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Three-loop electronic vacuum-polarization corrections due to irreducible diagrams are evaluated
for two-body muonic ions with nuclear charge numbers 1 ≤ Z ≤ 6. The corrections are of order
α3(Zα)2 mr, where α is the fine-structure constant and mr is the reduced mass. Numerically,
the energy corrections are found to be of the same order-of-magnitude as the largest of the order
α2(Zα)6mr corrections, and are thus phenomenologically interesting. Our method of calculation
eliminates numerical uncertainty encountered in other approaches.

I. INTRODUCTION

Energy corrections to bound states of muonic ions due
to electronic vacuum-polarization effects are known to be
numerically large, due to the smallness of the generalized
Bohr radius of the muonic ions. For the n-loop energy
shift E(n), one obtains the estimates E(n) ∼ αn(Zα)2mr,
where α is the fine-structure constant, Z is the nuclear
charge number, and mr is the reduced mass of the two-
body system.

In particular, the two-loop vacuum-polarization con-
tributions to the 2P–2S energy shift in muonic hydrogen
has recently been re-evaluated in Ref. [1]. From the irre-
ducible two-loop diagrams, one obtains a contribution of
1.25298meV [see Eq. (71) of Ref. [1]], while, from the re-
ducible diagram, one obtains 0.25495meV [see Eq. (72) of
Ref. [1]. These results confirm the two-loop corrections
obtained in Ref. [2]. The sum of the two-loop contri-
butions is about five times larger than the energy shift
corresponding to the so-called proton radius puzzle [3–5].

Hence, it is of interest to consider the three-loop
vacuum polarization effect for the bound states in
muonic ions. The scalar vacuum polarization function
Π(3)(q2) describing the irreducible three-loop vacuum-
polarization diagrams has been discussed in its asymp-
totic (short-distance, high q2) limit in the context of the
Gell–Mann Low ψ function (see Ref. [6]) and for the
Callan–Symanzik renormalization group (see Ref. [7]).
The evaluation of three-loop vacuum-polarization correc-
tions in bound systems relies on knowledge of Π(3)(q2)
beyond the asymptotic (short-distance) regime. The
three-loop vacuum polarization spectral density function

Im
[
Π

(3)
R (q2)

]
has recently been evaluated analytically [8].

Using the spectral density, the full three-loop vacuum po-

larization function Π
(3)
R (q2) can be conveniently obtained

using a subtracted dispersion relation.
For muonic bound states, the evaluation of three-loop

energy corrections has been discussed in Refs. [9–11].
Here, we are concerned with the evaluation of the ir-
reducible three-loop contribution, which, from the point
of view of quantum field theory, probably constitutes the
conceptually most interesting, gauge-invariant, subset of
three-loop corrections.

This paper is organized as follows. Some relevant
properties of the spectral function of three-loop vacuum-

polarization function are discussed in Sec. II, before
we consider the numerical evaluation of the three-loop
energy shifts in Sec. III. Conclusions are reserved for
Sec. IV. We use natural units in this paper with ℏ = c =
ϵ0 = 1. In addition, we use the “West-Coast” convention
for the space-time metric: gµν = diag(1,−1,−1,−1),
where µ, ν = 0, 1, 2, 3.

II. ANALYTIC DERIVATION

Our calculations make extensive use of the spectral
function of three-loop vacuum polarization, which was re-
cently obtained expressed in terms of generalized polylog-
arithms in Ref. [8]. The irreducible three-loop diagrams
are shown in Fig. 1. We use the vacuum-polarization
function in the conventions of Ref. [1] and assume it to
be renormalized on-shell so that ΠR(0) = 0. We consider
the expansion

ΠR(q
2) = Π

(1)
R (q2) + Π

(2)
R (q2) + Π

(3)
R (q2) + . . . , (1)

where the superscript denotes the loop order. Each order
separately fulfills the subtracted dispersion relation

