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Reexamination of vacuum-polarization corrections

to the self-energy in muonic bound systems
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In muonic bound systems, the dominant radiative correction is due to vacuum polarization. Yet,
for the interpretation of precision experiments, self-energy effects are also important. In turn,
additional vacuum-polarization loops perturb the self-energy. Here, we show that combined self-
energy vacuum-polarization effects can perturb the bound-state self-energy at the percent level in
one-muon bound systems with nuclear charges Z = 1—6. We also update previous treatments of
the corrections for muonic hydrogen, muonic deuterium, and muonic helium bound systems.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The one-loop electronic vacuum-polarization (eVP)
correction to the Coulomb potential constitutes the most
numerically important radiative correction for the en-
ergies of bound states in muonic bound systems. Due
to the smaller effective Bohr radius as compared to
electronic systems, the muon penetrates the vacuum-
polarized charge cloud around the nucleus very effec-
tively, and the bound muon is exposed to a mean electric
field strength, which, even for nuclear charge numbers
Z > 3, surpasses not only the field strength achievable
in highly charged hydrogenlike ions with the heaviest nu-
clei, but also, Schwinger’s critical electric field strength
(see Fig. 3 of Ref. [1]).
Specifically, the leading energy shift mediated by eVP

in muonic bound systems is of the order of α(Zα)2mr,
where mr is the reduced mass of the bound system, Z is
the nuclear charge, and α is the fine-structure constant
(we set ~ = c = ǫ0 = 1). Self-energy (SE) shifts, by

✖ ✖

❡ ❡

✭❛✮

✖

❡ ❡

✭❜✮

FIG. 1. The Feynman diagrams for the vacuum-polarization
correction to the self-energy comprise a vacuum-polarization
insertion (a) into a Coulomb photon of the vertex diagram
and the second-order effect (b).

contrast, are parametrically suppressed in muonic bound
systems, and are of order α(Zα)4mr, enhanced by a log-
arithm of Zα. Except for the logarithmic enhancement,
this is the same magnitude as the correction due to vac-
uum polarization with muon loops (µVP), as well as the
first-order relativistic correction to the eVP (see Ref. [2]).
In electronic systems, the next-to-leading correc-

tion to the SE is of order α(Zα)5mr; it was calcu-
lated by Baranger, Bethe, and Feynman [3] (see also
Chap. 15 of Ref. [4]). In muonic systems, by contrast,
the eVP-mediated binding correction to the SE (SE-
eVP), of which the corresponding diagrams are shown
in Fig. 1, is logarithmically enhanced and of order
α2(Zα)4 ln[(Zα)−2]mr; it is thus of comparable magni-
tude to the effect of order α(Zα)5mr, if not larger. In
light muonic atoms, this effect is the largest out of all
corrections which enter at α2(Zα)4mr [5], as illustrated
in Fig. 2.
The SE-eVP effect in muonic atoms was first consid-

ered by Pachucki, who calculated it in the leading log-
arithmic approximation [Eq. (39) in [2]]. The numeri-
cal result for the 2P–2S Lamb shift in muonic hydrogen
was −0.5 µeV. Eides et al.. included it in their compila-
tion, with an estimated uncertainty of 20% [9]. However,
calculations beyond the leading-log approximation have
shown that there is a strong cancelation between the lead-
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Contributions specific to muonic atoms are denoted with cir-
cles and include the self-energy with electronic vacuum po-
larization (SE-eVP) calculated in this work. The eVP in-
sertion into the radiative photon of the one-loop self en-
ergy is denoted as SE(eVP); it is taken from Eqs. (65)—
(68) from Ref. [6]. The relativistic contributions to two-loop
eVP (Rel. eVP2, without recoil corrections to that effect) are
taken from Tables II and IV of Ref. [5], and Tables I—III of
Ref. [7]. The one-loop eVP with one-loop µVP (eVP-µVP) is
taken from Table VIII of Ref. [5] and Tables I-III of Ref. [7].
From Table 3 in [8], we can scale contributions originally
obtained for electronic systems, namely, the two-loop self-
energy SE2, the two-loop muonic vacuum polarization µVP2,
and the combination of self-energy and muonic vacuum po-
larization SE-µVP. These scaled contributions are denoted
with squares.

ing logarithmic effect and the vacuum-polarization cor-
rection to the nonlogarithmic term [10], so that the ap-
proximation only gives the correct order-of-magnitude.

Refined calculations of SE-eVP have been extended to
muonic deuterium and helium in Ref. [10]. Together
with many other calculated corrections, they are cur-
rently used in extractions of nuclear charge radii from
the laser spectroscopy of the Lamb shift in muonic atoms
(see Ref. [6] and references therein). Notably, the size of
the SE-eVP correction in muonic hydrogen is of simi-
lar magnitude as the currently dominating uncertainty,

which is that of the two-photon-exchange correction [6].
Moreover, for elements with Z > 2, a new genera-
tion of high-resolution x-ray spectroscopy experiments
is underway [11, 12], which could be followed by laser-
spectroscopic studies [13]. An interpretation of measured
transitions in terms of absolute nuclear charge radii ne-
cessitates the estimation of various QED effects, includ-
ing the SE-eVP, for which an accurate calculation is no-
tably missing in the literature.

In light of the above, in this work we validate and
correct the current results, increase their numerical pre-
cision, and extend them to heavier nuclei. Natural units
with ~ = c = ǫ0 = 1 are used throughout. In Sec. II, we
consider a rederivation of the relevant expressions for the
combined self-energy vacuum-polarization effect, based
on a version of nonrelativistic quantum electrodynamics
(NRQED) adapted to muonic bound systems. An update
on numerical results is presented in Sec. III. Conclusions
are reserved for Sec. IV.

