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Nuclear electric dipole moment with relativistic effects in Xe and Hg atoms
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The atomic electric dipole moment (EDM) is evaluated by considering the relativistic effects as well as nuclear
finite size effects in Xe and Hg atomic systems. Due to Schiff’s theorem, the first order perturbation energy of
EDM is canceled out by the second order perturbation energy for the point nucleus. The nuclear finite size effects
arising from the intermediate atomic excitations may be finite for deformed nucleus but it is extremely small.
The finite size contribution of the intermediate nuclear excitations in the second order perturbation energy is
completely canceled by the third order perturbation energy. As the results, the finite contribution to the atomic
EDM comes from the first order perturbation energy of relativistic effects, and it amounts to around 0.3 and
0.4 percents of the neutron EDM d, for Xe and Hg, respectively, though the calculations are carried out with
a simplified single-particle nuclear model. From this relation in Hg atomic system, we can extract the neutron

EDM which is found to be just comparable with the direct neutron EDM measurement.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The violation of the T-invariance can be measured by the
electric dipole moments (EDM) of particles, nuclei and atoms
in their ground states. Until now, the upper limit of the neutron
EDM d,, is around [1]

d, ~ (0.19 £ 0.54) x 107 ¢ - c.m. (1.1)

There have been many experimental efforts to measure the
EDM of the atomic systems. The good examples are found
for the EDM of ¥Xe [2,3] and 199Hg [4,5]. In this case,
however, one has to be careful for extracting the EDM of
electrons or nucleons from the measurement of the atomic
EDM since there is Schiff’s theorem [6]. This theorem
states that the EDM of the atom is canceled out due to the
symmetry restoration mechanism as long as the constituents
are interacting through the electromagnetic interactions with
the nonrelativistic kinematics.

In order to obtain the EDM of atomic system, one has to
find the relativistic effects in the EDM operators [7] since
they are free from Schiff’s theorem. In heavy atoms, electrons
become relativistic, and therefore, the EDM of the atomic
systems becomes larger than the electron EDM d, due to a
large enhancement factor [8§—15]. In fact, the EDM of Cs atom
has an enhancement as

dcs ~ 91 de

which is mainly because of the small energy difference
between the ground state and the excited state with the opposite
parity.

However, it is also believed that the electron EDM might
well be rather small compared to the neutron EDM. This is
based on the EDM operator which is derived from the super-
symmetry model calculations [16-22]. The EDM interaction

(1.2)
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Heam 1s written for v; fermion field with the EDM coupling
constant d;,

Heam = —5 o0 vsVi F*, (13)
where F*V denotes the electromagnetic field strength. Up to
now, there are many efforts to determine the strength of the
EDM coupling constant d; from the supersymmetric model
calculations.

At the present stage, however, it is not clear yet how large
the electron EDM d, and neutron EDM d, should be. But
most of the estimations of the EDM suggest that the electron
EDM must be much smaller than the neutron EDM [7,23].
This means that it should be better if one can measure the
neutron EDM from atomic systems.

Due to the presence of Schiff’s theorem, the EDM of nuclear
systems should be quite small, and one obtains the nuclear
EDM from Schiff moments [6]. According to the definition
of the Schiff moment by Khriplovich and Lamoreaux [7], the
Schiff moment S is described in terms of the individual nucleon
EDMd,, , as

S~d,, R, (1.4)

where Ry and I denote the radius and the total spin of the
nucleus, respectively. However, the atomic EDM from the
Schiff moment is normally very small.

In this paper, we present a new calculation of the nuclear
EDM starting from the microscopic interactions in atomic
and nuclear Hamiltonian. The EDM interactions are derived
both from the nuclear finite size effects and the relativistic
effects. In the nuclear finite size effects, there are two different
types of the contributions for the second order perturbation
energy of the EDM Hamiltonian. The first case is connected
with the Schiff moment in which the intermediate atomic
excitations are considered. In this case, the EDM energy is
very small. In the second type, we consider the intermediate
nuclear excitations in the second order perturbation theory
while the atomic states are in the ground state. However, it
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turns out that the EDM contributions from this second order
perturbation energy can be completely canceled out by the
third order perturbation energy [24] and there is no effect left
for the nuclear EDM from the nuclear finite size effects.