Π
(n)
R (q2) =

q2

π

∫ ∞

4m2
e

dq′2
Im
[
Π

(n)
R (q′2 + iϵ)

]
q′2(q′2 − q2)

. (2)

where care has been taken to fulfill the condition that
Π

(n)
R (q2) needs to vanish for zero q2. We scale the nth

loop order as in Eq. (11a) of Ref. [1],

Π
(n)
R (q2) =

(α
π

)n
P

(n)
R (q2) . (3)

When comparing to Eq. (2.1) and Eq. (3.9) of Ref. [8],
one realizes that the relation of our nth-loop function

Π
(n)
R and the ρ(n) of Ref. [8] is

Im
[
Π

(n)
R (q2)

]
=
( α
4π

)n
ρ(n)(q2) . (4)

which implies, in particular, that

Im
[
P

(n)
R (q2)

]
=
ρ(n)(q2)

22n
. (5)

ar
X

iv
:2

41
2.

17
53

5v
1 

 [
he

p-
ph

] 
 2

3 
D

ec
 2

02
4



2

FIG. 1. The irreducible three-loop vacuum-polarization diagrams are shown, with the fermion lines denoting the virtual
electrons and virtual positrons.
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FIG. 2. The two-fermion threshold contribution to the imag-
inary part of the three-loop vacuum-polarization function is
given as Q2m(q2) in Eq. (8). It has an integrable singularity
at the threshold q2 = (2me)

2 [see Eq. (9)].

16 18 20 22 24 26 28 30

0.000

0.001

0.002

0.003

0.004

0.005

q
2/me

2

Q
4
M
(q

2
)

FIG. 3. Same as Fig. 2, but for the four-fermion threshold
contribution Q4m(q2). It ramps up smoothly from the thresh-
old at q2 = (4me)

2 [see Eq. (11)].

The one-loop function Im
[
P

(n)
R (q2)

]
is given as

Im
[
P

(1)
R (q2)

]
=
π

6
v (3− v2)Θ(q2 − 4m2

e) . (6)

This result is well known and confirmed in Eq. (28) of
Ref. [1] and Eq. (3.1) of Ref. [8], upon setting the number
of fermion flavors N = 1 in the latter and realizing that
the β variable, in the notation of Ref. [8], is equal to the
Schwinger v parameter [12], which reads as

v =

√
1− 4m2

e

q2
. (7)

The three-loop diagrams (n = 3) are depicted in Fig. 1.
These are naturally divided into five categories. The first
two diagrams in the upper row of Fig. 1 are vacuum-
polarization insertions in the inner virtual photon of the
two-loop effect (first category). The next category (the
rightmost three diagrams in the upper row) are two-loop
self-energy insertions in one of the fermion lines of the
one-loop effect. The first two diagrams in the second
row are self-energy and vertex corrections to the one-
loop vertex correction diagram (fourth category). The
last three diagrams in the lower row are generated from
the one-loop vacuum-polarization graph via the insertion
of an equal number of photon vertices in the upper and
lower fermion lines (fifth category).
The imaginary part of the three-loop diagrams given

in Fig. 1 can be written as

Im
[
P

(3)
R (q2 + iϵ)

]
= Q2m(q2)Θ(q2 − (2me)

2)

+Q4m(q2)Θ(q2 − (4me)
2) . (8)

where the function Q2m(q2) summarizes the terms with
a two-fermion threshold, where the terms with a four-
fermion threshold are summarized in Q4m(q2). The for-
mer are obtained, for example, by cutting the third di-
agram in the upper row of Fig. 1 right in the middle of
the inner fermion lines, and using the Cutkosky rules [13].
However, there are additional terms with a four-fermion
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TABLE I. Three-loop energy shifts due to irreducible three-loop diagrams are given for muonic bound systems in
the range 1 ≤ Z ≤ 6 of nuclear charge numbers, given in units of meV. The numerical uncertainties are ±1 in the
least significant digit shown.