II. REDERIVATION

A. NRQED Adapted to Muonic Systems

We start from the Lagrangian of NRQEDµ, which is
a variant of NRQED (Chap. 17 of Ref. [4]) adapted to
muonic bound systems [14],

L =
∑

i

ψ†
i

{

iDt +
~D 2

2mi
+

~D 4

8m3
i

+ c
(i)
F

qi
2mi

~σi · ~B

+ c
(i)
D

qi
8m2

i

(

~D · ~E − ~E · ~D
)

+ c
(i)
S

iqi
8m2

i

~σi ·
(

~D × ~E − ~E × ~D
)

+ · · ·
}

ψi

+ Ψ̄e (i γ
µDµ −me)Ψe

+ four-fermion contact terms

+ photon terms + counterterms

+ higher-order terms . (1)

The fields ψi are explicit nonrelativistic spinor fields, de-

scribing particles with charge qi. The fields ~E and ~B are
the quantized electric and magnetic fields. However, ac-

cording to Eq. (17.6) of Ref. [4], one should note that ~E
is given by

~E = −~∇A0 −
∂ ~A

∂t
, (2)

where the scalar potential A0 does not participate in the
quantization in Coulomb gauge. The covariant deriva-



3

tives are defined via the relations

Dt ψi =

(

∂

∂t
+ i qiA

0

)

ψi , (3a)

~Dψi =
(

~∇− i qi ~A
)

ψi . (3b)

In Eq. (1), Ψe is the fully relativistic electron-positron
field operator. The necessity to include the electron-
positron field in its full relativistic form stems from the
fact that the upper cutoff for the NRQED Lagrangian is
at the order of the muon mass scale mµ ∼ 106MeV. For
ordinary QED, the upper cutoff is at the electron mass
scale.
For NRQEDµ, one needs to take the electron-positron

field into account relativistically because the electron
mass scale is far below the cutoff scale. Therefore,
in particular, the integration of the virtual electron-
positron one-loop insertion into the photon propagator in
NRQEDµ leads to the Uehling potential in unexpanded
form, as exemplified in the replacement

VC = eA0 → VC + Vvp , (4)

where VC is the Coulomb potential. In the follow-
ing, we shall use the nuclear Coulomb potential VC and
the Uehling Vvp in the NRQEDµ Lagrangian within the
external-field approximation. The Uehling potential Vvp
is recalled in Appendix A, with its definition given in
Eq. (A4). Within NRQEDµ, the Uehling potential is
perturbative in the sense that the Coulomb potential is
dominant, and the Uehling correction is suppressed by
one power of the fine-structure constant. So, one cannot
absorb the electronic vacuum polarization into a match-
ing coefficient cVP. We remember that this matching
coefficient otherwise enters the NRQED Lagrangian via
the replacement −(1/4)Fµν F

µν → −(1/4)Fµν F
µν +

cVP Fµν [∂
2Fµν ], where cVP = α/(15π) according to

Eq. (17.29) of Ref. [4]. For NRQEDµ, the matching co-
efficient is appropriate for muonic vacuum polarization
(µVP) but not eVP.
For our purposes, we can restrict the sum over i in

Eq. (1) to the term i = µ for the (negatively charged)
muon. For the matching coefficients, we obtain according
to Eq. (17.26) of Ref. [4], to one-loop order,

c
(µ)
F = 1 +

α

2π
+O(α2), (5a)

c
(µ)
D = 1 +

4α

3π

{

−
1

ǫ
+ 2 ln

(

mµ

µ

)}

+O(α2), (5b)

c
(µ)
S = 1 +

α

π
+O(α2). (5c)

Here, the number of dimensions is d = 4 − 2ǫ, while µ is
the renormalization scale.
We consider the effects mediated by the Feynman di-

agrams in Fig. 1; specifically, Fig. 1(a) shows a vertex
correction with an eVP insertion in the Coulomb pho-
ton, while the diagram in Fig. 1(b) is a second-order ef-
fect involving both the bound-state self energy as well

as the vacuum-polarization. The double line denotes the
muon propagating in the binding Coulomb field. The
cross denotes the interaction with the nucleus. For low-
energy virtual photons in the vacuum-polarization loop,
diagram (a) represents the energy and Hamiltonian cor-
rections to the Bethe logarithm. Both diagrams were
treated in Ref. [10] and are revisited here. The SE-eVP
correction can be split up into a high-energy and a low-
energy part, depending on the energy of the virtual pho-
ton.

B. Low–Energy Part

The inclusion of the fully relativistic electron-positron
field operator in Eq. (1) implies that the photon propa-
gator, in NRQEDµ, receives corrections due to eVP. In
Coulomb gauge, this implies that the binding Coulomb
potential VC receives a perturbative correction due to
the Uehling potential Vvp. For two-body bound systems,
the spirit of NRQEDµ implies that the Uehling poten-
tial needs to be included in the potential energy eA0 ac-
cording to the replacement (4). We define the corrected
Hamiltonian H, the corrected bound-state energy En, the
corrected bound-state wave function Ψn, and the correc-
tion δφn of the bound-state wave function, as follows,

H = HS + Vvp , En = En + Evp , (6a)

Ψn = φn + δφn , δφn =
1

(En −HS)′
Vvp |φn〉 . (6b)

Here, [1/(En −HS)
′] is the reduced Green function, and

HS denotes the unperturbed Schrödinger Hamiltonian,
the Schrödinger–Coulomb energy is En, and the unper-
turbed Schrödinger–Pauli state is denoted as φn, where n
is a multi-index summarizing the bound-state quantum
numbers.
Under the addition of the Uehling potential, the low-

energy part of the self-energy, in dimensional regulariza-
tion [see Eq. (11.154) of Ref. [4]] generalizes to

∆ELEP = e2
D − 1

D

ΩD
(2π)D

1

2

∫ ∞

Λ

dk kD−2

×

〈

Ψn

∣

∣

∣

∣

pi

mµ

(

−
1

k
+

H− En
k2

−
(H− En)

2

k3

)

pi

mµ

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ψn

〉

+
2α

3π

∫ Λ

0

dk k

〈

Ψn

∣

∣

∣

∣

pi

mµ

1

En − k −H

pi

mµ

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ψn

〉

. (7)

Here, D = 3 − 2ǫ is the space dimension, while ΩD =
2πD/2/Γ(D/2) is the volume of the unit sphere embedded
in D-dimensional space. The idea is to introduce Λ as a
scale-separation parameter, which acts as an infrared reg-
ulator for the first term in Eq. (7), while it acts as an ul-
traviolet regulator for the second term in Eq. (7). In view
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of the presence of an infrared regulator in the first term
of Eq. (7), we can expand the integrand for large Λ. The
regularization is done dimensionally, so we use the results
[see Eq. (11.156) of Ref. [4]]