On the other hand, there is a finite contribution from the
relativistic effects which are free from Schiff’s theorem. The
relativistic EDM Hamiltonian is usually written as

H® = _4,% . E = —d,> - E —d,(y* — DX - E,
(1.5)

where X is defined as

The first term in the last equation corresponds to the nonrel-
ativistic EDM operator, and the energy shifts in the presence
of these operators will be calculated in Secs. Il to V. As stated
above, the contributions as the nuclear finite size effects are
almost shielded. The second term is the relativistic EDM
operator which is free from the Schiff shielding. In the
atomic systems with odd numbers of electrons, the relativistic
effect on the electron EDM is very large. In this calculation,
the enhancement of the atomic EDM comes mainly from
the intermediate atomic excited states in the second order
perturbation EDM energy since the excitation energy with
the opposite parity is quite close to the ground state. However,
there is also the first order perturbation energy of the relativistic
effect on the atomic EDM though it is of the order of 10% of
the electron EDM d, and therefore it is neglected in the Cs
calculation [8].

In nucleus, we should consider the relativistic effects on the
nuclear EDM even though the relativistic effects of nucleons
are smaller than those of electrons. In particular, the second
order perturbation EDM energy of the relativistic effect in
the case of nucleus is negligibly small since the interaction
is electromagnetic while the intermediate energy is due to
the strong interaction, and thus there is no enhancement in
nuclear EDM, contrary to the electron case. However, since the
nuclear finite size effects are negligibly small, the first order
perturbation EDM energy of the relativistic effect becomes
important.

In this paper, we show that the first order relativistic effect
amounts to around 0.4% of the neutron EDM d,

dy = 0.004d, (1.6)

for the Hg system. As the result, this relativistic effect of the
nuclear EDM is most important for the atomic system with
even number of electrons in which there is no electron EDM
contribution. Employing the above relation we can obtain the
neutron EDM extracted from the Hg EDM measurement. Since
the observed EDM of Hg atomic system is given as

dyg >~ —(1.06 £0.49 £0.40) x 107*e-cm., (1.7)
we find the neutron EDM from the Hg EDM measurement
d,(Hg) ~ —(0.25£0.12 4 0.09) x 107 ¥ e -c.m. (1.8)

which should be compared to the direct neutron EDM
measurement of Eq. (1.1). This shows that the Hg EDM
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measurement gives just the same level of constraint on the
neutron EDM.

In the present paper, the shell model calculations are carried
out with a simplified single particle model and the numerical
estimations given here are only reliable up to a factor of two
or so. Therefore, it is clear that the more elaborate numerical
calculations are definitely needed in future together with the
precise measurements of EDM.

This paper is organized in the following way. In the next
section, we present a general formalism of the EDM in nuclear
and atomic systems and show that the electric dipole operators
with nuclear variables can contribute to the nuclear EDM in the
second order perturbation theory where the electrons stay in
its ground state. In Sec. III, we calculate the finite size effects
of nuclear EDM which arises from the intermediate atomic
excitation while the nucleus stays in the ground state. In Sec.
IV, we evaluate the third order perturbation energy of the
nuclear EDM and show that the third order EDM cancels out
completely the second order nuclear EDM. Section V treats
the relativistic effects of the nuclear EDM and we evaluate
the first order perturbation energy of the relativistic nuclear
EDM and find that it gives an appreciably large contribution to
atomic EDM. Section VI summarizes what we clarify in this
work.

II. EDM OF ATOMIC SYSTEMS

Now, we discuss the EDM arising from nuclear finite size
effects and here we treat the Xe and Hg atomic systems since
there are some measurements of the EDM in these atomic
systems [2-5] and also there is a proposal to measure the
EDM of the atomic and nuclear system [25].

The unperturbed Hamiltonian Hj of the Xe system can be
written

Z p2 Z 62 1 Z 62
Hy = L —
=2 2m Z|r,~—R| 2Z|r, r
i=l1 j=1 / i#j /
A P2 1 A
+ 2 onr 5 2 V(R = R;])
i=1 i#j
zZ
1 &>
N — 2.1
+2§|R,-—Rj| (2.1)

where r;, p; denote the coordinate and the momentum of
the electron while R;, P; denote the nuclear variable and
momentum, respectively.