Bound System n nS nP nD nF

µH n = 1 −2.5148 × 10−2 — — —

n = 2 −2.6243 × 10−3 −6.5673 × 10−4 — —

n = 3 −7.5797 × 10−4 −2.0310 × 10−4 −1.0841 × 10−5 —

n = 4 −3.1704 × 10−4 −8.6759 × 10−5 −6.0104 × 10−6 −1.1495 × 10−7

µD n = 1 −2.7476 × 10−2 — — —

n = 2 −2.8541 × 10−3 −7.7875 × 10−4 — —

n = 3 −8.2386 × 10−4 −2.3863 × 10−4 −1.4109 × 10−5 —

n = 4 −3.4454 × 10−4 −1.0167 × 10−4 −7.7703 × 10−6 −1.6478 × 10−7

µ3He n = 1 −1.6343 × 10−1 — — —

n = 2 −1.8071 × 10−2 −1.2009 × 10−2 — —

n = 3 −5.0874 × 10−3 −3.1380 × 10−3 −7.0445 × 10−4 —

n = 4 −2.1163 × 10−3 −1.2868 × 10−3 −3.3621 × 10−4 −2.8701 × 10−5

µ4He n = 1 −1.6550 × 10−1 — — —

n = 2 −1.8348 × 10−2 −1.2280 × 10−2 — —

n = 3 −5.1618 × 10−3 −3.2020 × 10−3 −7.3004 × 10−4 —

n = 4 −2.1470 × 10−3 −1.3124 × 10−3 −3.4757 × 10−4 −3.0182 × 10−5

µ6Li n = 1 −4.3559 × 10−1 — — —

n = 2 −5.6686 × 10−2 −4.7059 × 10−2 — —

n = 3 −1.5350 × 10−2 −1.1362 × 10−2 −4.9511 × 10−3 —

n = 4 −6.3292 × 10−3 −4.5635 × 10−3 −2.0785 × 10−3 −3.8702 × 10−4

µ7Li n = 1 −4.3712 × 10−1 — — —

n = 2 −5.6952 × 10−2 −4.7315 × 10−2 — —

n = 3 −1.5418 × 10−2 −1.1421 × 10−2 −4.9946 × 10−3 —

n = 4 −6.3569 × 10−3 −4.5864 × 10−3 −2.0950 × 10−3 −3.9191 × 10−4

µ9Be n = 1 −8.5559 × 10−1 — — —

n = 2 −1.2644 × 10−1 −1.1033 × 10−1 — —

n = 3 −3.3769 × 10−2 −2.6421 × 10−2 −1.6351 × 10−2 —

n = 4 −1.3764 × 10−2 −1.0410 × 10−2 −6.2674 × 10−3 −1.9036 × 10−3

µ10Be n = 1 −8.5699 × 10−1 — — —

n = 2 −1.2672 × 10−1 −1.1057 × 10−1 — —

n = 3 −3.3842 × 10−2 −2.6482 × 10−2 −1.6410 × 10−2 —

n = 4 −1.3793 × 10−2 −1.0433 × 10−2 −6.2875 × 10−3 −1.9134 × 10−3

µ10B n = 1 −1.4392 × 100 — — —

n = 2 −2.3119 × 10−1 −2.0220 × 10−1 — —

n = 3 −6.2396 × 10−2 −4.9895 × 10−2 −3.7513 × 10−2 —

n = 4 −2.5110 × 10−2 −1.9292 × 10−2 −1.3586 × 10−2 −5.7294 × 10−3

µ11B n = 1 −1.4411 × 100 — — —

n = 2 −2.3158 × 10−1 −2.0253 × 10−1 — —

n = 3 −6.2507 × 10−2 −4.9987 × 10−2 −3.7610 × 10−2 —

n = 4 −2.5153 × 10−2 −1.9326 × 10−2 −1.3619 × 10−2 −5.7509 × 10−3

µ12C n = 1 −2.2111 × 100 — — —

n = 2 −3.7447 × 10−1 −3.2349 × 10−1 — —

n = 3 −1.0354 × 10−1 −8.3630 × 10−2 −7.0401 × 10−2 —

n = 4 −4.1215 × 10−2 −3.1862 × 10−2 −2.4732 × 10−2 −1.3145 × 10−2

µ13C n = 1 −2.2132 × 100 — — —

n = 2 −3.7490 × 10−1 −3.2384 × 10−1 — —

n = 3 −1.0368 × 10−1 −8.3739 × 10−2 −7.0519 × 10−2 —