∫∞

Λ
dk kD−3 = −Λ + O(ε),

and
∫∞

Λ dk kD−4 = 1
2ε − ln(Λ) + O(ε). Furthermore,

one has the relation
∫∞

Λ dk kD−5 = 1
Λ + O(ε). The last

of these results implies that the term proportional to
(H−En)

2

k3 in the integrand in Eq. (7) can be neglected in
the limit of large Λ. One can easily convince oneself that
the dependence on Λ cancels when both terms in Eq. (7)
are added.
Using the MS conventions for the charge (see Chap. 10

of Ref. [4]),

e2 = (4π)D/2−1/2 α µ
3−D eγE(3/2−D/2)

= (4π)1−ǫ α µ
2ǫeγEε , (8)

and the identity

e2
D − 1

D

ΩD
(2π)D

1

2
=

2α

3π
+
αǫ

π

[

10

9
+

4

3
ln
(

µ

2

)

]

+O(ǫ2) ,

(9)
one obtains, following Eq. (11.157) of Ref. [4],

∆ELEP =
α

π

{

2

3
+ ǫ

[

10

9
+

4

3
ln
(

µ

2

)

]}[(

1

2ǫ
− ln(Λ)

)

×

〈

Ψn

∣

∣

∣

∣

pi

mµ
(H− En)

pi

mµ

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ψn

〉

+ Λ

〈

Ψn

∣

∣

∣

∣

~p 2

m2
µ

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ψn

〉]

+
4α

3π

(Zα)4

n3

m3
r

m2
µ

ln

(

2Λ

(Zα)2mr

)

〈

Ψn|
[

pi,
[

H− En, p
i
]]

|Ψn
〉

4(Zα)4m3
r

−
2α

3π
Λ

〈

Ψn

∣

∣

∣

∣

~p 2

m2
µ

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ψn

〉

−
4α

3π

(Zα)4

n3

m3
r

m2
µ

lnK0(n, ℓ) .

(10)

Here, lnK0(n, ℓ) is the Bethe logarithm, generalized to
the potential VC + Vvp, which reads

lnK0(nℓ) =
n3

2(Zα)4

×

〈

Ψn

∣

∣

∣

∣

pi

mr

H− En
mr

ln

(

2 |H − En|

(Zα)2mr

)

pi

mr

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ψn

〉

. (11)

The dependence on Λ in Eq. (10) cancels, as expected,
and the low-energy part is obtained as follows,

∆ELEP =
4α

3π

(Zα)4

n3

m3
r

m2
µ

[(

1

2ǫ
+

5

6
+ ln

(

µ

(Zα)2mr

))

×

〈

Ψn|
[

pi,
[

H− En, p
i
]]

|Ψn
〉

4(Zα)4m3
r

− lnK0(n, ℓ)

]

. (12)

After a perturbative expansion in the vacuum-
polarization potential, one obtains

〈

Ψn|
[

pi,
[

H− En, p
i
]]

|Ψn
〉

=
〈

φn

∣

∣

∣

~∇2(VC)
∣

∣

∣
φn

〉

+
〈

φn

∣

∣

∣

~∇2(Vvp)
∣

∣

∣
φn

〉

+ 2
〈

φn

∣

∣

∣

~∇2(VC)
∣

∣

∣
δφn

〉

+ . . .

(13)

where the first term is the leading one, pertinent to the
Coulomb potential. One verifies that, in leading order,
〈Ψn|[pi,[H−En,p

i]]|Ψn〉
4(Zα)4m3

r
≈

〈φn|~∇2(VC)|φn〉
4(Zα)4m3

r
= δℓ0/n

3, so that

to the first perturbative order in α/π, one has

4

3

〈

Ψn|
[

pi,
[

H− En, p
i
]]

|Ψn
〉

4(Zα)4m3
r

=
4

3

δℓ0
n3

+
α

π

V61
n3

, (14)

where

V61 =
4

3

〈

φn

∣

∣

∣

~∇2(Vvp)
∣

∣

∣
φn

〉

+ 2
〈

φn

∣

∣

∣

~∇2(VC)
∣

∣

∣
δφn

〉

4(Zα)4m3
r/n

3
.

(15)
The Bethe logarithm can be expanded as follows,

lnK0(nℓ) = ln k0(nℓ) +
α

π

(

L
(E)
60 + L

(ψ)
60 + L

(H)
60

)

, (16)

where ln k0(n, ℓ) is the leading term, obtained for the
Coulomb potential. We recall the relevant formula here
in a discrete-state representation,

ln k0(nℓ) =
n3

2(Zα)4

∑

a

∣

∣

∣

∣

〈

φn

∣

∣

∣

∣

~p

mr

∣

∣

∣

∣

φa

〉∣

∣

∣

∣

2
Ea − En
mr

× ln

(

2 |Ea − En|

(Zα)2mr

)

, (17)

where the sum over a contains the continuous spectrum.

Specifically, the corrections are given by the following formulas. For the energy-induced correction to the Bethe
logarithm, one obtains

α

π
L
(E)
60 = −

n3

2(Zα)4

〈

φn

∣

∣

∣

∣

pi

mr

[

1 + ln

(

2 |HS − En|

(Zα)2mr

)]

pi

mr

∣

∣

∣

∣

φn

〉

〈φn|Vvp|φn〉

= −
n3

2(Zα)4

∑

a

∣

∣

∣

∣

〈

φn

∣

∣

∣

∣

~p

mr

∣

∣

∣

∣

φa

〉∣

∣

∣

∣

2 [

1 + ln

(

2 |Ea − En|

(Zα)2mr

)]

〈φn|Vvp|φn〉 . (18)
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The wave-function induced correction to the Bethe logarithm is given as follows:

α

π
L
(ψ)
60 = 2×

n3

2(Zα)4

〈

φn

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

pi

mr

HS − En
mr

ln

(

2 |HS − En|

(Zα)2mr

)

pi

mr

(

1

En −HS

)′

Vvp

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

φn

〉

=
n3

2(Zα)4

∑

a

∑

b6=n

〈

φn

∣

∣

∣

∣

~p

mr

∣

∣

∣

∣

φa

〉

Ea − En
mr

ln

(

2 |Ea − En|

(Zα)2mr

) 〈

φa

∣

∣

∣

∣

~p

mr

∣

∣

∣

∣

φb

〉

〈φb |Vvp|φn〉

En − Eb
. (19)