On the other hand, the perturbed Hamiltonian coming from
the EDM is written as

H edm

2. ed - ed, (ri—R)) | L Ged r)
20 Dy vy |r,—R,|* §§ |r,—r,|3

dy - (R; — R))
3y
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Z A
- Zdi'Eexl_Zd;/ 'Eext
i=1 i=1

z

+e) (ri—R)- Eey. 22)
i=1

where the summation over Z in nucleus means that it should be

taken over protons. The EDM of the nucleon can be expressed

in terms of the nucleon isospin as

dy = %[(1 + fiz)dﬁai + (1 - tiz)dnai]'

A. Finite size of nucleus

Now, we evaluate the finite size effects on the second order
EDM energy in heavy nucleus. The unperturbed Hamiltonian
of the atomic and nuclear system becomes

Z 2
)2 Ze? 1 P;
Hy = EA A [T +)y L
=2 h
1 I &
- V R, — R; - —. (23
+22 vl ,|)+ZZ|Ri_RJ| (2.3)
i#j i#]
Here, we ignore the finite size effect of the unperturbed
Hamiltonian.
Now, the perturbed Hamiltonian H. O

dm 1rom the point charge

and the Hamiltonian H;[{If‘) with the finite size can be written
up to the order of (R;/ ri)?

z A
(0) N i Fi
Hedm——z eZde-rj—i-<Zedf\,>-—3

i=1 j=1 Ti

—Zedl rj)
lri —r;|3

J#

A A
—(zdwzdév)-am
i=1 i=1

(2.4a)

+e E Fi+ Eex,
i=1

z

Hgy =Y | d.- rlZS,,R - Zd’ SjiR? 35

i=1 j=l1 j=1

: (R —Rj)

i=1 j#i

o A
_EZ

R - Eext, (2.4b)
i=1
where §;; in Eq. (2.4b) is defined as
Sii=3—Lcos?®y, (2.4¢)

where © ;; denotes the angle between the electron coordinate
r; and the nucleon coordinate R ;, and can be given as

cos ®j; = sin#; sin6; cos(¢p; — ¢;) + cos B cos b;.
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B. Schiff shielding (point nucleus)

When we treat the nucleus as a point particle, the first order
and the second order EDM energies cancel out each other,
which is due to Schiff’s theorem. Here, we show explicitly
how the Schiff shielding occurs.

C. First order perturbation energy of EDM Hamiltonian

The first order perturbation energy of the EDM Hamiltonian
can be easily evaluated as

VA A
AED = — (Z di+ Zd;’v) Eext.
i=1 i=1

(2.5)

D. Second order perturbation energy of EDM Hamiltonian

The second order perturbation energy of EDM Hamiltonian
can be also calculated in the following way:

1
@ _
AES). = Xn:En—Eo

A
< (Yol Y | | i+
i=1

- ViAo(ri) | In)

1S

7 2%
j=1

n|le,-

where Ay(r;) = % is introduced and E(, denotes the energy

eigenvalue of the ground state in the atomic system. Here, we
should note that the nuclear part is always in the ground state
and has no effect.

Now, we make use of the following identity:

Ecql¥.) +hec., 2.6)

ViAo(r;) =1ip;Ao(r;)

= i[p,. Ao(r;)] = —’;[pi, Hol.  (2.7a)
Z VA @2
v, —°  |=o 2.7b
Xi: Xj: lri — 1l (270)
Holve) = Eol¥e),  Holn) = Ey[n), 2.7c)

where the nucleus is assumed to stay in the ground state.
Therefore, we can sum up all the intermediate states in
Eq. (2.6) since the energy denominator E, — Ej cancels out,
and thus obtain

V4 A
AES). = (Z di+ Zd@) Eex
i=1 i=1

which is exactly the same as the first order perturbation result
with the opposite sign, and thus it cancels out completely the
first order perturbation result of the EDM. This is just the
Schiff shielding.

2.8)
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III. FINITE SIZE EFFECT (ATOMIC EXCITATION)

Now, we consider the second order perturbation energy with
the finite size effects of the nucleus. In order to evaluate the
second order EDM energy, we first need to have the atomic
and nuclear wave functions. We write the ground state wave
functions by

|0>E‘(//A(R19"'9RA)®¢e(r1’""rZ)' (31)

Here, we assume that the atomic state has the ground state with
spin zero while the nuclear ground state has one outer neutron
with spin % This is mainly because we consider the '>Xe and
199Hg atomic systems in this paper.

