by charged currents had been created, the pos-
sibility of detecting effects of the weak interaction in
atoms began to seem quite unrealistic. According to
this theory, effects that are first-order in Gy are quite
impossible, since the matrix elements of interaction
for states having a fixed number of electrons are zero,

Only in 1959 was attention called'®! to certain new
aspects of the problem. If we assume an interaction of
the electrons with the nucleons of the nucleus that is ef-
fected by neutral currents and does not conserve parity,
in addition to the weak interaction that causes beta de-
cay, then qualitatively new effects arise that involve
mixing of even and odd atomic states, Consequently,
the emission that corresponds to a series of atomic
transitions, in particular the 2s-1s transition of the
hydrogen atom, must be partially circularly polarized.
Moreover, this study showed that rotation of the plane
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of polarized light in isotropic media must occur for the
same reason. Effects of non-conservation of parity
with regard to the hydrogen atom were treated some-
what later,

Interest in the possibility of observing such effects
has recently risen considerably, *=% both in connection
with the progress of the general theory of weak interac-
tions that predicts the existence of neutral currents,
and owing to the detection of neutral currents in neu-
trino experiments, In addition, the development of a
new experimental technology based on laser light
sources has substantially expanded the possibilities of
observing various subtle effects in atomic physics.

The first sufficiently realistic variant of a laser ex-
periment has been treated in'®!, If one excites a Cs
atom with a circularly polarized light beam to the 7s
state (6sy,,—7Sy,, transition), and then records the pho-
tons emitted in the allowed 7s—6p transition, then in
principle one can detect the difference between the ab-
sorption cross sections o, and o_ for right-hand and
left-hand circular polarization that arises from mixing
of s- and p-states, From the estimates of 5! the ex-
pected size of the effect is Ac/o~ 104,

The possibility was treated in'®! of another experi-
ment; to detect rotation of the plane of polarization in
thallium vapor at a frequency w close to the resonance
wy that corresponds to the magnetic-dipole transition
6p%P,,,, 6p2Py,, . Under favorable conditions (pressure
~100 Torr and w — wy~ Awp, where Aw, is the Doppler
width), the expected effect can amount to ~ 10~7 radians/
cm, While the discussed effects of non-conservation of
parity are small, both of these estimates show that
quite realistic hopes yet exist of detecting them,

It seems highly important to the success of the perti-
nent experiments to choose the optimal objects of study
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and experimental scheme, We are considering both the
atomic transitions themselves and their amenability to
existing lasers, the necessary parameters of the lasers
for concrete experimental schemes, etc, This article
is specifically concerned with discussing these prob-
lems,

Chapter 2 briefly discusses the effect of odd interac-
tion of atomic electrons with the nucleus on the optical
characteristics of atomic systems,

Chapter 3 is concerned with choosing optical objects .
of study, i.e., choosing concrete atomic transitions
for which the expected effects are maximal, and which
can satisfy a number of demands made by the experi-
mental possibilities, The necessary calculations and
estimates are performed, with the details of the calcu-
lations deferred to Appendices I-II.

Chapter 4 discusses concrete possible experimental
schemes and the parameters and characteristics of
lasers that are needed for each of these schemes.

The entire treatment is restricted to optical effects
in neutral atoms. Other possible manifestations of
non-conservation of parity due to neutral currents, in
particular in multiply-charged atoms and in mesonic
atoms, are discussed in detail in the review!!],

In making concrete estimates, we shall start with the
same expression for the P-odd and T-invariant Hamil-
tonian V as was used, e.g., int®%;

Gh3

V= =y 5 an 2P 8 () +8() (om)] . (1.1)

Here G is the Fermi constant, G=10"5/m2, where m,

is the mass of a proton, ¢ is the speed of light, m is
the mass of an electron, Z is the charge of the nucleus,
0/2, p, and r are the spin, momentum, and coordinate
of the electron, and the factor q= - 0.9 (see Appendix I).

2. OBSERVABLE EFFECTS

Let us consider the effect of the odd interaction V of
the atomic electrons with the nucleus on radiative tran-
sitions. Of greatest interest are the optically forbidden
transitions between states having the same parity ¢~ f,
for which the matrix elements of the electric dipole mo-
ment are zero. Here the corrections arising from the
potential V will be greatest, Let V° and V™ be the op-
erators for electric and magnetic dipole transitions,

To the level of first-order terms in V, the matrix ele-
ment of the radiative transition i~ f has the form

ViVis | VieVas

H;,=V{;'+§ (AEl+aen) - 2.1

Here AE,, = E, - E, is the energy difference between
atomic levels, and the summation over & is taken over
all states of parity opposite to that of the states i and f,

The circular components of the electric and magnetic
field intensities E, and H, are connected by the relation-
ship E,=~i{H,, where £ adopts the values +1 and -1
for right-hand and left-hand polarizations. Therefore,
for the case of emission or absorption of circularly-
polarized photons, V§{~D,E}, and V™~M,H% = +itM,E,,
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where D and M are the operators for the electric and
magnetic dipole moments. Upon considering that the
matrix V is diagonal in the overall moment J of the
atom and in its z-component m, we easily obtain

. - J iJ
H{fw(_i).ri ™ _:n' 3 m;)

x{@IMIN+E 3 (3 GuDIn—c1DiR BL]}.
k

Here (2.2)

(Zné )

is the 3j-symbol, and (all M1 b) and (a ! D! b) are the
reduced matrix elements of M and D, Let us write
(2. 2) in the form

Hiy (&) oV Sm GH (1 +20), (2.3)
B K ERIDIH—CEHDIRBG, H
A= D %, %p=i . (2.4)
?‘ BT VEn
Bla. b) =22t - (2.5)

Here S, (if )= | (i1l M1 £)|2 is the strength of the magnetic
dipole-transition line, and g(a, b) is the mixing coeffi-
cient of the states a and b that arises from the interac-
tion V. To the level of terms linear in x, we have

| Hig ) P oo S (if)- (14 28 ReX), E=1. (2.6)

As we show in Appendix I, the parameter x is purely
real, Therefore we shall omit the symbol Re hence-
forth., One can show that the fact that x is real involves
the T-invariance of the Hamiltonian of (1.1), i.e,, in-
variance with respect to time inversion. For a P- and
T-odd interaction, the parameter x would be purely
imaginary, and the effects to be discussed in this arti-
cle would be lacking. Let us denote by ¢, and W, the
absorption cross section and the probability of emission
of a circularly polarized photon, Ao=0,~0_, and AW
=W,-W.. Then

AV . (2.7a)

0 _
e W

Here 0 and W correspond to V =0, i,e., to the first
term in (2.1). Often one introduces the degree of cir-
cular polarization P:

(2. Tb)

However, we shall use the quantities of (2. 7a).

Owing to the difference in the absorption cross sec-
tions 0, and o_, a difference also arises in the values
of the dielectric constant for right-hand and left-hand
circularly polarized waves: Ae=¢,—-¢_, Let us denote
by €, the fraction of the dielectric constant that arises
from all the other atomic transitions except for the
transition i~ f, Since e(w) - gy(w )~ 0, we easily obtain

Ae = (e —gy) A(,—°=(e—eo)-4x. (2.8)
Thus one can detect the existence of a weak interaction
V that violates the law of conservation of parity, either
from the difference of absorption cross sections and
emission probabilities of circulary-polarized photons,
or from the difference between the real parts of ¢,

and e..
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3. CHOICE OF ATOMIC TRANSITIONS

The values of Ac/c and At from (2, 7) and (2. 8) de-
pend substantially on the choice of concrete atomic
transitions. According to (2.4) and (2.7), Ao/ox<48D/
M. Hence it is desirable to achieve the largest values
of 8 and of D, and the lowest possible values of M at
which the studied transition could yet be observable,
As for the quantities Re(e, — £_), transitions are advan-
tageous here that have relatively large values of M
(see'™), However, as we show in Chap. 4, for large
enough M 22x10% yu;, where up is the Bohr magneton,
the observable effects under optimal conditions are
proportional to gD, and hardly depend on M.