n = 4 −4.1266 × 10−2 −3.1902 × 10−2 −2.4772 × 10−2 −1.3177 × 10−2

threshold; these are generated, for example, when one
cuts the first Feynman diagram in the upper row of Fig. 1
right in the middle.

The conversion to the conventions of Ref. [8] is achieved

by identifying Q2m(q2) = 1
64 ρ

(3)
2m(q2) and Q4m(q2) =

1
64 ρ

(3)
4m(q2). For reference, we list the asymptotic be-

havior of these functions at their respective thresholds
q2 = (2me)

2 and q2 = (4me)
2, and for large q2. The

threshold expansion for Q2m(q2) is most easily expressed

in terms of the variable v, which is defined in Eq. (7),

Q2m(q2) =
π5

24v
− π3 − π3v

3
ln(v) + v

[
−π ζ(3)

2

+
5π5

72
− 43π3

36
+

527π

72
+

2π3

3
ln(2)

]
+O(v2 ln(v)) .

(9)

where we take note of the fact that v = 0 at the thresh-
old q2 = (2me)

2. Alternatively, the first terms read as
follows, when expressed in terms of q2/m2

e − 4, which

also goes to zero at threshold, Q2m(q2) = π5

12
√

q2/m2
e−4

−
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π3 + O(
√
q2/m2

e − 4). The asymptotics for high q2 of
Q2m(q2) involve triple logarithms,

Q2m(q2) = − π

54
ln3
(
q2

m2
e

)
+

19π

108
ln2
(
q2

m2
e

)
+

(
−881π

648
+

13π3

108
− π

3
ζ(3)

)
ln

(
q2

m2
e

)
− π

3
ζ(3) +

19π5

1080
− π3

3
ln(2)− 89π3

216
+

15767π

2592

+O
(
m2

e

q2
ln

(
q2

m2
e

))
. (10)

The four-fermion-threshold term Q4m(q2) ramps up
smoothly from its threshold, without an (integrable) sin-
gularity,

Q4m(q2) =
11π2

330301440

(
q2

m2
e

− 16

)9/2

− 89π2

11626610688

(
q2

m2
e

− 16

)11/2

+
1055π2

906875633664

(
q2

m2
e

− 16

)13/2

+O

((
q2

m2
e

− 16

)15/2
)
. (11)

The asymptotics of Q4m(q2) for high q2 cancel the double
and triple logarithms from Eq. (10),

Q4m(q2) =
π

54
ln3
(
q2

m2
e

)
− 19π

108
ln2
(
q2

m2
e

)
+

(
935π

648
− 13π3

108
+
π

3
ζ(3)

)
ln

(
q2

m2
e

)
+

2π

3
ζ(3)− 19π5

1080
+
π3

3
ln(2) +

89π3

216
− 4259π

648

+O
(
m2

e

q2
ln

(
q2

m2
e

))
(12)

For large q2, in view of a considerable cancelation be-
tween Q2m(q2) and Q4m(q2), there is only a single loga-
rithm left,

Im
[
P

(3)
R (q2)

]
= Q2m(q2) +Q4m(q2)

=
π

12
ln

(
q2

m2
e

)
+
π

3
ζ(3)− 47π

96

+O
(
m2

e

q2
ln

(
q2

m2
e

))
. (13)