The second order EDM energy with the finite size effect
becomes

Z
23Eex K
AER) = =3 =S O o In) (] Y 2:10), 3.2)
n n— =0 i=1

where E( denotes the ground state energy of the whole system
while the intermediate states |n) denote the atomic excited
states and the nuclear state is kept in the ground state. Further,

HYD? is defined as
z z A .
0 , .
HPWO ="\ dor Y SR 412 dySiR; | —.

i=1 =1 =1 Ti

(3.3)

Equation (3.2) can be evaluated by employing the closure
approximation

z
26°E
2 ~ ext ) 2
AEp = — g 0 Z rl)ZsﬂR
ik=1 j=1
A z
k
+ > (dy 1) SR | =10). (3.4)
j=1 i
This becomes
AE?Y) -~ 202 ZEex dy(Sji cos? 6;)(R?) (3.5)

(E, — Ey) 618 '

where the first term in Eq. (3.4) vanishes since the spin of
the atomic states is assumed to be zero. Here, a( denotes the
Bohr radius of the atomic system and can be written as ap =
Zm . Therefore, the nuclear EDM from the atomic excitations
becomes

2¢°Z dy(S;; cos? 6;)(R?)
mZ2e* ag

~ —9.9 x 10719(S); cos> 6,) Z* A3 d,

dAZ—

(3.6)

where we take (E, — Eo) >~ m(Ze?)* and (R?) ~ rgA% with
ro =12fm. (S cos? 6;) is zero if we evaluate it for spherical
nuclei such as '*Xe and '*’Hg.

In the evaluation of the Schiff moments, people calculate
them by assuming the T- and P-violating nucleon-nucleon
interaction which is not connected to the individual EDM
values of d, or d,. In this case, there may be some chance
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that the EDM value from the Schiff moments in heavy nucleus
can be enhanced due to the nuclear collective motion [26,27].

IV. FINITE SIZE EFFECT (NUCLEAR EXCITATION)

Now, we consider the second order EDM energy due to the
intermediate nuclear excitations, keeping the atomic state in
the ground state. This process arises from the finite nuclear
size effects in the EDM Hamiltonian. The second order EDM
energy can be written as

@ _
AEy =

2
ZE i 0|Zr R; - Eculn)

i=1

da +(1—r)d,1a]

I#J
(1+7))Ri — R))
R —R,] 0}, 4.1

where E, denotes the excitation energy of the nuclear states.
Here, we made use of the relation Z?:l R; = 0 since we set
the center mass coordinate to zero.

However, it turns out that the nuclear finite size effects from
the nuclear excitation can be completely canceled out by the
third order perturbation energy of the EDM Hamiltonian. We
will discuss it in the next section.

V. THIRD ORDER EDM ENERGY

In the evaluation of the third order perturbation EDM
energy, we should consider the Hamiltonian of the finite size
effects [24] which is written as

z
Z ez(ri : Rj)

—_—
i.j=1 T

Hy™ = (5.1)

In this case, we can calculate the third order perturbation
energy of the EDM Hamiltonian where the two intermediate
states |n) and |n') are considered. Here, |n) and |n’) correspond
to the nuclear excitation with the atomic ground state and the
atomic excitation with the nuclear ground state, respectively,

262
AEfY = —

(Ew — Eo)(Ey — Eo)

n,n’

z

z 27 R
X (0] S ri - Eealn) (033 MM
i=1 i=1 j=1 i
n|2

1+ 17)dyo’ + (1 —17)dyo']

i#]
(1+73)(R; — R))
J ! J
. 0) + h.c. 5.2
R — R, |0) +h.c (5.2)
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( ri-

Here, we rewrite — 5~ ) in the following way:

2

e“(ri-Rj) 1 i !

% = —esz . V,'f = —lesz " Pi—
r; Ti i

(5.3)

In addition, we define the unperturbed Hamiltonian for
electron systems as

Z 2 2 Z
© _ )2 Ze 1 e
Hy —Z[g—f}+52ﬁ-

i=1 i#]

(5.4)

Therefore, we can rewrite

> {-ie’R; LN
j Per = 7%

. i . .
i i Jj

where

(5.6)

e
3w L=y ) =

is employed. In this case, the summation over n’ in Eq. (5.2)
can be evaluated as

1

A
=Y F 5, ;ri  Ecult)

z
—R;-[p;. H(gg)]|n) +h.c.

V4 .
SUDIECE

ij=1

~ (R, pokri

— (0| ZEm R;In).

Therefore, we obtain the third order perturbation energy as

2
AE) = Z PR 0|Zr R; - Eexln)

i=1
an

Ex)(R;j - p;)
Eexl)””)

(5.7)

d o + (1 — tf)d,la"]

i#]j
1+ 7/)(R; — R))
( R )— Ry o9

which is just the same as the second order perturbation energy
of the EDM Hamiltonian with the opposite sign. Therefore, the
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second order finite size effect which arises from the nuclear
excitation is completely canceled out by the third order effects.