A. The mixing coefficients §

Let us first examine what are the atomic parameters
on which depend the coefficients g from (2.5) for mix-
ing of states of different parity. The calculations of the
matrix elements of V are contained in Appendices I and
. Let us use the results of these calculations. In the
simplest case of a one-electron atom (one electron out-
side the filled shells), the operator of (1.1) mixes only
s and p states. Here (s;,,1 Vipy,,)~ R¥(0)(R,/7),.q,
where R; and R, are the radial functions of the s and p
states. The simplest and most reliable way to deter-
mine R,(0) and (R,/7),., is that adopted in the theory of
experimental values of the binding energy of an s-elec-
tron and (R,/7),., in terms of the fine splitting of the
levels p,,, and py,, (see, e.g.,''?!), Consequently we
can derive (see (I, 26))

B (51720 P1/2) =—;2/éj/:,| I:’//ZZ;

—iL 08 (Y ggze L (Fep 12 Ry
=iy 10 (m,,) eqZ PO (Zﬂy) ba OVEEGr i

(3.1)

Here Z is the charge of the atomic nucleus, & =1/137,
n, is the effective principal quantum number in the s-
state; 3¢,/2 is the fine splitting of the p,,, and pg,, lev-
els; A,,(Z) is the relativistic factor of (I.21); and Ry is
the Rydberg energy unit, )

For polyelectronic atoms, the matrix element of the
Hamiltonian of (1. 1) differs from zero only for mixing
of configurations a and b that contain s and p electrons,
respectively. Here

@|V| 0 =(s1,2]V|p12) Qa, b), (3.2)

where @ is a factor of the order of unity that depends
on the angular momenta, Formulas for the factors @
are given in Appendix II.

It is interesting to discuss the dependence of the mix-
ing coefficient g on the nuclear charge Z. The fine-
splitting parameter of the p-level ¢, = Z%(nf)3. Hence
the coefficient g Z3\,,,(Z) (12 n )¥/2(AE (s, p))L. For
Z530, 2y(Z2)~1, while for Z2 40, 2,(Z) increases
rapidly with increasing Z and reaches a value 2,,,=6 at
Z =80, We can assume that the principal quantum num-
bers nj? and the energy differences AE(s, p) do not de-
pend on Z, 1 Therefore the mixing coefficients 8 in-
crease with increasing Z as Z® for Z% 30, and some-
what more rapidly than Z3 for Z2 30. Thus the greatest
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values of 8 are realized in the heavy atoms. This im-

portant circumstance was first noted int®,

B. Matrix elements of the magnetic dipole M

In the non-relativistic approximation, the matrix ele-
ments of the magnetic dipole differ from zero only for
transitions between the fine-structure components of a
single term or the hyperfine-structure components of
a single level., All the matrix elements of this type are
equal in order of magnitude to the Bohr magneton pjp.
For transitions between levels of differing electronic
configurations or between different LS terms, the ma-
trix elements of M in the non-relativistic approximation
are zero, Mixing of electronic configurations caused
by electrostatic interaction of electrons does not relax
this rule. The rule is relaxed only by relativistic ef-
fects, Two types of such effects can occur: relativistic
corrections to the magnetic-moment operator!!®! and
either spin-orbit interaction or a joint influence of mix-
ing of configurations and spin-orbit interaction,

Let us start with the first of these effects. When we
take account of the higher terms in the expansion in
terms of v/c (v is the velocity of the electron) in the
operator M, additional terms M’ arise that are of the
order of a* M= pg(0+1)+M'. For ns,,,-n's,,, transi-
tions in the hydrogen atom,

’ 1 a? p?
M = — 503 5o o (3.3)
For ns,,,-n's,,, transitions in alkali atoms,
. 1 o2 pe 1 d
M = — 0 f _2;+Eﬁ(r0)]. (3.4)

Here U(7) is the effective potential for the valence electron.
The second term in (3. 4) is substantial only when » <7,
where 7, is the radius of the atomic residue, since
when Ux1/7, d(rU)/dv=0. We can easily show that the
relative contribution of this term to the matrix element
of the transition is small., It may prove necessary to
take this term into account in treating transitions be-
tween levels for which one of the principal quantum
numbers n or #’' is large, when the contribution of the
first term to (3.4) may prove to be anomalously small.
However, we must also take account here of the ex-
change interaction of the valence electron with the elec-
trons of the filled shells, which gives a contribution of
the same order of magnitude as the second term in
(3.4). Hence we shall use the expression (3. 3) in the
estimates below, 2’

The matrix elements of the operator of (3. 3) depend

DWhenever AEg is anomalously small for any reason (e.g.,
AE ., n in the hydrogen atom), the mixing coefficient 8 becomes
very large. However, here the studied transition falls on the
tail of a strong, optically allowed transition. This makes an
experiment to measure the absorption cross-section practically
impossible. Experiments of the other types for hydrogen are
apparently also unrealistic; seelltl,

YA detailed derivation of the expression for the magnetic-di-
pole operator for helium and helium-like ions can be found
inf13:141, However, a generalization of this expression to the
alkaline~earth atoms requires that we should also take account
of exchange interaction with the inner filled shells.
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weakly on Z, and they amount to ~ 0.1 a? u, for many
transitions between ground and lower excited levels,
e.g., ns—(n+1)s transitions in alkali atoms., Thus,
numerical calculations performed with semiempirical
wave functionst?®! give the following values of the square
of the matrix element: | {(ns|p?/2m (n's)|% potassium,
4s-5s—0.1 Ry? rubidium, 5s-6s—0.15 Ry*;, cesium,
6s-7s—0,2 Ry?. As we see, the Z-dependence is ac-
tually very weak, at any rate as compared with the 8(Z)
relationship.

Now let us proceed to spin-orbit interaction and mix-
ing of configurations. These effects depend very strong-
ly on Z, while this relationship differs for atoms having
the ground configurations ns, ns®, and np*.

For atoms hayving the ground electronic configura-
tion np*, the transitions of interest are either those be-
tween the fine-structure components of the ground term,
e.8., W Py;y=np®Pyy, np**Py;,—np*2Py p, np? Py
np? “’Pi, ete., or those between the terms of the ground
electronic configuration, e.g., np*4S;,,—np*2Dy;, 5/ .
M~ up for transitions of the first type. In the case of
transitions of the second type for Z2 40, M~ (0.1~
g, 18 owing to strong spin-orbital interaction that
mixes different SL terms (S is the total spin, and L is
the total orbital angular momentum). This is precise-
ly the situation for the bismuth atom that we shall treat
below,

For alkaline-earth and alkali elements, the transi-
tions of interest are forbidden s—s transitions that change
the principal quantum number: ns?1Sy—~nsn's3S, and
1Sy~ (m+1)Sy,.

For the alkaline-earth atoms (ns?1S;-nsn’s3S, transi-
tions), the selection rule is relaxed by the joint influ-
ence of interaction of the configurations ns?, ns, n's
with the pp configuration and spin-orbit interaction.

The configuration interaction mixes atomic states of
the type
W (ns18,) = a ¥ (ns21S0) + bY (nyprp 1So),

W(nsn's 38,) = a' ¥ (nsn’s 38 ) + b’ ¥ (n,pn;p38,). (3.5)

As before, the matrix element M of the transition as
taken over these functions is zero, since a magnetic-
dipole transition can occur only between states of like
spin, even with identical principal quantum numbers.

In turn, the spin-orbital interaction in the pp configura-
tion mixes the terms S, and *P;, S, and °P;;

W (nypriptSe) = v (napnip18,) + 8Y (nyprip*Py),

¥ (nypnip 38y = 'Y (napn;p38y) + 8¥ (nyprip>Py). (3.6)
Consequently,
M =0bb'88" (3P || M || 3P,) = bb' 88 . 3.7

The coefficient  rapidly (= Z?) increases with increas-
ing Z, At Z=~40-50, it attains value ~ 0,1-0. 3,017

A sufficiently reliable estimate of the coefficients b and
b in (3. 8) requires special numerical calculations,
since actually it is not a single close-lying pp state that
is effectively admixed in (3.5), but a large number of
such states from both the discrete and the continuous
spectrum, According tof!®) throughout the series of
atoms having the ground configuration ns* from beryl-
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lium to mercury, the overall mixing coefficient of all
the pp and p* states is 0,2-0. 35, without any regular
dependence on Z. We can naturally assume that the
contribution of the close-lying pp configurations for
which 8 is largest is no less than 0.1. Hence the factor
bb' 58’ rapidly grows from 10™ at Z~ 40 to 10" for the
largest Z values.