In these formulas, the vacuum-polarization induced correction to the wave function δφn enters. The Hamiltonian-
induced correction to the Bethe logarithm is given as follows:

α

π
L
(H)
60 =

n3

2(Zα)4

∑

a

∑

b6=a

〈

φn

∣

∣

∣

~p
mr

∣

∣

∣
φa

〉〈

φb

∣

∣

∣

~p
mr

∣

∣

∣
φn

〉

Ea − Eb
〈φa|Vvp|φb〉

[

Ea − En
mr

ln

(

2 |Ea − En|

(Zα)2mr

)

−
Eb − En
mr

ln

(

2 |Eb − En|

(Zα)2mr

)]

+
n3

2(Zα)4

∑

a

∣

∣

∣

∣

〈

φn

∣

∣

∣

∣

~p

mr

∣

∣

∣

∣

φa

〉∣

∣

∣

∣

2
〈φa|Vvp|φa〉

mr

[

1 + ln

(

2 |Ea − En|

(Zα)2mr

)]

.

(20)

One might wonder about the contribution from a = n to the second term in the above expression, in view of the

fact that the expression ln
(

2|Ea−En|
(Zα)2 mr

)

diverges logarithmically when Ea → En. However, when |φa〉 = |φn〉, the

dipole transition matrix element
〈

φn

∣

∣

∣

~p
mr

∣

∣

∣
φa

〉

vanishes because of dipole selection rules. Conversely, when |φa〉 is

energetically degenerate with |φn〉 and a dipole transition is allowed, one can still show that the contribution to the
second term in Eq. (20) vanishes, in view of the fact the commutator relation ~p/mr = i[Hs, ~r], where ~r is the position
operator for the muon-nucleus distance. Summing Eqs. (18)—(20), the entire low-energy part is finally found as
follows,

ELEP =
4α

3π

(Zα)4

n3

m3
r

m2
µ

[(

1

2ǫ
+

5

6
+ ln

(

µ

(Zα)2mr

))

δℓ0 − ln k0(n, ℓ)

]

+
(α

π

)2 (Zα)4

n3

m3
r

m2
µ

[(

1

2ǫ
+

5

6
+ ln

(

µ

(Zα)2mr

))

V61 −
4

3
L60

]

, L60 = L
(E)
60 + L

(ψ)
60 + L

(H)
60 . (21)

An example is instructive. For the 2S state of µ12C,

one obtains L
(E)
60 = 0.042872, L

(ψ)
60 = 25.176577, L

(H)
60 =

−1.444258, so that the total is L60 = 23.775190. The
contribution of the wave function correction is by far the
numerically dominant term. For the 2P state of µ12C,

one obtains L
(E)
60 = −0.004020, L

(ψ)
60 = 0.133101, L

(H)
60 =

−0.213113, and L60 = −0.084033. For the 2P state,
the contribution of the wave function correction is not
numerically dominant.

C. High–Energy Part

In the spirit of NRQEDµ, the high-energy effects are
described by the effective operators given in Eq. (1).
From Eqs. (1) and (5), we obtain two effective poten-
tials V1 and V2. The first one, V1, is proportional to the

matching coefficient c
(µ)
D . After the subtraction of the

tree-level term, it reads as follows,

V1 = −[c
(µ)
D − 1]

e

2m2
µ

(

~D · ~E − ~E · ~D
)

= −[c
(µ)
D − 1]

1

2m2
µ

[~∇, [−~∇, (VC + Vvp)]]

=
α

3π

{

−
1

2ǫ
+ ln

(

mµ

µ

)}

1

m2
µ

~∇2(VC + Vvp) .(22)

It gives rise to an energy shift

E1 = 〈Ψn|V1|Ψn〉 =
α

3π

{

−
1

2ǫ
+ ln

(

mµ

µ

)}

×
1

m2
µ

〈Ψn|~∇
2(VC + Vvp)|Ψn〉 . (23)

Upon expansion of the matrix element of Ψn, one obtains

E1 =
4α

3π

(Zα)4

n3

m3
r

m2
µ

δℓ0

{

−
1

2ǫ
+ ln

(

mµ

µ

)}

+
(α

π

)2 (Zα)4

n3

m3
r

m2
µ

{

−
1

2ǫ
+ ln

(

mµ

µ

)}

V61 . (24)
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TABLE I. V61 are given for muonic bound systems with nuclear charges 1 ≤ Z ≤ 6. In the table, µ denotes the bound muon
in the one-muon ion (e.g., µH stands for muonic hydrogen).