VI. RELATIVISTIC EDM ENERGY

It is well known that the atomic EDM is mostly shielded
by Schiff’s theorem, and a finite EDM term free from Schiff’s
theorem only comes from the relativistic effects [6—8]. There
are two contributions of nucleon EDM in atomic systems,
the finite nuclear size effects and the relativistic effects of
EDM operators which are free from the Schiff shielding. In
the previous sections, we have discussed the finite size effects
on the EDM of nucleons in atomic systems. Now, we treat the
relativistic effects of EDM of nucleons.

In the case of electron EDM, one finds a strong enhance-
ment in the relativistic EDM of electrons due to the small
energy difference between the ground state and the parity
opposite first excited state in the second order perturbation
calculations [7,8]. At the same time, however, it should be
noted that there is a finite contribution of the relativistic EDM
effects of electrons in the first order perturbation calculation
even though the effects are rather small.

Clearly, there are relativistic EDM effects of nucleons in the
first order perturbation calculation. Therefore, it is important
to figure out the magnitude of the relativistic EDM effects of
nucleons in nucleus.

The relativistic EDM Hamiltonian of nucleons can be
written as

(Rel)
Hepyy = Zdw, yi-Ei

- E; —ZdN

—1)3; - E;, (6.1a)

Z_Zd;v

where X; is defined as

0, 0
):i_(O Ul‘)'

The first part of the last equation in Eq. (6.1a) [X; - E; term]
corresponds to the nonrelativistic EDM operators. The energy
shifts in the presence of these operators are already examined in
Secs. IIto V, and we have seen the contributions as the nuclear
finite size effects are almost shielded, which corresponds to
Schiff’s theorem.

The last term in Eq. (6.1a) contributes to the EDM energy
which is completely free from Schiff’s theorem. We write
the relativistic EDM operator which is free from the Schiff
shielding

HY = —d,(y* ~ DX - E, (6.1b)
where E is written as
E = —VAxR) + E*. (6.1¢)

Ao(R) denotes a one body Coulomb potential which is
produced by protons in nucleus and is written as

Ao(R) = %d%’, (6.2)

035501-5



SACHIKO OSHIMA, TAKEHISA FUJITA, AND TOMOKO ASAGA

where po(R) denotes the charge distribution of protons in
nucleus. In this case, it is easy to see that the EDM Hamiltonian
of Héfni vanishes in the nonrelativistic limit since Eq. (6.1b)
contains only the small components of Dirac wave functions.

Now, the relativistic EDM Hamiltonian He(dn)1 can be
transformed into the nonrelativistic reduction in terms of
the Foldy-Wouthuysen transformation which is the unitary
transformation to obtain the nonrelativistic form. Before going
to the Foldy-Wouthuysen transformation, we first write the
relativistic nucleon Hamiltonian which keeps the time reversal
invariance

H® = P-a+ Uy(R)+ My°

+ E(l + t5)(Ao(R) + R - E™Y), (6.3)

where Up(R) denotes the one body nuclear potential. Here,
we assume that the nucleus is described by the single particle
Hamiltonian with the one body nuclear and Coulomb potential.
In this case, the EDM Hamiltonian after the Foldy-Wouthuysen
transformation becomes

02
2M

04

Heﬁn‘f = (M + o 8M3

>+5 8M2[(9 [0, €11,
(6.4)

where O and £ denotes the odd and even operators in y matrix
space and here we can write

O=a-P, (6.5a)
E=UyR)—d,(y" - 1)Z - E
+ 2(1 +T)(Ao(R)+ R - E™).  (6.5b)

In this case, we obtain the nonrelativistic EDM operators which
are free from Schiff’s theorem

HFW_

edm

[(6 - EYV? — p(R)(V - 0) — 2(E - V(o - V)].
(6.6)

2M2

A. Relativistic EDM of Xe atomic system

Now, we calculate the EDM which comes from the
relativistic effects in nucleus. Since the contribution to the
EDM in nucleus comes from the first order perturbation energy,
the EDM operator for nucleus is written as

i

di,
Z @

HFW_

v E)V; —2(Eex - V)0 - V)],

6.7)

where the summation should be taken over all the nucleons in
the nucleus. Here, the external electric field is chosen to be in
z-direction

Eext = (Oa 09 Eext)~

Now, we evaluate the first order EDM energy

XegS)|Z

AE® (Xe) = (0! Eext) VZ|Xe®)). (6.8)

edm
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The EDM operators are composed of the spin part times the
differential operators, and here, we employ the factorization
ansatz between the spin operator and the differential operators
V2 [28]. In this case, Eq. (6.8) becomes

AE® (Xe)

edm

di,
~ — Z L Eex(Xe® o] |Xe<gs>)<Xe<gS>| |Xe<gs>>.