The situation is about the same for the alkali atoms,
i.e., for atoms having the ground configuration ns.
However, here the configurations p®npn's (seet®),
which correspond to excitation of the closed p® shell,
are admixed into the configuration p®#s. Therefore the
coefficients b can be somewhat smaller than in the case
of mixing of the configurations ns*-npn'p, Figure 1
shows the approximate form of the M(Z) relationship
for nsy,, ~ (n+1)s,,, transitions in alkali atoms and
ns® 1Sy~ ns(n+1)s 38, transitions in the alkaline-earth
atoms,

C. Z-dependence of the quantities Ao/A and Re (e, ~¢-)

The matrix elements of D for neutral atoms are prac-
tically independent of Z. Hence Z-dependence of the
quantity Ac/o~ gD/M is determined by the form of 8(Z)
and M(Z). Figure 1b shows the approximate Z-depen-
dence of Ac/o for ns,,,—(n+1)s,,, transitions in alkali
atoms and ns?1S;-ns(n + 1)s 35, transitions in alkaline-
earth atoms. At first, Ac/o rises rapidly with increas-
ing Z, just like B(Z), then this growth becomes satu-
rated, since the dependence M x Z* begins to be mani-
fested at large Z,

All the above-said implies that the largest values of
Ac /o in the studied strongly forbidden transitions are
realized at Z > 30-40., Yet the matrix elements M for
these transitions that determine the absorption cross
sections o themselves are very small, ~10™* u,. There-
fore it is hardly expedient to try to increase Ac/o by
further decrease in M. In principle one can point out
transitions for which M< 10" n, e.g., transitions
from an ns;,, ground state to a strongly excited #’s, ,,
state. Yet it is practically impossible to detect the ab-
sorption from such transitions because it will overlap
the absorption in the tail of the allowed absorption

'
NSy~ Pys2,3/2 «

0
- |
N S
27 sle

s ST
/
w*
t/ad —
Z v o & wm Z
a b

FIG. 1. (a) relationship between the matrix element M of the
magnetic-dipole transition and the nuclear charge Z (solid
line~ns? 1Sy — nsin+ 1)s %S, transition in alkali-earth atoms,
dotted line—ns %Sy ;, — (n+ 1)s 25y /5 transition in alkali atoms);
(b) relationship between the relative difference in cross sec-
tions Ao/c and the nuclear charge Z (as in Fig. 1(a), the solid
and dotted lines correspond to ns?1S;— ns(n+1)s3s; and to

ns 28y j2— (n+1)s 1S, ;5 transitions, respectively).
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Element Transition v, em™ A, um Sm W, sec™ g, cm? AG/G = AW /W
Configuration ns 62
Rb}; 6s1/2—>53“2 20133.6 0.496 682 10-8 1.1.10-8 6.9.10-26 1.13-10-¢
Cs®gy 731/2—’651/2 18 535.51 0.539 505 10-8 8.6-10-7 9.6.10726 5.7-10-4
Configuration ns?
St 556835 1 — 552 15, 29 038.795 0.344 366 10-8 2.22.10-6 1.41.40-25 3,0.10-¢
Bag, 6575385 — 652 154 26 160.284 0.382259 10-5 1.6-10-3 1.74-40-22 1,8-10-5
Hgdd, 6575381 — Bs2 1S, 62 350.456 0.460 384 10-5 6.7-10°2 6.5.10-22 1.7.40-5
Configuration np*
1§, 5p82P, ;5 —+ 5p8 2Py ) 7603.15 1.315 244 43 8 5.6-10-18 1.10-8
IS, 6 2P3 ;5 = 65%P 7792.7 1.28326 43 433 1.4.10-17 2.6:10-7
Pbil, 6p2 3P, —~ 6p2 3P, 7819.85 1.278 879 2 8.6 4.3.10-17 10~8
Bif3, 6p3 2P1/2 —6p3 4S3/2 21 661.0 0.461 659 0.4 56 2.25.10-18 ]
Gp:’ZPJ/2 —>6p3_‘S3/2 33164.84 0.301 524 14 0.035 8.74 0.2.40-18 |} -
6p32Dy 5 —~ 6p3 45, 11419.03 0.8757311  1.65 16.7 9.0-10-18 J
6p32D; 5 > 6p% 45,y 15437.66 0.647 766 0.35 5.8 1.3-10-18

The most suitable atoms for experiments to measure
Re(e, — ¢_) are the heaviest of the atoms having np* con-
figurations, for which there is an entire series of tran-
sitions in the visible and the near infrared having M
~(102-1)up, as was first noted int®,

D. Results of calculations

The table gives the characteristics of a series of
transitions in atoms having the ground-state configura-
tions ns, ns?, np, np?, and np®, as well as the results of
the performed calculations of the parameter Ac/c
=AW/W, The conduct of these calculations is based on
highly varied spectroscopic information on the atoms
and on concrete transitions. The corresponding infor-
mation is given in Appendix III, together with a discus-
sion of the applied approximations, The probability W
of magnetic-dipole transition that is given in the table
is calculated by the formula

4 o 1 eh \2
W=3 5 g (2mc) on -

Here g; is the statistical weight of the upper state, and
s,, is the strength of the line, which is also given in the
table, as expressed in Bohr magnetons: |(ill M1 f)|?
=S, =s,(efi/2mc)¥. This probability corresponds to the
overall probability of transition from an arbitrary hy-
perfine sublevel of the upper state to all the hyperfine
sublevels of the lower state. The absorption cross-
section of interest to us for a magnetic-dipole transi-
tion with an electric dipole admixture at the frequency
w is:

1 AW

ai(m)=(1:l:-2—7-)o(m) . (3. 8)

Here o(w) is the cross section for the magnetic-dipole
transition with account taken of the hyperfine and iso-
topic structure of the line, as well as of Doppler and
collision broadening. Thus the ratio Ao(w)/o(w)=AW/
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W does not depend on the factors that broaden and split
the line,

The hyperfine and isotopic structure were not taken
into account in calculating the cross-section o given in
the table. This elevates of the calculated cross section
as compared with that at the maximum of the most in-
tense hyperfine component by a factor of 1.5-2, The
value of 0 given in the table is calculated for the center
of the Doppler-broadened line by the formula

M g

o P

1w
T
(where M is the mass of the atom) at a temperature
T=1000°K. For iodine, thallium, lead, and bismuth,
the magnetic-dipole transition is allowed, and the
strength s, of the line is calculated exactly.® In the
atoms of rubidium, strontium, cesium, barium, and
mercury, the strength s, of the line was estimated very
approximately with account taken of configuration-in-
teraction effects. Experimental measurements would
be very desirable for the line strengths of these transi-
tions, which could alter the size of the effect Ac/ogiven
in the table by a factor equal to vst®/sex,

4. POSSIBLE EXPERIMENTAL SCHEMES

A. Measurement of the difference of absorption
cross-sections o, - g_

As we see from the table, the maximum values of
Ag/o correspond to very small 6~ 1025 em? at which
direct observation of absorption is difficult: the frac-
tion of absorbed photons at a density N~ 10'® ¢cm™? and

3'Whenever an electric quadrupole transition exists simultane-
ously with the magnetic—dipole transition, Eq. (3.8) loses
force.

geel 1611 o the calculation of s,, for bismuth.
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cuvette length L~ 10 cm is NoL ~10™%. In™? they pro-
posed measuring the quantities ¢, and o_ by recording
the number of absorption events via the emission from
the excited atoms in an allowed transition to a low-lying
level of opposite parity. For the alkali atoms, this
would be absorption in an ns —n’s transition and subse-
quent emission in an #’s —np transition; for the alkaline
earths, absorption in an ns?15,~nsn'n S, transition and
emission in an nsn's3S,~ nsnp °P, transition. Let us
examine the requirements imposed on the accuracy of
the measurements in this experiment. Let I, and I, be
the photon fluxes for preferential right-hand and left-
hand polarization, respectively, the polarization states
being fixed with accuracies x; and x,. That is, let the
first beam contain a small admixture x, of levo-polar-
ized light, and the second an admixture of %, of dextro-
polarized light, with x,, x,<< 1, If we denote by I; and
I, the measured photon fluxes for the allowed transi-
tion: Ij=I;No,L, and I; =I,No_L, we obtain for the ef-
fect of interest to us:

gi—0. ( L—I; ILi—I
o I IA

(4.1)

We see from (4.1) that the requirements imposed on the
purity of polarization of the beams are not large: it
quite suffices to have x,, %, % 10, which causes no dif-
ficulties. Hence the sensitivity of the method with re-
spect to measuring the small quantities (0, - 0.)/0 is
determined to the same accuracy as that to which one
can measure (I, - L)/I, and (I -5)/I;.