From Eq. (13), with the help of the dispersion rela-
tion (2), one may infer the leading logarithmic asymp-

totics of P
(3)
R (−q⃗ 2) for large spatial momentum transfer

q2 = −q⃗ 2, and compare with Ref. [14]. However, for

the non-logarithmic term, the calculation is more com-
plicated. The non-logarithmic term for the entire three-
loop function is known, and can be inferred from equa-
tions presented in the text following Eq. (4) of Ref. [15]
(for the non-logarithmic term proportional to N2) and
from Eq. (15) of Ref. [16] and Eq. (4) of Ref. [17] (for the
non-logarithmic term proportional to N). (Note that the
quantity N , the number of fermion flavors, counts the
number of electron loops in Fig. 1.) One may infer the
result

P
(3)
R (−q⃗ 2) = − 1

24
ln2
(
q⃗ 2

m2
e

)
+

(
47

96
− ζ(3)

3

)
ln

(
q⃗ 2

m2
e

)
− 1703

1728
− 23π2

72
+
π2

3
ln(2)− 173

288
ζ(3) +

5

2
ζ(5)

+O
(
me

q⃗ 2
ln2
(
q⃗ 2

m2
e

))
. (14)

The numerical value of the non-logarithmic coefficient is
0.012290603 . . . . We have verified the asymptotic expan-
sion (14).
Finally, the three-loop vacuum-polarization correction

to the Coulomb potential can be expressed as a general-
ization of Eq. (63) of Ref. [1],

V
(3)
R (r) = −Zα

π

∞∫
4m2

e

d(q2)

q2
e−qr

r
Im
[
Π

(3)
R (q2 + iϵ)

]
,

(15)
where according to Eq. (3),

Im
[
Π

(3)
R (q2 + iϵ)

]
=
(α
π

)3
Im
[
P

(3)
R (q2 + iϵ)

]
, (16)

and Im
[
P

(3)
R (q2)

]
is given in Eq. (8).

III. NUMERICAL CALCULATION

The energy shift

E
(3)
nℓ =

〈
nℓ|V (3)

R (r)|nℓ
〉
= −Zα

π

×
∞∫

4m2
e

d(q2)

q2

〈
nℓm

∣∣∣∣e−qr

r

∣∣∣∣nℓn〉 Im
[
Π

(3)
R (q2 + iϵ)

]
,

(17)

can be evaluated in first-order perturbation theory, for
a nonrelativistic state with principal quantum number n
and orbital angular momentum quantum number ℓ. The
energy shift is independent of the magnetic projection
m. In writing Eq. (17), we follow the conventions of
Refs. [1, 8] for the sign of the vacuum-polarization func-
tion. When comparing to the (opposite) sign conven-
tions used in Ref. [18], one notices that in Eq. (10.241) of
Ref. [18], the imaginary part of the vacuum-polarization



5

function is taken at q2− iϵ, i.e., below the cut, leading to
consistency with Eq. (17). We have used the results of
Ref. [8] for the three-loop vacuum polarization spectral

density Im
[
Π

(3)
R (q2 + iϵ)

]
= ρ(3)(q2). Specifically, for q2

above and close to (2me)
2, we have used the threshold ex-

pansion, which is a series in v = β =
√

1− 4m2
e

q2 , and for

large q2 , we used the “high–energy” expansion, which is
a series in m2

e/q
2. These expansions are provided in sup-

plementary files accompanying Ref. [8], containing exact
results for the first 120 terms in the threshold expansion
and the first 50 terms in the high-q2 expansion. For the
point where we switched from use of one series to the
other, we chose the point where the two truncated series
best match each other, which is near q̄2 = 8.56m2

e. At
that point they are both equal to −235.325 929 481 . . . ,
with a difference of a few parts in 1013.
It is convenient to define the (dimensionless) β param-

eter,

β =
me

Zαmr
, (18)