Bound System n nS nP nD nF

µH n = 1 3.48559 × 100 — — —

n = 2 3.08601 × 100 −2.32702 × 10−2 — —

n = 3 2.97846 × 100 −2.63586 × 10−2 −3.95816 × 10−4 —

n = 4 2.92701 × 100 −2.73887 × 10−2 −5.39105 × 10−4 −5.10943 × 10−6

µD n = 1 3.61551 × 100 — — —

n = 2 3.18785 × 100 −2.45317 × 10−2 — —

n = 3 3.07361 × 100 −2.77042 × 10−2 −4.52469 × 10−4 —

n = 4 3.01904 × 100 −2.87606 × 10−2 −6.14095 × 10−4 −6.39300 × 10−6

3He n = 1 5.63331 × 100 — — —

n = 2 4.71873 × 100 −4.34521 × 10−2 — —

n = 3 4.47997 × 100 −4.66434 × 10−2 −2.13808 × 10−3 —

n = 4 4.36864 × 100 −4.77518 × 10−2 −2.69903 × 10−3 −9.47682 × 10−5

4He n = 1 5.66116 × 100 — — —

n = 2 4.73968 × 100 −4.36902 × 10−2 — —

n = 3 4.49884 × 100 −4.68662 × 10−2 −2.17286 × 10−3 —

n = 4 4.38660 × 100 −4.79716 × 10−2 −2.73963 × 10−3 −9.75778 × 10−5

6Li n = 1 6.99308 × 100 — — —

n = 2 5.75798 × 100 −5.38775 × 10−2 — —

n = 3 5.39966 × 100 −5.60455 × 10−2 −4.16289 × 10−3 —

n = 4 5.23866 × 100 −5.69489 × 10−2 −4.93839 × 10−3 −3.26874 × 10−4

7Li n = 1 7.00182 × 100 — — —

n = 2 5.76482 × 100 −5.39360 × 10−2 — —

n = 3 5.40560 × 100 −5.60964 × 10−2 −4.17775 × 10−3 —

n = 4 5.24424 × 100 −5.69982 × 10−2 −4.95397 × 10−3 −3.29113 × 10−4

9Be n = 1 7.97809 × 100 — — —

n = 2 6.54468 × 100 −5.97604 × 10−2 — —

n = 3 6.07555 × 100 −6.10772 × 10−2 −5.92496 × 10−3 —

n = 4 5.86969 × 100 −6.17936 × 10−2 −6.71458 × 10−3 −6.51908 × 10−4

10Be n = 1 7.98232 × 100 — — —

n = 2 6.54813 × 100 −5.97826 × 10−2 — —

n = 3 6.07849 × 100 −6.10959 × 10−2 −5.93277 × 10−3 —

n = 4 5.87242 × 100 −6.18115 × 10−2 −6.72215 × 10−3 −6.53629 × 10−4

10B n = 1 8.74561 × 100 — — —

n = 2 7.18337 × 100 −6.33768 × 10−2 — —

n = 3 6.61634 × 100 −6.41199 × 10−2 −7.34631 × 10−3 —

n = 4 6.36808 × 100 −6.46835 × 10−2 −8.05589 × 10−3 −1.01009 × 10−3

11B n = 1 8.74911 × 100 — — —

n = 2 7.18633 × 100 −6.33915 × 10−2 — —

n = 3 6.61884 × 100 −6.41323 × 10−2 −7.35273 × 10−3 —

n = 4 6.37036 × 100 −6.46951 × 10−2 −8.06179 × 10−3 −1.01192 × 10−3

12C n = 1 9.38273 × 100 — — —

n = 2 7.73120 × 100 −6.57915 × 10−2 — —

n = 3 7.07880 × 100 −6.61595 × 10−2 −8.49235 × 10−3 —

n = 4 6.78910 × 100 −6.65964 × 10−2 −9.09077 × 10−3 −1.37077 × 10−3

13C n = 1 9.38524 × 100 — — —

n = 2 7.73339 × 100 −6.58001 × 10−2 — —

n = 3 7.08065 × 100 −6.61667 × 10−2 −8.49675 × 10−3 —

n = 4 6.79078 × 100 −6.66032 × 10−2 −9.09467 × 10−3 −1.37229 × 10−3

The second effective potential which follows from Eq. (1)

and (5), is proportional to c
(µ)
S (we exclude the tree-level

term),

V2 = −[c
(µ)
S − 1]

i e

8m2
µ

~σ ·
(

~D × ~E − ~E × ~D
)

= [c
(µ)
S − 1]

i e

4m2
µ

~σ · ~E × ~∇

= −[c
(µ)
S − 1]

1

4m2
µ

~σ · (−~∇(VC + Vvp))× (−i~∇)

=
α

π

1

4m2
µ

1

r

∂(VC + Vvp)

∂r
~σ · ~L , (25)

where ~L = ~r×~p. Its expectation value, E2 = 〈Ψn|V2|Ψn〉,
needs to be evaluated. For the angular part, we have the
identity

〈~σ·~L〉 = −(κ+1) =

{

ℓ (j = ℓ+ 1/2)
−ℓ− 1 (j = ℓ− 1/2)

, (26)

where κ = (−1)j+ℓ+1/2 (j + 1/2) is the Dirac angular
quantum number. Here, we seek the evaluation of the di-
agonal matrix element of a reference state with quantum
numbers n, ℓ and j (principal, orbital angular momentum
and total angular momentum). One also verifies that, for

ℓ 6= 0, one has the relation 〈~σ · ~L〉/(ℓ(ℓ + 1)) = −1/κ.

For ℓ 6= 0, one therefore has the relation
〈

φn

∣

∣

∣

~σ·~L
r3

∣

∣

∣
φn

〉

=
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TABLE II. Same as Table I, but for N60 Coefficients.

Bound System n nP nD nF

µH n = 2 2.13804 × 10−2 — —
n = 3 2.37590 × 10−2 1.54906 × 10−4 —
n = 4 2.44563 × 10−2 2.10042 × 10−4 1.16747 × 10−6

µD n = 2 2.32830 × 10−2 — —
n = 3 2.57550 × 10−2 1.82541 × 10−4 —
n = 4 2.64692 × 10−2 2.46521 × 10−4 1.50051 × 10−6

µ3He n = 2 6.69813 × 10−2 — —
n = 3 6.81191 × 10−2 1.40225 × 10−3 —
n = 4 6.82046 × 10−2 1.73793 × 10−3 3.48674 × 10−5

µ4He n = 2 6.77811 × 10−2 — —
n = 3 6.88460 × 10−2 1.43480 × 10−3 —
n = 4 6.89077 × 10−2 1.77565 × 10−3 3.61374 × 10−5

µ6Li n = 2 1.12317 × 10−1 — —
n = 3 1.07604 × 10−1 3.80629 × 10−3 —
n = 4 1.05919 × 10−1 4.36073 × 10−3 1.66880 × 10−4

µ7Li n = 2 1.12649 × 10−1 — —
n = 3 1.07883 × 10−1 3.82800 × 10−3 —
n = 4 1.06182 × 10−1 4.38324 × 10−3 1.68383 × 10−4

µ9Be n = 2 1.52741 × 10−1 — —
n = 3 1.40987 × 10−1 6.86843 × 10−3 —
n = 4 1.37108 × 10−1 7.40339 × 10−3 4.24422 × 10−4

µ10Be n = 2 1.52927 × 10−1 — —
n = 3 1.41138 × 10−1 6.88440 × 10−3 —
n = 4 1.37248 × 10−1 7.41868 × 10−3 4.25988 × 10−4

µ10B n = 2 1.88102 × 10−1 — —
n = 3 1.69680 × 10−1 1.02037 × 10−2 —
n = 4 1.63409 × 10−1 1.05066 × 10−2 7.95348 × 10−4