) (1 — 2y — )t

Two variants of the experiment are possible: 1) suc-
cessively turning on the beams I, and I,, and 2) simul-
taneously exposing two portions of the volume of the
cuvette,

In the former case, we must monitor the frequency of
the exciting radiation, since deviations of the frequency
by 6w from the center of the line will diminish the ab-
sorption cross-section by the amount Ac=(8w/Aw Yo,
where Awp is the Doppler width of the line. Hence we
must have dw<<Aw, VAc/o. The splitting by the mag-
netic field also must not exceed Aw,vA0/G. This leads
to the requirement that H<< 10? VAo /o Oe.

In the latter case, large fluctuations Sw are admissi-
ble. If these fluctuations are actually large, then the
requirements for eliminating magnetic fields become
stricter: H < 10%(Awp/5w)(A0/0) Qe.

The requirements on the admissible stray electric
fields make no serious difficulties (seet™),

Let us estimate typical values of the measured fluxes
I and I;. We shall assume that the collision width does
not exceed Awp for the chosen N. Then the probability
of quenching of the excited state is substantially smaller
than that of the allowed optical transition, Hence the
yield of luminescence photons is @ =JoN, and I’=IoNL,
where L is the linear dimension of the exposed volume.
For N~ 10 cm™® o0=~10%° ¢cm? which corresponds to
the minimum value of ¢ in the table, @~ 1071, If we
use a ¢w laser as the excitation source, then we must
orient ourselves to fluxes I~ 107 cm™ sec™! (laser pow-
er~ 102 W with beam diameter ~1 cm), Here @~ 10%°
photons/cm? sec, With a pulsed laser, we can expect
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pulses of exciting light of the order of 10'®~10' photons
(energy 10-3-10"! J) and luminescence pulses of the or-
der of 10°-10! photons. The luminescence yield is
large enough in both cases,

A concentration of vapors of alkali and alkaline-earth
atoms of N~ 10'® cm*3 can be obtained only at relatively
high temperatures T~ 700-1500 °K, One must consider
at such temperatures the possible onset of thermal
emission at the luminescence frequency from the gas
being studied, In order to estimate the role of this ef-
fect, it suffices to compare the thermal population of
the excited level N, =Ne™*/*T with the population AN
=Io7N that is produced by the steady-state absorption
of quanta from the incident flux of I quanta/cm? sec; T
is the radiation lifetime of the excited level, where T
~10"7 sec, Let us give estimates of AN/N, for the tem-
perature at which the saturated vapor density reaches
N~10'® cm rubidium—T= 800 °K, AN/N,=5%10"18],
cesium—T=670°K, AN /N,=2x10"'%I; strontium—T
~1370°K, AN/N,=3x10"7; barium-7~ 1570 °K, AN/
N~ 5% 10°%I; mercury—T=530°K, AN/N,~10%7,
Thus, with a continuous laser giving I~ 10! quanta/cm?
sec, the thermal background does not exceed the useful
signal for mercury, cesium, and apparently rubidium,
With a pulsed laser having I~ 10?® quanta/cm? sec, the
useful signal is larger than or of the order of the ther-
mal background for all the studied elements having a
forbidden magnetic-dipole transition, Thermal emis-
sion from the walls and windows of the cuvette can also
cause substantial difficulties,

One need not use the emission of the excited atoms in
an allowed transition in order to detect the difference
between the numbers of excitation events by dextro- and
levo-polarized light. In principle, other methods are
possible, For example, a difference between o, and o_
leads to a difference between the populations N, and N_
of the + m components of the excited level, and hence, to
a difference between the magnetic moments N,z and N_pip
created by irradiating the gas with the light fluxes I,
and I, Indetecting N, up and N_ g, it is most conve-
nient to use an ns?1S,-nsn’s3S, transition., This is be-
cause the moment of the atom is zero in the ground
state, and the thermal fluctuations of the magnetic mo-
ment are small, They are determined only by the ther-
mal fluctuations of the populations of the m-components
of the excited level.

B. Rotation of the plane of polarization

As we have mentioned in Chap. 2, a difference be-
tween the absorption cross sections 6, and o_ leads to a
difference betweenthe real parts: Re(e,—¢_)#0, owing
to the Kramers—Kronig relationships. This difference
can be measured from the angle of rotation of the plane
of polarization 0 as the light passes through a cuvette
of length L containing the studied gas:

D= L Re(e,—e.). (4.2)

As has been shown in*®! transitions having M~ ug are
most suitable for this, i.e., elements having the ground
configuration #p*, In frequency regions close to the fre-
quency of the studied magnetic-dipole transition, &(w)
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is determined by the convolution of the Doppler and
Lorentz contours

ei(m)—l—l—NG-—(ii 1 o+—a_)% S exp { —[(o' —w9)/Awp]?) do',

[0} of —o—iy

(4.3)
where v is the collision width. There is no rotation at
the center of the line., When y <Awj, the maximum of
the quantity Re(e, ~¢_) is attained when |w — wyl =0. 93
Awp, (see the table int'®), At this point of the contour,
the angle 8 and the beam attenuation exp(-xL) are

04— 0_ —
0= —0.61N0,L = 1—2-—?& (4.4a)
exp (—xL) = exp (—0.41No,L), (4. 4b)

where #=(w/c) Ime is the absorption coefficient, We
see from Eq. (4,4) that the rotation angle for a given
value of (o, — 0_)/0, is proportional to NoyL, which also
determines the absorption in the distance L, It seems
unrealistic to make measurements at an absorption
greater than e"°~ 4,5% 105, For atoms having the con-
figuration np*, Ac/0 %107 (see the table), and 1615 (o,
-0.)0,~7X10"%, It seems to be an extremely hard
problem to detect such a small rotation angle. An ab-
sorption of e-19 corresponds to No,L =25. With a cross
section of 0y~ 10"17 ecm? (see the table), this is easily at-
tained at a concentration N=10'® ¢m™ and L =2.5 cm,
Since the length L =2.5 cm can be considerably in-
creased (up to L= 10 cm), one can try to increase the
rotation angle by increasing the parameter NoyL, while
eliminating absorption by frequency detuning in the tail
of the line, since the absorption declines more rapidly
than the dispersion in the tail.

The absorption and the rotation of the plane of polar-
ization in the tail are determined by the dispersion con-
tour of the line at uniform width y. The size of ¥ in
neutral gases arises from the collision mechanism of
broadening caused by the van der Waals interaction,
and it is proportional to the density. The van der Waals
broadening depends weakly on the concrete type of atoms
and the temperature of the gas; usually the width v is
comparable with the Doppler width Awp of the line when
N=10' ¢m™. Hence, in rough estimates we can as-
sume Y~ AwpN« 10718,

In the dispersion tail of the line,

No,, =% 49D
0

'1/ n 0p o—p’

Ao},
”L=7N oL Bup oo’

(4.5)
yos N. (4.6)

If we set again the limiting absorption exp(- »L)=e 19,
we can select an optimal detuning from resonance

. Noy v . NooL vy _
|‘°*‘°0|_A(°D‘/_V5K Aop NA@‘/wV; Awp *

With this choice of | w - w,l,

4.7

if the condition is satis-

fied that
Nogl v
10 Vx Aep >4 (4.8)

which ensures the inequality |w - wyl > Aw,, we get for
the angle 6:

(4.9)

0= 1)/ 10No, L 222 Bap .0,

1/4
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Since vy is proportional to the density, the angle 6 from
(4. 9) does not depend on N, Moreover, since (¢, -0_)/
64~ BD/M, while oy~ M?, the angle 6 also does not de-
pend on M. We recall that we are speaking of rather
large M~ puy, for which No,L> 1(0,> 102 M>2

x10% ug). Thus, we must achieve the maximum possi-
ble values of AD in choosing the concrete transitions.
If we substitute into (4, 9) typical values of the parame-
ters (see the table) 0=10"" cm?, Ac/o=2x10"% N
=10"® ¢m?® (here y~Awp), and L =100 cm, we get 6
=0.25%X 10", The necessary frequency detuning in this
case is [w - w,| =10y =10 Aw,,