3M

For the Xe wave function, we take a simple-minded shell model
wave function as a guide

|Xe(g~5-)> — |U(3S%) X 0+>. (6.9)

But the expectation value of the spin operator part should be
corrected such that the expectation value of the spin operator
is consistent with the observed magnetic moment. For the
neutron odd nucleus, we may approximate the spin operator
by the magnetic moment operator. Therefore, the expectation
value of the spin operator can be described by the observed
value of the Xe magnetic moment py, in the following way:

exp

MXe

Xe

= 0.203,

(Xe®$)|g, | Xe&s)) ~ (35% |O'Z|3S%)
where ,u;(g denotes the magnetic moment calculated by the
single particle state.

For the expectation value of -, we employed the Virial

2M>
theorem
2 1
Py g, (6.10)
2M [, 2
and the energy of the |3s%) state is taken to be
E3s =5.5w ~45MeV. (6.11)

Therefore Eq. (6.8) becomes
AE® (Xe) ~

edm

—0.0032 d;, Ecx:.

In this case, we can describe the EDM of Xe in terms of the
neutron EDM as

dx. ~ —0.00324,. (6.12)

Since the observed value of the Xe EDM is
dxe = (0.74+3.34+0.1) x 107%e - c.m.
we find
dy(Xe) ~ —(2.2+10.24+0.3) x 107 ¥e-c.m. (6.13)

which should be compared to the direct neutron EDM
measurement

d, ~ (0.19 £ 0.54) x 107 ¢ - c.m.

At present, the direct neutron EDM measurement gives
stronger constraint on the neutron EDM.

It should be noted that the numerical calculations carried
out here are obviously too much simplified as the shell model
calculations and the numerical estimations given here are only
reliable up to a factor of two or so. It is clear that the more
elaborate calculations should be done in future [29].
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B. Relativistic EDM of Hg atomic system

Now, we evaluate the Hg atomic system. For Hg nucleus,
we take again a simple-minded shell model wave function

[Hg®*)) = v3p1) ®0%). (6.14)
In this case, employing the following equation:
exp
(g (85)\ ~ Mre _
(Hg'®*|o;[Hg**') >~ (Bpiloz|3p1) x —5 = —0.263
Hg

we obtain the first order perturbation energy of Hg EDM
di
) = — (o 9.5.
AEU (Hg) = (Hg®*)| Y ca (01 Eex) VIIHE®)

2~ 0.0043 d, Ecx, (6.15)

where the energy of the |3 p%) state is taken to be
E3, = 6.50 >~ 46 MeV.

Therefore, we obtain the relation between the Hg EDM and
the neutron EDM as

dyg > 0.0043 d,,. (6.16)
Since the observed EDM of Hg atomic system is given as
dyg >~ —(1.06 £0.49 £ 0.40) x 107 ¢ - c.m.

we find the neutron EDM which is obtained from the Hg EDM
experiment

d,(Hg) ~ —(0.25 £ 0.12 £ 0.09) x 10 P e-c.m. (6.17)
This should be compared to the direct neutron EDM measure-
ment

d, ~(0.19+0.54) x 107¥ ¢ - c.m.
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and we find that the neutron EDM from the Hg atomic system
gives quite similar constraint on the neutron EDM.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

We have presented a new calculation of the atomic EDM
in terms of the perturbative evaluations of the nuclear finite
size effects as well as the relativistic effects. These effects are
free from Schiff’s theorem and contribute to the atomic EDM
as physical observables. In this calculation, we show that the
second order perturbation energy of EDM from the nuclear
finite size effects are extremely small and there is practically
no chance to extract the neutron EDM from the atomic EDM
measurement. On the other hand, the relativistic effects of
the nuclear EDM become around 0.3 and 0.4 % of the neutron
EDM in Xe and Hg atomic systems, respectively, and therefore
the neutron EDM extracted from the Hg atomic system is just
comparable with the direct neutron EDM measurement at the
present EDM accuracies for both of the observed values.

Since the shell model calculations in the present paper are
carried out with a simplified single particle nuclear model,
more reliable numerical calculations are necessary [29].

It seems that there are still many improvements in the
atomic EDM measurements and, therefore, if the measurement
accuracy of atomic EDM could be improved a great deal, there
is a good chance that the finite EDM may be observed from
the atomic EDM measurements.
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