µ11B n = 2 1.88270 × 10−1 — —
n = 3 1.69817 × 10−1 1.02210 × 10−2 —
n = 4 1.63533 × 10−1 1.05223 × 10−2 7.97480 × 10−4

µ12C n = 2 2.19659 × 10−1 — —
n = 3 1.95305 × 10−1 1.36546 × 10−2 —
n = 4 1.86517 × 10−1 1.35812 × 10−2 1.26289 × 10−3

µ13C n = 2 2.19786 × 10−1 — —
n = 3 1.95410 × 10−1 1.36694 × 10−2 —
n = 4 1.86610 × 10−1 1.35942 × 10−2 1.26507 × 10−3

2(Zαmr)
3〈~σ·~L〉

n3 ℓ (ℓ+1) (2ℓ+1) = − 2(Zαmr)
3

n3 κ (2ℓ+1) , and we need the matrix el-

ement
〈

φn
∣

∣

1
r3

∣

∣φn
〉

= 2(Zαmr)
3

n3 ℓ (ℓ+1) (2ℓ+1) = − 2(Zαmr)
3

n3 κ (2ℓ+1) . Fi-

nally, E2 evaluates to the following expression,

E2 = 〈Ψn|V2|Ψn〉 =
α

π

1

4m2
µ

〈

φn

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

r

∂VC
∂r

~σ · ~L

∣

∣

∣

∣

φn

〉

+
(α

π

)2 (Zα)4

n3

m3
r

m2
µ

M60

=
α

π

(Zα)4

n3

m3
r

m2
µ

(

−
1− δℓ0

2κ(2ℓ+ 1)

)

+
(α

π

)2 (Zα)4

n3

m3
r

m2
µ

〈~σ · ~L〉N60 .

(27)

Here, M60 = 〈~σ · ~L〉N60 = −(κ + 1)N60 is a coefficient
that vanishes for S states. (The notation M60 was used

in Ref. [10].) For N60, we obtain the result

N60 =
n3

4(α/π)(Zα)4m3
r

×

(

〈

φn

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

r

∂Vvp
∂r

∣

∣

∣

∣

φn

〉

+ 2

〈

φn

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

r

∂VC
∂r

∣

∣

∣

∣

δφn

〉

)

. (28)

D. End Result

We now add the results from Eqs. (21), (24) and (27),
and observe that both the dependence on the dimensional
parameter ǫ as well as the dependence on the renormal-
ization scale µ cancel. One obtains two terms, the first
of which is the plain bound-state self-energy, while the
second one is the vacuum-polarization correction to the
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TABLE III. Same as Table I, but for L60 Coefficients.

Bound System n nS nP nD nF

µH n = 1 1.23958 × 101 — — —

n = 2 1.12836 × 101 −1.45598 × 10−2 — —

n = 3 1.10260 × 101 −1.75766 × 10−2 3.23884 × 10−4 —

n = 4 1.09110 × 101 −1.89727 × 10−2 4.46707 × 10−4 8.50224 × 10−6

µD n = 1 1.27625 × 101 — — —

n = 2 1.15765 × 101 −1.54461 × 10−2 — —

n = 3 1.13033 × 101 −1.86690 × 10−2 3.70482 × 10−4 —

n = 4 1.11815 × 101 −2.01472 × 10−2 5.08205 × 10−4 1.06413 × 10−5

µ3He n = 1 1.82976 × 101 — — —

n = 2 1.58488 × 101 −3.22934 × 10−2 — —

n = 3 1.52902 × 101 −3.93437 × 10−2 1.75344 × 10−3 —

n = 4 1.50450 × 101 −4.20972 × 10−2 2.13524 × 10−3 1.59537 × 10−4

µ4He n = 1 1.83727 × 101 — — —

n = 2 1.59060 × 101 −3.25737 × 10−2 — —

n = 3 1.53426 × 101 −3.96804 × 10−2 1.78155 × 10−3 —

n = 4 1.50954 × 101 −4.24497 × 10−2 2.16492 × 10−3 1.64306 × 10−4

µ6Li n = 1 2.19297 × 101 — — —

n = 2 1.86418 × 101 −4.77365 × 10−2 — —

n = 3 1.78130 × 101 −5.73498 × 10−2 3.31549 × 10−3 —

n = 4 1.74602 × 101 −6.07326 × 10−2 3.59651 × 10−3 5.53860 × 10−4

µ7Li n = 1 2.19528 × 101 — — —

n = 2 1.86599 × 101 −4.78479 × 10−2 — —

n = 3 1.78291 × 101 −5.74758 × 10−2 3.32625 × 10−3 —

n = 4 1.74755 × 101 −6.08615 × 10−2 3.60521 × 10−3 5.57659 × 10−4

µ9Be n = 1 2.45362 × 101 — — —

n = 2 2.07107 × 101 −6.13071 × 10−2 — —

n = 3 1.96329 × 101 −7.23762 × 10−2 4.49031 × 10−3 —

n = 4 1.91833 × 101 −7.59775 × 10−2 4.41305 × 10−3 1.10344 × 10−3

µ10Be n = 1 2.45473 × 101 — — —

n = 2 2.07197 × 101 −6.13697 × 10−2 — —

n = 3 1.96408 × 101 −7.24443 × 10−2 4.49498 × 10−3 —

n = 4 1.91907 × 101 −7.60460 × 10−2 4.41566 × 10−3 1.10634 × 10−3

µ10B n = 1 2.65584 × 101 — — —

n = 2 2.23674 × 101 −7.32449 × 10−2 — —

n = 3 2.10699 × 101 −8.52266 × 10−2 5.23394 × 10−3 —

n = 4 2.05288 × 101 −8.88038 × 10−2 4.72294 × 10−3 1.69929 × 10−3

µ11B n = 1 2.65676 × 101 — — —

n = 2 2.23751 × 101 −7.33019 × 10−2 — —

n = 3 2.10765 × 101 −8.52874 × 10−2 5.23675 × 10−3 —

n = 4 2.05350 × 101 −8.88641 × 10−2 4.72354 × 10−3 1.70230 × 10−3

µ12C n = 1 2.82330 × 101 — — —

n = 2 2.37752 × 101 −8.39889 × 10−2 — —

n = 3 2.22857 × 101 −9.66721 × 10−2 5.63452 × 10−3 —

n = 4 2.16554 × 101 −1.00070 × 10−1 4.69932 × 10−3 2.28402 × 10−3

µ13C n = 1 2.82396 × 101 — — —

n = 2 2.37808 × 101 −8.40327 × 10−2 — —

n = 3 2.22906 × 101 −9.67187 × 10−2 5.63562 × 10−3 —

n = 4 2.16599 × 101 −1.00116 × 10−1 4.69868 × 10−3 2.28645 × 10−3

self energy,

ELEP + E1 + E2 = ESE + ESE−eVP . (29)