The studied example shows the scale of the effect of
rotation of the plane of polarization that we might ex-
pect under optimal experimental conditions, Generally
the angle 6 measured in an actual experiment contains
also a contribution from the uneliminated magnetic
field, The sought effect can be isolated by its depen-
dence on the magnitude and sign of (v — wy). In this
case the thermal emission of the gas and the cuvette are
not substantial., The emission brilliance of a single-
mode laser is so great that the effective temperature of
the beam greatly exceeds the temperature of the gas,
even after considerable attenuation in the cuvette,

C. Mode splitting of an optical resonator

One can propose yet another possible way of detecting
a difference between Ree, and Ree_.. The development
of laser technology has currently created an actual pos-
sibility of monitoring the intrinsic frequency of a mode
of an optical resonator with an accuracy 6w~ 10T and
even better (see, e.g."®), where I is the width of the
mode, Introduction of a cuvette containing the gas to
be studied inside the resonator should lead to splitting
of the frequencies of dextro- and levo-polarized modes:

1 L R
0, —0. =50 —Re (e, —e_),

Fo £ (4.10)

where w is the intrinsic frequency of the mode of the
resonator without the cuvette., Here L is the length of
the cuvette, and L, is the total path length of the light
in the resonator. If we use again a frequency detuning
|w —wgyl > Awy to diminish absorption, we get
1 ¢ Ao A
2z Lp %Lﬁw—mzo :
The width I" of the mode of the resonator without the

cuvette is determined by the losses at the mirrors, and
it is

(4.11)

O, —0_=

PZZ%" E (1—R,),

i

(4.12)

where the R; are the reflection coefficients of the mir-
rors., The concrete choice of the frequency detuning is
set so that the losses due to absorption in the cuvette
do not exceed the losses at the mirrors:

Aw}
uL=V—NaoL Ty (m—%)—z\ S‘ (1—R)). (4.13)
The optimal frequency detuning is
ol — _ NopL
lm (00[ AmDV Vﬂ (1_Ri) A(.)D : (4. 14)
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If we substitute (4, 14) into (4. 11), we find

&.;ﬁ;=__iml/'gfv_ﬂoﬁ_égn_£ ) (4.15)
2n A—R) ¥ ©

Here we have taken account of the fact that the width I
is twice as large as in (4.12), assuming equal losses in
the cuvette and at the mirrors. We note that the size
of the effect in (4.15) does not depend on N. If we as-
sume again that c=10""" em?, Ac/0=2Xx10"% N=10®
cm™® L =200 cm (double passage through a meter cu-
vette), and 2;(1 - R,)=0.02, we obtain from (4, 14) and
(4.15% lw —wyl =2,4xX10%y= 2,4%X 10* Awp, and (w,
-w)/T=2,4x10™,

The sign of circular polarization is reversed upon
reflection of the light wave from a mirror. On the
‘other hand, the effect of non-conservation of parity
must accumulate upon successive passages through the
cuvette. Hence one must use either a traveling-wave |
ring resonator in which the wave undergoes an even
number of reflections between successive passages, or
a Fabry-Perot resonator in which quarter-wave plates
are placed between the cuvette and the mirrors. In the
latter case, the wave also retains its polarization, ow-
ing to double passage through the quarter-wave plate
and reflection from the mirrors.

The scheme of the discussed experiment consists in
the following (Fig. 2). Radiation from the laser L, with
left-hand circular polarization and radiation from the
laser L, with right-hand circular polarization are simul-
taneously passed through an interferometer within
which a cuvette containing the studied gas is placed.

An automatic-frequency-control system processes the
feedback signals, which are applied to the piezoceramic
laser resonators to adjust the lengths of the resonators
so that the frequencies of the lasers correspond to the
maxima of the transmission bands of the interferome-
ters. Simultaneously, the beating signal from the pho-
todetector at the frequency w, — w_ is applied to the fre-
quency meter, The requirements on the purity of the
polarization state are not great—about the same as in
the experiments to measure Ao /o,

We can somewhat modify the scheme of the experi-
ment by introducing into the resonator an additional
cuvette containing an optically active substance, and
thus creating an additional splitting of the frequencies

N

FIG. 2. Diagram of an experiment to determine the splitting
of the intrinsic frequencies of an interferometer. L; and Ly—
frequency-tunable lasers; l=—-interferometer mirror, 2—cu-
vette containing the studied atomic gas, 3--cuvette containing an
optically-active substance that produces an additional splitting
of the modes of the interferometer, 4—A/4 plates, 5—photo-
ldetector, 6—frequency meter, 7—tracking system that processes
the feedback signal for tuning the frequency of the lasers.
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w, and w _ that exceeds I'. Then there is no need to
ensure the polarization of the laser radiation with great
accuracy, The modes w, and w _ will be excited sepa-
rately when the laser frequency matches each of these
frequencies, practically independently of the polariza-
tion state of the laser radiation. The studied gas will
now give rise to a small frequency shift 5w, ,5w _ of the
order of the splitting that was formerly determined by
Eq. (4.15), One can isolate these shifts by using their
dependence on the gas density.

Which of the two studied ways of detecting a difference
between Ret, and Ree_ (from the angle of rotation of the
plane of polarization or the interferometric method) has
the advantage will depend on the concrete experimental
conditions. The difficulties of measuring rotation angles
6~107*-10"° and matching of the intrinsic frequencies of
a resonator w, and w_ to an accuracy of the order of
(10*-10"% T are apparently about the same, although
they have somewhat different characteristics.

We see from the above discussion that the fundamen-
tal obstacle to attaining large effects involving Re(e,
—¢_) is the large absorption in the studied gas. There
is currently a theoretical possibility of overcoming this
difficulty. It is based on the so-called phenomenon of
self-induced transparency (2r-pulses), and it consists
in the following (see, e.g.,!®™). A pulse of resonance
radiation whose duration 7 is much smaller than all the
relaxation times of the medium, while the amplitude
H(?) of the wave satisfies the condition

x 5 H(t)dt =2, (4.16)

where M is the matrix element of the transition, can
propagate in a two-level absorbing medium without
losses. As we know, the reactive resonance interac-
tion that in linear optics involves the real part of e(w)
is conserved here. Thus, for example, one observes
here an anomalously large Faraday rotation of the plane
of polarization in a magnetic field that is described by
practically the same formulas as in linear optics. At
low intensities of the light fluxes, such a strong rotation
has not been observed, owing to the strong absorption
near the center of the line. One can easily show that
mixing of states of different parity rotates the plane of
polarization of the 2r-pulse, just like the presence of a
magnetic field, In prineciple, the angle of rotation can
be made large enough here, since the length of the cu-
vette can be taken to be far greater than the reciprocal
of the linear absorption coefficient, However, we note
that as yet the phenomenon of self-induced transparency
has been observed only with not very great cuvette
lengths that are less than or of the order of a tenth of
the reciprocal absorption coefficient. We also note that
one requires a frequency detuning of Aw~ Aw , from the
center of the line for rotationof the plane of polariza-
tion caused by non-conservation of parity. Moreover,
fulfillment of the condition (4. 16) requires using an ex-
tremely powerful laser pulse, since the matrix element
M of the magnetic-dipole transition is about 137 times
smaller than the matrix element eq, of the electric-di-
pole transition, Hence it is currently hard to make any
prognoses on the 2r-pulse experiment,
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5. CONCLUSION

The requirements imposed on the laser source sub-
stantially differ for the above-discussed three possible
schemes for measuring effects of non-conservation of
parity: 1) direct measurement of Ac/o, 2) measure-
ment of the angle 6 of rotation of the plane of polariza-
tion, and 3) measurement of the splitting of the intrinsic
frequencies w, and w_ of an interferometer. Let us list
again these requirements.

In the first experiment, one needs exact tuning of the
laser frequency (within limits of Aw,) to the frequency
of the working transition, The requirements on the
polarization state of the laser beam are not severe,
There are fundamental difficulties involving the need
for controlling the intensity of the light fluxes with high
accuracy.

