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Calculation of the One— and Two—Loop Lamb Shift for Arbitrar y Excited Hydrogenic States
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General expressions for guantum electrodynamic cormestiothe one—loop self-energy [of orderf Z )]
and for the two-loop Lamb shift [of order® (Z«)®] are derived. The latter includes all diagrams with closed
fermion loops. The general results are valid for arbitramited nons$S hydrogenic states and for the normalized
Lamb shift difference oF states, defined a&,, = n® AE(nS) — AE(1S). We present numerical results for
one-loop and two-loop corrections for excitéd P and D states. In particular, the normalized Lamb shift
difference ofS states is calculated with an uncertainty of order 0.1 kHz.
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The theory of quantum electrodynamics, when applied taalculation of the contribution due to ultrasoft photomsttie
the hydrogen atom and combined with accurate measurelipole approximation, leads to a dimensionally regulatize
ments [IL,1 2], leads to the most accurately determined phy®nergy shiftE g,
ical constants today|[3] and to accurate predictions far-tra

sition frequencies. Of crucial importance are higher-orde E;, = — da (2 03‘)4 In kg (1)
corrections to the bound-state energies, which involvé bot 3 n

purely relativistic atomic-physics effects and are mixdthw +Za? {3 + 10 + éln[(Z a)2]} (6%(r)),
the quantum electrodynamic (QED) corrections. In general, 3 9 3

this leads to a double expansion for the energy shifts, oth i n? ; ;

terms of the QED couplinpg (the fine-structuregc)gnstant) and Wheren ko = 5oy (#' (H ~ E)In Pl]{_ E|/(Za)?] p')

the nuclear Charge numb#gt is the Bethe Iogarithm, andd(r) = VQV/(47T) is ad-
Asis well known’ the |eading One-|oop energy shifts (due todimenSional Dirac delta function obtained via the action

Se|f-energyand vacuum po|arizati0n)in hydrogen“kem of the LapIaCian on thel-dimensional Coulomb pOtential

are of ordera (Z a)* in units of the electron mass. Analytic V(r) = —Zar®>~® [['(§—1) #'=%/2]. All matrix ele-

calculations for higher excited states in the ord¢# )5 are ~ Ments(-) are to be evaluated with regard to the reference

extremely demanding. For naofi-states, thex (Z a)S cor-  State, as given by a nonrelativistic (Schrodinger—Pavaye

rections have been obtained recently [4]. However, excitedunction, and the summation convention is used throughout

S states are very important for spectroscopy, and the corrdhis Letter.

sponding gap in our knowledge is filled in the current Letter

(see Tabldll). Regarding the two-loop correction, completerABLE I: Values of the nonlogarithmic self-energy correctidgo

results for thea? (Z a)* effect were obtained in 1970 (see (‘relativistic Bethe logarithm”) for higher excitefl states.

Ref. [5]). Here, we derive general expressions which allow, Ago(nS) po Ago(nS)

the determination of the entire two-loag (Z )¢ correction, 1 —30.924 149 46(1) 5 —31.455393(1)
for all non-S hydrogenic states and the normalized difference 2 —31.84046509(1) 6 —31.375130(1)
A, =n® AE(nS) — AE(1S), including the nonlogarithmic 3 —31.702501(1) 7 —31.313224(1)
term. Together with other available analytic [6, 7] and nu- 4 —31.561 922(1) 8 —31.264 257(1)

merical calculations for th&S state [[3], our results allow for

a much improved understanding of the higher-order two-loop Following |4,/10/11], we now consider corrections due to
corrections for a general excited hydrogenic states, and pa the relativistic Hamiltonian, the quadrupole term and tile r
the way for an improved determination of fundamental con-ativistic and retardation corrections to the current. Téla-r

stants from hydrogen spectroscopy. tivistic correction to the Hamiltonian is

The one-loop bound-state self-energy, for the states under 4
i inati ; _ D m d 1 ij it
investigation here, can be written as Hp = = + 5 Z ad(r) + 1° V'Vpl. 2

a(Za)! {Aso + (Z0)? [Ag1 In[(Z0) ™) + Ago] } Here,o¥ = L [0, 07]. The resulting, dimensionally regu-
3 b

™ larized, correction to the Bethe logarithm is
where the indices of the coefficients indicate the powef af a (Za) a 1 5
and the power of the logarithm, respectively. We work in Eri= — 3 B1 + 3, {% + 5 + L(Za)}
D = 4—2 e spacetime dimensions, and the dimension of space )
isd = 3 — 2. Units are chosen so that= c = ¢y = 1, and ~ <1§4V + laijpiﬁh/pj +2Hp @ﬁ2v> )
the electron mass is unity. A nonrelativistic, “Bethe-sty\fS] 8 4

sWE =
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whereL(Za) = In [£(Za)~2], andG = 1/(E — H) isthe  V* are understood to exclusively act on the quantity immedi-
reduced Green functior, is a generalized Bethe logarithm, ately following the operator, i.e<62V ]32> — <(62V) p~2>,

e T O N o
n? 3 (Z a)? The correctionE'r5 to the transition current reads;z =
42 Z (¢lp’|n) TL|HR|m><m|p [4) {(E - E) D3 + F3, whereF3 = a(Za)%B3/7n? contains the general-

_ B, ized Bethe logarithn®s, and
Al ), [ g (T O,
+2 () <pi{1+1n{'f;;f']}pi>. (4) % /. H-FB|] |
(Za) Fi= g2 (7 (H‘E’ln[<2a>2]p>'

We temporarily restore the reference stata the notation of
the matrix element, and the sums oweandm include both
the discrete as well as the continuous part of the spectru
The argument of the logarithm ify is In[|H — E|/(Z a)?],
notin[2|H — E|/(Z «)?] as inln ko, and this fact is important
for the precise definition of;, and of all other generalized
Bethe logarithms in the following.