The plain self-energy is verified as follows,

ESE =
α

π

(Zα)4

n3

m3
r

m2
µ

[

4

3

{

ln

(

mµ

(Zα)2mr

)

+
5

6

}

δℓ0

−
mµ

mr

1− δℓ0
2κ(2ℓ+ 1)

−
4

3
ln k0(n, ℓ)

]

. (30)

We here restore the correct reduced-mass dependence of
the anomalous-magnetic-moment term, which is due to
the proton’s convection current [4]. The end result for

the SE-eVP term is as follows,

ESE−eVP =
(α

π

)2 (Zα)4

n3

m3
r

m2
µ

[

V61

{

ln

(

mµ

(Zα)2mr

)

+
5

6

}

+
mµ

mr
〈~σ · ~L〉N60 −

4

3
L60

]

. (31)

The angular part 〈~σ · ~L〉 is given in Eq. (26).
For reference, we may point out that, in comparison

to the treatment in Ref. [15], the final result is to elim-
inate the “2” in the argument of the logarithm, replace
10/9 → 5/6, and supply prefactor mµ/mr in front of
M60. We also take the opportunity to correct the reduced
mass dependence of the spin-orbit effect as compared to
Ref. [10], namely, the presence of the additional factor
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TABLE IV. Comparison of leading-logarithmic results for
the SE-eVP correction to various quantities, in meV. The
notation for the energy intervals is nL–nL′

≡ E(nL)−E(nL′).
By the leading logarithmic approximation, we understand the
result obtained by setting N60 = L60 = 0 in Eq. (31). We note
that the inclusion of the nonlogarithmic terms shifts the result
considerably. For example, in the case of µ11B, the result for
2S–1S shifts from −57.4meV to −26.4meV.

This Work Others

2S in µH 0.00488 0.00486 (Ref. [22])

2S in µD 0.00586 0.00589 (Ref. [22])

2S in µ3He 0.1273 0.1277 (Ref. [22])

2S in µ4He 0.1313 0.1314 (Ref. [22])

2P–2S in µH −0.00492 −0.005 (Ref. [2])

−0.00490 (Ref. [22])

2P–2S in µD −0.00591 −0.0047 (Ref. [24])

2P–2S in µ3He −0.1285 −0.1008 (Ref. [23])

2P–2S in µ4He −0.1325 −0.1074 (Ref. [23])

2P–2S in µ6Li −0.764 −0.23 (Ref. [7])

2P–2S in µ7Li −0.771 −0.23 (Ref. [7])

2P–2S in µ9Be −2.60 −0.71 (Ref. [7])

2P–2S in µ10Be −2.61 −0.71 (Ref. [7])

2P–2S in µ10B −6.61 −1.66 (Ref. [7])

2P–2S in µ11B −6.63 −1.66 (Ref. [7])

2S–1S in µH −0.0392 −0.0281 (Ref. [25])

2S–1S in µD −0.0473 −0.0285 (Ref. [25])

2S–1S in µ3He −1.089 −0.2597 (Ref. [25])

2S–1S in µ4He −1.123 −0.2708 (Ref. [25])

2S–1S in µ7Li −6.66 −1.93 (Ref. [26])

2S–1S in µ9Be −22.6 −6.21 (Ref. [26])

2S–1S in µ11B −57.4 −15.18 (Ref. [26])

3S–1S in µH −0.0427 −0.0294 (Ref. [27])

mµ/mr.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS

A. Numerical Methods

Let us discuss the numerical methods employed in the
evaluation of both the low-energy part (Sec. II B) and the
high-energy part (Sec. II C).
The computationally easiest task is to evaluate the cor-

rection L
(E)
60 given in Eq. (18); the procedure is com-

pletely analogous to the relativistic-energy correction to
the Bethe logarithm given in Eq. (42) of Ref. [16]. One
calculates the derivative (with respect to the reference-
state energy) of the matrix element of the (nonrelativis-
tic) dynamic polarizability of the reference state. For 1S,
2S and 3S states, analytic results for the dynamic polar-
izability have been given in Refs. [17, 18]. After differ-
entiation with respect to the reference-state energy, one
multiplies by the diagonal matrix element of the Uehling

potential, integrates over the energy of the virtual pho-
ton up to an upper cutoff Λ, and extracts the finite part
of the integral according to the procedure outlined in
Eqs. (7)—(10).

An alternative method for the calculation of correc-
tion to the Bethe logarithm due to the reference-state
energy is based on a discretization of the Schrödinger–
Coulomb problem on an exponential lattice [19, 20] where
one obtains a pseudo-spectrum representing the contin-
uum states. This method has recently been used [21] for
the calculation of relativistic Bethe logarithms for highly
excited D states in hydrogenlike systems. The advantage
of the latter method is that unified formulas can be used
for the evaluation of the transition matrix elements of
the reference to the virtual state, and for the summation
over the virtual continuum states.

The second method, based on a discretized representa-
tion of the Schrödinger–Coulomb propagator, has com-
putational advantages for the wave-function correction

L
(ψ)
60 , as given in Eq. (19), and especially for the Hamil-

tonian correction L
(H)
60 , given in Eq. (20). In the analytic

approach, if one inserts the Uehling potential as a per-
turbation to the dynamic polarizability as in Eq. (41) of
Ref. [16], one invariably ends of with matrix elements in-
volving two Schrödinger–Coulomb propagators with the
Uehling potential sandwiched in between. The calcula-
tion necessitates a double summation over the virtual
states of the Sturmian decomposition of the Schrödinger–
Coulomb propagators. It is computationally a lot easier
to evaluate, explicitly and on an exponential numerical
lattice [19, 21], the sums over the virtual states given in
Eq. (20).