which is equal to the product of the generalized Bohr
radius a0 = 1/(Zαmr) and the electron mass (or, equiv-
alently, in natural units, the inverse of the reduced elec-
tron Compton wavelength). For muonic bound systems
with nuclear charge numbers 1 ≤ Z ≤ 6, the nuclear
masses and β parameters are (to six significant figures):

m(H) = 938.272MeV , β(µH) = 0.737384 , (19a)

m(D) = 1875.61MeV , β(µD) = 0.700086 , (19b)

m(3He) = 2808.39MeV , β(µ3He) = 0.343843 , (19c)

m(4He) = 3727.38MeV , β(µ4He) = 0.340769 , (19d)

m(6Li) = 5601.52MeV , β(µ6Li) = 0.225084 , (19e)

m(7Li) = 6533.83MeV , β(µ7Li) = 0.224490 , (19f)

m(9Be) = 8392.75MeV , β(µ9Be) = 0.167774 , (19g)

m(10Be) = 9325.50MeV , β(µ10Be) = 0.167565 ,(19h)

m(10B) = 9324.44MeV , β(µ10B) = 0.134052 , (19i)

m(11B) = 10252.5MeV , β(µ11B) = 0.133916 , (19j)

m(12C) = 11174.9MeV , β(µ12C) = 0.111503 , (19k)

m(13C) = 12109.5MeV , β(µ13C) = 0.111422 . (19l)

We have calculated the nuclear masses using the formula

m ≈ Au− Z me +∆m, (20)

where A is the atomic mass number, u the atomic mass
unit, and values for the “mass excess” ∆m were taken
from the pertinent tables in Ref. [19]. These values are
equal to the nuclear masses to the level of precision re-
quired, since binding energies are negligible at the level
of accuracy required for our studies.

In order to evaluate the energy shift (17), it is ad-
vantageous to first calculate the matrix element of the

operator Zα e−qr

r , which can easily be done analytically.

We list results for states with maximum orbital angular
momentum ℓ for given principal quantum number n,

⟨1S|Zαe
−qr

r
|1S⟩ = 4(Zα)2mr

(2 + (q/me)β)2
, (21a)

⟨2P |Zαe
−qr

r
|2P ⟩ = 4(Zα)2mr

(2 + (q/me)β)4
, (21b)

⟨3D|Zαe
−qr

r
|3D⟩ = 64(Zα)2mr

9(2 + 3(q/me)β)6
, (21c)

⟨4F |Zαe
−qr

r
|4F ⟩ = 16(Zα)2mr

(2 + 3(q/me)β)8
. (21d)

The results on the right-hand side involve a common scal-
ing factor (Zα)2mr (the generalized Hartree energy), and
a residual dependence on the β parameter, which is of
order unity for muonic bound systems of interest, and a
function of the dimensionless ratio q/me, which, likewise,
is of order unity for the integration domain relevant to
one-loop, two-loop, and three-loop vacuum polarization.
Hence, one can understand why the three-loop vacuum-
polarization effect is of order (α/π)3 (Zα)2mr for muonic
bound systems, and thus, much less suppressed as com-
pared to electronic bound systems.

Finally, the energy shifts E
(3)
nℓ of Eq. (17) due to irre-

ducible three-loop vacuum polarization are given in Ta-
ble I.
The contribution of irreducible three-loop vacuum po-

larization energy corrections have previously been cal-
culated for several transitions in muonic systems. For
muonic hydrogen, we can compare our results to Refs. [9,
10]. The reduced mass in this case is mr = mµmp/(mµ+
mp), where mµ is the muon mass, and mp is the proton
mass. From Eqs. (18) and (23) of Ref. [9], one infers the
result

E(2P )− E(2S)|µH =
[
0.013628(6)

+ 0.017419(9)
] (α

π

)3
(Zα)2mr

∣∣∣∣
Z=1

= 0.0019671(7)meV . (22)