In the second and third cases, one needs only consid-
erably cruder tuning of the laser to the defined frequen-
cy (~10-100 Awp).

In the third, interferometric experiment, one need
not maintain with high accuracy either the intensity or
the polarization state of the laser. The center of gravity
is shifted to the frequency measurements. The frequen-
cy of the laser must be smoothly tunable, though indeed
over a rather narrow range of the order of I'.

In an experiment of the first type, one can use in
principle either cw or pulsed lasers, In measuring the
angle of rotation one can use either a cw or a pulsed
laser, though it seems considerably more convenient
to work with a cw laser, Finally, one can use only a
cw laser for matching to the intrinsic frequencies of an
interferometer,

Common to all the discussed experiments is the re-
quirement for matching of the laser frequency to the
frequency of the working transition. Currently, the fre-
quency of laser radiation in the visible is tuned by laser
action in dyes. In these generators, a dye having a
broad amplification band (Aw/w~ 3) is pumped by another
laser, which is cw or pulsed. The retuning of the gen-
erationfrequency by the dye is carried out by changing the
the parameters of the resonator,

The only continuous source for pumping a dye laser
is an ionized-argon laser (several lines in the range
A=0,46-0.51 um)., Here the dye laser frequency to be
tuned overlaps the region A=0,5-0.8 pm. Among the
elements listed in the table, transitions in cesium,
rubidium, and bismuth fall in this wavelength region.
As for the rest of the studied transitions in the visible,
we can currently hope to tune to them only by using
pulsed lasers that are retuned with dyes, and perhaps
with subsequent frequency-doubling by second-harmonic
generation. As pumping sources here, one can suggest
the nitrogen laser, A=0, 3371 um (see, e.g.'*) and
the copper-vapor laser, »=0.5105 um, 26

In the infrared, tuning to the frequency of a transition
currently seems to be a somewhat more complicated
problem;in principle, one can hope to get stable, fre-
quency-tunable radiation in this region by using a semi-
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L

conductor laser,

The treatment given above shows that observation in
atoms of effects of non-conservation of parity caused by
neutral currents in the weak interaction is a very allur-
ing, though difficult problem. The contemporary state
of quantum electronics permits us to hope for success
in this very important experiment.

In conclusion, the authors express deep gratitude to
I L. Befgman and E. A. Yokov for useful discussions
and help in the calculations, and to I. B, Khriplovich
for valuable remarks,

APPENDIX |: CALCULATION OF THE MATRIX
ELEMENT OF A P-ODD INTERACTION

We shall take the part of the Hamiltonian for weak in-
teraction of the electrons with the nucleus that does not
conserve parity to be

GRS

3 _
—c—wzilmd— S Yysvol dr - (1.1)

V=
Here the integration of the bispinor electronic functions
¥ and ¥ is performed over the spherical volume of the
nucleus of radius v,. Here the density of weak charge
is assumed to be uniformly distributed over the volume
4/ 3)171*3 of the nucleus, Z is the charge of the atomic
nucleus. Following!® the factor ¢ is assumed to be

(1.2)

A
—1—-2 _9g4in?
g=1 27 2sin? 0,

A is the atomic weight of the element, sin6=0, 35, and
g=-0.9. In (I.1) we neglect the electron—electron part
of the interaction, since the interaction of the electrons
with the nucleus leads to substantially greater effects.

In the non-relativistic approximation for a point nu-
cleus (7,=0), the interaction (I. 1) takes on the form
(1.1) given in the Introduction:

_ G’

=2
Let us first study the mixing of an s,,, state into a p,,,
state caused by the non-relativistic P-odd interaction
of (I.3). The spinor wave functions of the s;,, and p,,,

statles having the projection of the angular momentum
J.=7% have the form

1/)/ &n —{/ V3 Y0,
xp(s,,z)=R.(r>( v ) sp(pi,2>=np<r)( 1(/%;)“23‘@“’)).

Here the R, ,(¥) are the radial parts of the wave func-

tions, and Y ;= v3/47 cos6 and Y,, = — V3/87 sinfe*
are spherical functions, ¥

24 [(0D) 8 (+5 (1) (op)]. (1.3

(1. 4)

Only the second term in (I. 3) contributes to the ma-
trix element ¢s,,,| Vip,,,) of the interaction. Conse-
quently we get

3__gm
a2 me?

Let us proceed to calculate the matrix element of the
relativistic perturbation Hamiltonian of (I.1). Upon in-
troducing the upper and lower components of the bispinor
¥=(3), we shall write the functions ¥(s,,,) and ¥(p,,,) in

R
Gyl Vb ==t zor O (-2) (1.5)

r0

5The phases of the spherical functions are taken as in'1?,
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the form
ol ol
= . s P(pyp)=
AatConl W (,)(—Vi/am) N\ e (1/%)
83 '|’-2/SY“ £p

(1.8)
Upon substituting = () into (I.1) and taking (I. 6) into
account, we get

(l”lelp”z)-l GVE 2g— 4‘“’8 S d3r [g* (’1/2)X(P1/2)+’X,’(31/z)‘P(Puz)]

-— f{‘} 1y S R dr (11 () gp () —88 () ).
LD
Thus, in order to calculate the matrix element of
(I.7), we must find the relativistic radial functions with-
in the nucleus (¥ < 7,). The Dirac equation for the func-
tions f and g takes on the form

(I. 8a)
(1. 8b)

2 (X rh) = e+ 2me—U () (e,

r

2 (1) = —a (e —U (1) 1.

d
‘ar (rex)— 7

Here ¢ is the eigenvalue of the energy (apart from the
energy mc?), U(r) is the interaction potential of the
electrons with the nucleus and with the self-consistent
field of the rest of the electrons of the atom, » =~ 1 for
the s,,, state and » =1 for the p,,, state. Analogously
to what is done in the problem of the isotopic shift of
atomic terms, {22829 gpe can express the values of the
functions f« and g, within the nucleus in terms of the
parameters R,(0) and (Rp(r)/7),., of the formal solution
of the non-relativistic problem. Let us give the corre-
sponding calculations,

For r<7,, the potential | U(r)l~Zée*/r,> mc®, The
coefficient U(r)/#c on the right-hand side of Eqs. (I.8)
is less than the centrifugal coefficient »/»: | 7U(r)/Kcl
<Za<1, Hence, in solving the system (I. 8) in the re-
gion r<7,, we can treat the right-hand side as a per-

turbation. Upon introducing the new functions
(rhd = Fa (V1™ (g = Gu () r*%, (I.9)
we can formally integrate the system (I. 8):
Fu)=Fa O+ e S ar () 2% e+ 2me2—U (7)) 6, (), (I.10a)
[
Gu V=G O — - | 47 ()P le—0 ) B (). (1. 10b)
[\

We see from these formulas that G,(0)=0 for the sy,,
state (v =—1), since otherwise the integral on the right-
hand side of (1. 10a) diverges. We have F,(0)=0 for the
Dy, state by analogous arguments, Consequently, we
have the following for the wave functions, to an accuracy
of first-order terms in the small parameter ¢Z inclu-
sive:

”
ris=Fy(0)r, rgs= —F,(0) Zat o Es (1),
(1.11)

The positive functions £,() and £,(»), which have values
~1, are determined by the equations

2
rfp=6p (0) Za :_o 8 () rep=Gp(0)r.

r
4
Es(n)= e ¥ %2— S U(r'yar,
0
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I.12
CE . A SIU(r)——chz] (rrar. (.12)

The matrix element of interest to us is equal to

Gi2lVIpyp= —“17-— ZaF* () Gp () 7 é‘ r2dr [H— (Za)’—' LEp (r)]

~— il‘}"_ ZqF$ (0)Gp(0)- —

(I. _13)
In writing the second of the equations of (I.13), we ne-
glected the terms ~ (Za)® as compared with the terms
~1, In the language of wave functions, this approxima-
tion corresponds to substituting the values g, =0 and
fp=0 for <7, into the formulas of (I.11). We note that
the size of the terms that are kept in the formula (I, 13)
does not depend on the type of electrostatic potential
within the nucleus,

Thus we must determine the constants F,(0) and G,(0)
in order to calculate the matrix element. To do this,
we must find the solution of the Dirac equation outside
the nucleus (for » >7,) that transforms as -« into the
non-relativistic solutions having the needed energies
and normalization, while at r =7, they satisfy the bound-
ary conditions

fs(re) = Fy(O)s
Ip (ro) = 0,

gqg (o} =0,

&p (r)) = Gy (0). (1.14)

Near the nucleus, there is a rather large region in
which we can neglect the shielding effect of the atomic
core and the binding energy ¢, In this region, the gen-
eral solution of the system (I. 8) has the form

ea=afivn i (1 )2 o ()]

o
+Du[(u—v)l-zy(]/szr 2]/82' L. T)].