Numerical results for V61, N60 and L60 are given in Ta-
bles I, II and III, respectively. These can be used in order
to evaluate the SE-eVP correction for all reference states
with principal quantum numbers n ≤ 4, for muonic ions
with principal quantum numbers Z ≤ 6, as indicated.
Our numerical results for V61 are more accurate than,
and confirm the entries in, Eq. (3.8) of Ref. [15] where
a nonperturbative approach in the vacuum-polarization
potential was employed.

B. Leading Logarithm

The energy proportional to V61 in Eq. (31) corresponds
to the leading-logarithmic approximation which was cal-
culated a while ago for the Lamb shift in muonic hydro-
gen by Pachucki [2]. As several authors have used this
approximation, it is instructive to compare our results
with theirs in Table IV. We obtain a good agreement
with the original calculation by Pachucki (Ref. [2]), and
Borie’s calculations [22], and some of the results com-
municated in Ref. [23], but discrepancies remain with
respect to other investigations. The origin of the dis-
agreement is not clear to us.
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C. Lamb Shift

While the numerical results for V61, N60 and L60, given
in Tables I, II and III, allow us to evaluate the SE-eVP
correction for all reference states with principal quantum
numbers n ≤ 4, it is instructive to present a few numer-
ical examples. We choose the 2P1/2–2S energy differ-
ence, and remember that, according to Eq. (31), there is
a residual dependence on the electron-spin orientation.
We obtain the following results,

L(µH) = − 0.002715meV , (32a)

L(µD) = − 0.003267meV , (32b)

L(µ3He) = − 0.067312meV , (32c)

L(µ4He) = − 0.069711meV , (32d)

L(µ6Li) = − 0.381975meV , (32e)

L(µ7Li) = − 0.385313meV , (32f)

L(µ9Be) = − 1.23960meV , (32g)

L(µ10Be) = − 1.24460meV , (32h)

L(µ10B) = − 2.99936meV , (32i)

L(µ11B) = − 3.00906meV , (32j)

L(µ12C) = − 6.10714meV , (32k)

L(µ13C) = − 6.12101meV . (32l)

Numerically, these entries are a lot smaller in magni-
tude than those obtained in the leading-logarithmic ap-
proximation from Table IV, in view of a partial mutual
cancelation between the logarithmic and non-logarithmic
terms.
Our result for the 2P1/2–2S Lamb shift in muonic hy-

drogen differs by less than 1% from that of a recent calcu-
lation, which employed different numerical methods [20].
Nevertheless, the contributions to individual levels differ
by up to 25%.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have evaluated the combined self-
energy vacuum-polarization correction to the bound-
state energy levels of one-muon ions with nuclear charge
numbers Z ≤ 6. We have investigated the one-muon ions
with stable (or very long-lived) nuclei, i.e., µH and µD
(Z = 1), µ3He and µ4He (Z = 2), µ6Li and µ7Li (with
Z = 3), µ9Be and µ10Be (with Z = 4), µ10B and µ11B
(where Z = 5), and carbon ions, µ12C and µ13C (Z = 6).
According to Eq. (31), the SE-eVP correction can be

expressed in terms of three coefficients, V61, N60 and L60,
which represent the leading-logarithmic approximation
(V61), the anomalous-magnetic-moment term (N60), and
the eVP-induced correction to the Bethe logarithm (L60).
Results are given in Tables I, II and III. In light muonic
atoms, we confirm that the SE-eVP effect is the largest
out of all corrections which enter at α2(Zα)4mr [5], as
illustrated in Fig. 2.

The numerical methods used in our calculations are
described in Sec. III A. We rely on a discretization of
the Schrödinger–Coulomb propagator on a numerical lat-
tice [19–21]. The discrete-state representations of the
energy, wave-function and Hamiltonian corrections to
the Bethe logarithm are employed [see Eqs. (18), (19)
and (20)]. Values for the contributions to the Lamb shift
(in the leading logarithmic approximation) are given in
Sec. III B, while the nonlogarithmic terms are added in
Sec. III C. A partial mutual cancelation is observed be-
tween the logarithmic and nonlogarithmic terms. Our
calculations advance the precision theory of the spectrum
of muonic ions.
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Appendix A: Uehling Potential and Numerical

Integration

We aim to find a representation of the Uehling poten-
tial suitable for numerical integration on a lattice. To
this end, we start from Eq. (10.245) of Ref. [4], where
the Uehling potential is given as follows,

Vvp(r) = −
2α(Zα)

3πr

∫ ∞

2m

dq
e−qr

q

√

1−
4m2

q2

(

1 +
2m2

q2

)

.

(A1)
We are integrating from the threshold q = 2m of pair
production. Now, we should transform to atomic units,
adapted to a two-particle muonic bound system with re-
duced mass mr,

β =
me

Zαmr
= a0me , a0 =

1

Zαmr
, (A2)

r = a0ρ , mer = βρ . (A3)

This defines the generalized Bohr radius a0 and the
electron-nucleus distance ρ in atomic units. Recoil pa-
rameters for muonic bound systems with nuclear charge
numbers 1 ≤ Z ≤ 6 are as follows, β(µH) = 0.737384,
β(µD) = 0.700086, β(µ3He) = 0.343843, β(µ4He) =
0.340769, β(µ6Li) = 0.225085, β(µ7Li) = 0.224491,
β(µ9Be) = 0.167774, β(µ10Be) = 0.167565, β(µ10B) =
0.134052, β(µ11B) = 0.133916, β(µ12C) = 0.111503,
β(µ13C) = 0.111422. After the substitution q =

2m
[

1 + ξ
2βρ

]

, the scaled Uehling potential Uvp(ρ), for
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a muonic bound system with recoil parameter β, is ob-
tained as

Uvp(ρ) =
Vvp(r)

(α/π) (Zα)2mr
= −

2 exp(−2βρ)

3ρ

×

∫ ∞

0

dξ e−ξ
√

ξ
√

4βρ+ ξ
6(βρ)2 + 4βρξ + ξ2

(2βρ+ ξ)4
. (A4)

In the numerical implementation, one integrates over ξ
from ξ = 0 to ξ = 4 by Gauss–Legendre integration, then
using Gauss–Laguerre from ξ = 4 to ξ = ∞.
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