We observe excellent agreement with the (numerically
more precise) result

E(2P )− E(2S)|µH =
[
2.6243(1)× 10−3

− 6.5673(1)× 10−4
]
meV = 0.0019676(1)meV (23)

from Table I. The calculations in Refs. [9, 10] were done
both from a direct numerical evaluation of the appropri-
ate Feynman diagrams and from use of a Padé approx-
imate developed in Ref. [17]. More recently, a calcula-
tion of the 3S-1S transition in muonic hydrogen gave a
result of 0.0246meV (Ref. [20]) for the irreducible three-
loop vacuum polarization contribution, consistent with
our more precise result 0.024390meV. In addition, re-
sults have been obtained for the 2S-1S transition in the
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muonic ions µ7Li, µ9Be, and µ11B [21]. Our results are
consistent with all of these but more precise, in view
of the avoidance of the numerical uncertainty inherent
to the Padé approximants. The calculations reported in
Ref. [21] made use of the Padé approximants [17] for a
function related to the irreducible three-loop vacuum po-
larization function for graphs involving one electron loop
only (all but the first two diagrams of Fig. 1. Six spe-
cific pieces of information about the vacuum-polarization
function along with its general analytical properties were
used to construct the approximation. The six items were
the first three coefficients of the expansion around q2 = 0,
the first two coefficients of the expansion in 1/q2 for
large negative q2, and the the threshold behavior near
q2 = (2me)

2. These six quantities were used to construct
Padé [3/2] and [2/3] approximates, which were then used
to obtain the vacuum-polarization function and the cor-
responding energy shifts. The contributions of the first
two diagrams of Fig. 1, having two electron loops, were
computed separately. Our approach, making use of the
first 120 terms in the threshold expansion and the first
50 terms in the large negative q2 expansion, gives an im-
proved representation of the vacuum polarization scalar
function, leads to more precise results, and is straightfor-
ward to apply.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We have investigated the contribution of three-loop ir-
reducible vacuum-polarization diagrams to the bound-
state energy levels of muonic bound systems. The
evaluation of these corrections constitutes a step for-
ward in the detailed knowledge of the spectrum of these
bound systems. The three-loop corrections are of order
α3(Zα)2mr. It is instructive to compare their numeri-
cal magnitude to another class of recently evaluated cor-
rections, namely, electronic vacuum-polarization correc-
tions to the self energy [20–28]. The latter are of or-
der α2(Zα)4mr, and thus, formally, suppressed by an

additional factor of α in comparison to the three-loop
vacuum-polarization corrections calculated here. How-
ever, quite surprisingly, the corrections due to three-loop
vacuum polarization turn out to be of the same order-
of-magnitude as the vacuum-polarization corrections to
the self-energy. The observation becomes understandable
if one considers that the three-loop corrections are sup-
pressed by one power of π more in the denominator, and
a lack of a logarithmic enhancement factor ln(Zα), and
a certain suppression in the numerical coefficients mul-
tiplying the terms. The three-loop corrections roughly
scale only with the second power of the nuclear charge
number, Z2, and are thus numerically most important
in comparison to other corrections for low nuclear charge
numbers. Conversely, the three-loop corrections are nu-
merically suppressed in comparison to other corrections
which scale with higher powers of the nuclear charge
number Z.
The method of calculation used in this paper makes use

of the irreducible three-loop vacuum polarization spec-
tral density, which has recently been obtained analyti-
cally [8], and specifically of its expansions near threshold
and for high negative q2. It is relatively easy to obtain the
full vacuum polarization function through use of a sub-
tracted dispersion relation, and to verify its asymptotics
given in Eq. (14). Our calculations remove the theoret-
ical uncertainty for the energy levels of muonic bound
systems with nuclear charge numbers 1 ≤ Z ≤ 6 due
to irreducible three-loop vacuum-polarization diagrams.
These diagrams constitute, from a field-theoretical point
of view, probably the most interesting and challenging
subset of the α5mr corrections.
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