(I. 15a)

ea=a2CuTz (Y 2 ) +azn () L) . (1. 15b)

Here C, and D« are constants, y = Vu? ~(aZ¥, a,=F%/
me? is the Bohr radius for hydrogen, and J, is the Bes-
sel function, By equating the wave functions (I. 15) and
(I.14) at r=7, we can find expressions for C, and D,
in terms of F,(0) and G,(0), in particular

(I.16a)
(1.16b)

Ca=—Teyro (22) 77, 0,

=T 2% (Z2) " 4+16, O.

In finding the coefficients C, and D., we have used
the smallness of the argument of the Bessel function
(2Z7,/a)250.14 for ZS 80 and 7,=6x 10" ¢m, and
have kept only the first terms of the expansion in this
parameter. The smallness of this parameter also im-
plies that D /C,~(2Z7,/a "= 0.01.

In finding C, and C,, we note that there is a region of
r values, a®Za, S rSa,Z1/3 in which, first, the solu-
tion becomes non-relativistic, and second, we can still
neglect the binding energy and the shielding effect of
the atomic core. The general solution of the Schriodinger
equation with an orbital angular momentum [ in this re-
igion has the form ¥=R,()Y,,(6, ¢), where

°Z Z
Rz(r)—cz]/—— Jateq ]/ WN““(I/%T')'
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The functions f, from (I. 15) must transform into the
solution of (I, 17). The arguments of the Bessel func-
tion in (I.15) and (I, 17) coincide, and in the region »
R afayZ, this argument is much larger than unity.
Hence, we can use the asymptotic expansion of all the
Bessel functions that figure in (I. 15a) and in (1. 17).
Here we can keep in (I. 15a) only the term proportional
to J,,_; (since D« /Cw~ 0.01). Matching of the ampli-
tudes and phases of the sinusoidal oscillations of the
solutions of (I.15a) and (I, 17) gives

Br=—Cyeos[n (I—y+ 1], Bim Cesinfnf—y+1) (1.18)

The formal non-relativistic solution of the problem hav-
ing a point nucleus corresponds to the case f?,.= 0. We
can convince ourselves of this by letting aZ ~ 0 in (I. 17).
Here the parameters C,= — 5, and C, = 5,, determine the
behavior of the non-relativistic wave functions at the
coordinate origin:

1 3 4
Com—g F RO, Cp=g35 ().,

=5 (I.19)

As we see from (I.17) and (1. 18), the ratio B,/C,

= —tan[n(l -y +1)] determines the phase of the sinusoidal
oscillations of the wave function, and it does not depend
on the general normalization of the wave function.
Matching of the logarithmic derivative of the function
(I.17) (which depends only on the ratio B;/C,) with the
same derivative of the solution of the Schrddinger equa-
tion in the shielding region permits one in principle to
determine the position of the energy levels. The am-
plitude VC?+ B? of the sinusoidal oscillations is deter-
mined by the normalization of the wave function. The
major contribution to the normalizing integral of the
wave function of an optical electron comes from the re-
gion of non-relativistic motion in the shielded Coulombic
potential. Hence the amplitude |C,| of the oscillations
of the wave function is practically independent of the
relativistic corrections and of the corrections for the
finite size of the nucleus, and we can calculate C, by

the formulas (I.19), which were written under the as-
sumption that E, =0.

Combination of the formulas (I.13), (I.16a), (I.16b),
and (I. 19) permits us to represent the exact matrix ele-
ment of the interaction of (I.1) in the form of the prod-
uct of the non-relativistic matrix element of (I.5) by
the correction factor A,,;:

3 Gm, . Rp
sn )/ 2 mct 2983 ) (T)r*o'

_ 2 ag \2-2%
o =T D (2)

(1. 20)

(31/2 | V|P1/2)=7‘ rel. (—9)
(I.21a)

We recall that this result for the relativistic correction
Are; has been derived by neglecting the small additive
terms of the order of (@Z), In order to get an expres-
sion for A, with a relative accuracy including terms of
the order of (¢Z¥, we must continue the iteration in the
powers of @Z in the formulas (I.11), and use the ob-
tained wave functions in the formulas (I.13), (I.14), and
(I.16). These calculations now depend on the electronic
charge distribution within the nucleus, and for a constant
density they give

ap )2—21?

, 2
A T GID [14-0.577 (2Z)?] ( Trg (I. Zlb)
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It is interesting to compare this expression with the
formula for A, obtained by Bouchiat.'® There they
calculated the relativistic correction for a (formally
chosen) model of the nucleus in which the entire elec-
tric charge was concentrated at the center of the nu-
cleus, while the entire weak charge was on the surface
of the spherical nucleus of radius 7,. The calculational
procedure in this model is simplified, since one uses
the relativistic functions for a point Coulomb center,
though it is rather hard to estimate in advance the ac-
curacy of the calculation. The expression from!®! for
Are; has the form

ay )2—2v

1
}"Il?el Tz 2y) 2 ( 2Zry (I. 210)

We can estimate the error of the formula (I. 21¢) by
comparing it with the more exact expression (I. 21b):

l,B
_N'L‘= 14047 @Z)2.

rel

(I.21d)

The last equation has been written with terms of the
order of (¢Z)* and higher neglected,

Let us proceed to discuss the parameters of the non-
relativistic ¢-functions R,(0) and (R,/7),.,. For an s-
state having the principal quantum number #, we havet!?]

4zZiZ
aind

| Ry (0) R =dn ] s (0) 2= o

&

)- (I.22)

Here A is the quantum defect, 18A/8n| <1, n, = VRy/E,
is the effective principal quantum number, Ry =me*/

27 2, for neutral atoms Z,=1, For a hydrogen-like ion
of charge Z, we should assume that Z, =Z, n, =n, 84/
9n=0, and the formula (I.22) transforms into the exact
formula. The applicability of this formula for polyelec-
tronic atoms has been tested on a vast experimental
material on hyperfine splitting of atomic levels.

Let us proceed as follows to determine (R,/7),.,
(cf.'%21), The fine splitting of the P;,, and Py, states
arising from the spin-orbit interaction V,_=(Za#3/
2mBc)r3(1. 8) is

3 3 ¢ ,

3 tp=ePy)—e (Py;p) = 5 Za? Ry f 5 3| Ry B2 dr. (1. 23)

0

Here we assume that the major contribution to the split-
ting comes from the region of the unshielded Coulomb
potential of the nucleus, for which the expression for
Vs.o was written. In this region, the non-relativistic
solution for R,(r) has the form (I.17) for B,=0. There-
fore,

——

1 ~ 2Z 8Zr ~ Z
—_— = 1 = —_
ra> 5;"' |Rplzdr—lcp[2§f‘%r Jg(]/ ao )dr_|c,,|2 S

. (1.24)
From (I. 24), (1.23), and (I.19), we find

IBp/rlrno=3 ‘/ RY way?
The performed calculations permit us to find the mixing

coefficient 8 of the n's,,, state with the np,,, state:
V=1 (npys) + B (n'syp),

(1. 25)

(siplVipy) |

Bl= T (1.26)
_ 1 m \2 V 14| dh/n ] Ry 3p
=hret 1o—5(mp) 0gZ4 2% pr: ETpyys oa) 7Ry
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APPENDIX 1l: ATOMS HAVING SEVERAL
OPTICAL ELECTRONS

The operator V is an operator that is symmetrical
with respect to the atomic electrons, and is of the type
Y v. Here the one-electron operator is a scalar prod-
uct of first-order spherical tensor operators that act,
respectively, on the coordinates and the spin of the
electron. By using the method of genealogical coeffi-
cients and the formulas for the matrix elements of the
tensor operators (see!®!), we can get
Q3LaSal; U [LsS1] bSe)
= (— )La+Lo+28a+Lit 8147 +3/2 I/E-V"Gg',‘r'_‘i‘l/(u +1) 2Ly +1) (255 +1) @Sp+ 1)

Ly Sg J luL Ly 1/2 8, 84
Sy Lp 1 Lb 1 {Sb 121 §°

(1)
Here the Ggaf,’: are the genealogical coefficients, the
formulas for the G- and 6j{% 2 %} are contained inf%),
and

Qe H)=0Qb; a). (1. 2)
For the configurations s?, ss, and p°
Q (s218¢; sp3Pg)= —]/ 2,
Vary
QS sp Palm —1, QS sp P =rz, QeeSy spPI=~] 5,

Q(p® 2P3/2; p43P) ‘2P3/2)=

3]/2 !
5
Q(p3 ’Pa/z; pA{1D] ‘2D3/2)= —l/-— )

Q(p-'”P“z P‘[lsls:'si/z)== VS )

2

Q WP2P, .y pL3P]8%P, )= cly

The reduced matrix elements (a!l Dil b) are expressed
in terms of the one-electron matrix elements by using
the following formulast!2l,

(RLaSaJ o Il D 17~ [LeS1} IpLoST)
=V 6L (— S+ YT ) @+ 1) Lo+ D) By + 1)

Lo da SY fia Lo Ly
{7z B e 7'} e,

(I 3)

(@o Il Dl 8Jp) = (—1)72"T0 @/, | D[ o),
(s21So 1 Dl sp *Py)=VZ (s | D | p),
(53384 || D || sp 3Pg) = 1/13 (s D1l p),

(B53P5 5 I DI PALS)S3S,,) =2 (21 D114,

(PR35 | DI PRI 5%y )=}/ 5 (U D),
B52P,5 I DI B OPY 2Py ) =~/ L oI D),

(PP2P )y I D || p#[1D] s 2Dy )= ]/339 (eI Ds),

PUDU)=—UDIp=—e | Ry ar. (IL. 4)
0

Here e >0 is the charge of the electron, and R, and R,
are the radial functions. The formulas that relate the
parameter ¢ to the experimental fine-splitting values
are contained inf®!, They imply that:

configuration p: §p=£ [E (2P39)—E (*P )],

configuration p8, {p= -7 [E (P35} —E (3P )],

configuration sp: {,= Z[E (3Py) —E (3Pg)].
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' APPENDIX Hi:

EXPLANATIONS FOR THE TABLE

The signs of the mixing coefficients g and of the ma-
trix elements of the dipole moments depend on the choice
of signs of the radial wave functions R,(7) and R,(7).

The sign of the contribution of the corresponding transi-
tions to the observed quantity W, — W_ naturally does not
depend on this choice. However, in order to find the
sign of this contribution, we must arbitrarily fix the
signs of the radial functions R, and R,, and calculate
from these quantities both g and (allD 1! b), For deter-
mining the signs, we have used the tables of Bates and
Damgaard'®? (these tables are given in the book!17),
which have the signs of the matrix elements of the di-
pole moments, while we took the functions R, to be posi-
tive as r—~=, Here, for states of principal quantum
number n, we have, according to the theorem on the
number of zeroes of the radial function:
Rpp (7

RET= 0 TR AT hoo
The value of the reduced matrix element |(j I DIl B)|
=[(k I D! §)] was recalculated from the oscillator
strength f(j, k) of the corresponding radiative transi-
tion by the formula

=(—1)m,

k),

where the oscillator strength f(j, k) is defined in such
a way that E; > E,, and the probability of spontaneous
emission is:

20te
W=t

fU, k).

We shall also give the oscillator strengths of the transi-
tions and the results of the intermediate calculations
that were used in obtaining the final values given in the
table,

Rubidium Rb3L.
with the terms: 5p,,,, |8l

Are1 = 1.55. Thelower state is admixed

=0.225X 10", F(Bs,,,, 5Py,2)
=0.19, 12814y = —1,0%X 1074 6py/,, 18] =0.64X10°%
F(Bby/s, 65y3)=0.52,12814x =0,74X 10, The upper state
is admixed with the terms: [8] =0,19%x10"Y, f(5p,,,,
5Sy,,)=0, 33,188 4y = _ 0,92X10™; 6p,,,, 181 =0.225
X107, f(Bpy/5, 5Sy/2)=0.015,°2%7 4% = 0,50%x 105,

Cesium Cs333, A, =2.5. The lower state is admixed
with the terms: 6p,,,, 181 =0.117X10, £(7s,,,, 6by/5)
=0.17, 11 4y = —4,92X 1074 Tp,,,, 18] =0.346%10™%,
F(TDy,3, 75,,5)=0.48, 221 4y = +3.76X 1074, The upper
state is admixed with the terms: 6p,,,, 18] =101,
f(6p1/z, 631/2)= 0. 33, res 4)( =—4,78X% 10-4', 7P1/2, IBI
=1.85%X 10", f(7py/s, BSy/5)=1073, (23] 4y = 0,26% 107,

Strontium Sr33. A, ,=1.55. The lower state is ad-
mixed with the term 5s5p3P,, |8l =0.555% 10711,
F(556s3S,, 555p3Pg)=0,086, 1?3 4x=~2,0x 10", The up-
per state is admixed with the term: 5s5p'P,, 181 =2,0
X108, f(5s5p1P,, 5s215))=0.51, #% 4y = —1,05%x 10",

Barium BalS,. X, ,=2.5. The lower state is admixed
with the term: 6s6p3P,, 181 =2.82x10°1, f(6s7s3S,,
656p3P;)=0.17,12% gy =3,66% 1075, The upper state is
admixed with the term: 6s6p'P,, 18! =1,03%10%,
f(6s6piP,, 6s21S;)=0.47,12% 4y =-1,86x107,
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Mevrcury Hgfly. X =6.1. The lower state is ad-
mixed with the term: 6s6p3P,, 18] =1,28%1071°,
F(6s7s3S,, 6s6p3P;)=0.07,2% 4x =4,3x 10", The upper
state is admixed with the term; 6s6p Pn Il =1.16
X109, f(6s6p1P,, 65%1S;)=0.4,%% 4y = -6,0X10",

Iodine 1337, Xe;=2.36. The lower state is admixed
with the terms:® 5p[*Pl6s?Py,, |81 =0.18. 1071
5p{*D]6s%Ds;, 181 =1.1-10"1, The upper state is ad-
mixed with the terms 5p*[*P]6s2P,;,, 181 =0.36. 107!,
5p*'S16s" 2Sy,,, 181 =0.45.107'. The oscillator
strengths of the admixed transitions were estimated'®;
f~0.15. The relative signs of the contributions of the
corresponding transitions could not be established.
Hence the value of 4y given in the table corresponds to
the contribution of the only admixed 5p*{'D]6s %Dy,.
tor strengths of the admixed transitions were estimated

nt?4}; F£~0.15. The relative signs of the contributions

of the corresponding transitions could not be established.

Hence the value of 4x given in the table corresponds to
the contrxbutlon of the only admixed state 5p*['D]6s
X2Dy 5.

Thallium TI5,. X, =6.1. The lower state is ad-
mixed with the term: 7s,,,, 18] =0.86X101, f(7s,,,,
6p,,,) = 0.28,12%1 4x =~ 2,63x 107,

Lead Pb,. X, =6.1. The lower state is admixed
with the term: 6p7s3P,, |81 =0,9x107, f(6p7s°F,,
6p? °P,)~5.10,1%41 4y ~1,3x 108, The upper state is
admixed with the term: 6p7s®P,, 18] ~1,0%x107,
F(6p7sP,, 6p23P )~5.10% %4 4¢~1,0%x10"%. An in-
termediate type of coupling occurs in this element.
Hence §, from (I.26) was taken to be §,="7290 em™! ac-
cording to!!™. The values of 8 and the oscillator
strengths were estimated very crudely without account-
ing for the @-factors.

Bismuth Bifs. A, =6.1. An intermediate type of
coupling occurs, £,=10,100 cm™, 17 Reliable calcula-
tion of the oscillator strengths and @-factors is diffi-
cult. Hence we took for all the admixed terms the av-
eraged estimate |8l ~2x 101 F~107,

In conclusion, we note that a more exact calculation
of the parameter X is a rather unwieldy procedure;
such a calculation can be expediently undertaken only
in connection with experiments performed on a concrete
element.
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