In the dimensional scheme, the quadrupole corrediipn
which was denoted aB,,, in former work [10, 11], is found

Here,j’ = p'p? + 3 0 VIV, andV' = 9/0r® denotes the
derivative with respect to thieh Cartesian coordinate. The di-

nQ/ergences (im) in the corrections to the Bethe logarithm are
compensated by high-energy virtual photons, which in non-
relativistic QED (NRQED) are given by effective operators.
From a generalized Dirac equation (see Chap. 7 of Ref. [12]),
one easily obtains the effective one-loop potential

. 1 - I .
to be expressible a8, = Dy + Fa, Where sV = ~es % V3V + % aV'Vp, )
VATAY
Dy =2 <2(V3V) > [1 + % +2L(Za )} which in leading order gives rise to the correctioii) V).
g This correction is a contribution to the middle-energy part
viy 1 12 Er, which originates from from high-energy virtual photons,
20 [ + 5 + 2L(ZO<)] with electron momenta of ordéf«. The corrections of rela-
tive order(Z «)? to (V') involve relativistic corrections to
V2V 52 1 34 the wave function and to the operators, and a two-Coulomb-
6 + 15 +2L(Za)| vertex scattering amplitude. The sum is
andF, contains the generalized Bethe logarithm Ey = <5(1)V> 19 <5(1)V§HR> ©6)
B a(Za)b By _a [dQy ij i a 1 1 4 e
.7:2—7—;/?(5 —n'n’) +7T 102~ 18 (VAV + 210" piV2V pl)
Q= A2 3 |H — E| j e 72, V2V + 209 VIV p?
Aol gl
ol - « -
SR H E - _ _ 4V - o = V 2 )
—<pl(n-r)(H—E)31n[|(Za) q (7t F)>} ™ (240+40a) VV+2 (48 35) <(V ) >

Here, 7 is a three-dimensional unit vector, and we integrateThe complete one-loop restVE = Erg+ Erqn + Ero +
over the entire solid angl@;. Throughoutthis Letteiy/2 and  Er3 + Ej, reads

1 _a(Za)4 10 4 9 4 iiits. g O‘(ZO‘)G

B3 )E—; — §+§1n[(2a) ] 0o = 5 ko +H<UJVV]DJ>+— (B1+ B2+ Bs)
al(s, 2 2 LY iivivya 1 G4

+= {<9+3L( )) (VAVGHr) + 5 (79D GHR>+<144OO+12OL(Za)) (Vi)

+ <% iL(Za)) (2i Y p'V2V ) + <% + §L( )) (VV)?) + 83() <~2v2v> _% <ﬁ20_ijvivpj>}' )
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The matrix elements in this result can be evaluated usimg sta Eq. {@) for thenS-1.5 difference, we can now proceed to in-
dard techniques. In terms of the notation of Ref. [4], we havelicate results for the nonlogarithmic tety, for n.S states,
L = Zle Bi. Our general resull7), evaluated for hydro- an evaluation made possible by our generalized NRQED ap-

genic states, reproduces the known logarithmic tégm and
is consistent with all formulas reported for the nonlodariic
term in Egs. (10) and (12) of Ret.l[4]. The evaluation®f

proach (see Tab[# I).

A generalization of our NRQED approach leads to the

is a demanding numerical calculation, and numerical value®llowing general result for the:? (Za)%-term of the com-
for non-S states have been presented in Table | of Re&f. [4] plete two-loop Lamb shift (including all diagrams with chabs

Taking advantage of the result [10] fof and the validity of

fermion loops),

2 6 2 6
s FE :% {362 1112[(Z04)72] + Bg1 1n[(Zo<)72] + BGO} = % {bL + By + B5 + [Z—i + %L(ZO()] N}
o2 [ 42923 9 5 9 19 1 o — o
+(%) 39305 + 16 <2 10D~ 35¢2) — g7 CB) + g5 LZa) + §L2(Za)} (VVGvRY)
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3 ¢(2) In(2) + é ¢(2) + 1—36 ((3)] (" V'V P Go V'V p)

4(3)} <{52, V2V + 200 vivp-f}>

9 19 1, .,
5608) + oo L(Za) + <L (Zoz)] <v V>

(8)

2304 16
(Y —%—i—g(@)ln(?)—%C@)‘%Q(?’)] <(6V)Q>
+(2)" [ susa00 * 106 W) — 3550¢@ -
+(2)" |- a0 ~ 562 ) + s @)

The leadinga?(Za)*-term, given by theB,, coefficient, is

+ 2—10 (3)+~ L(Za)] <2icrij P €2Vpﬂ'> .
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results

well known and therefore not included here (for a review see

e.g. Appendix A of Ref.l|3]). The above expression is valid Be1(

for P, D states, and for the normalized differensg of S

states. The quantityv is defined in terms of the notation
adopted in Refsl[6, 13], and the two-loop Bethe logarithm
by, is defined in Refs.L[7, 14]. Althougb; has been deter-

nZ—1 /166 8In2
n2 \405 27 )~
21 1 In2
N(nP)+"—<3 Sln >.(10)

Be1(nPsy2) = 2 \405 27

Wl Wk

mined numerically only foiS states (see Rel. [14]), it repre- Numerical values folV (n P) can be found in Eq. (17) of [13].
sents a well-defined quantity for all hydrogenic states. The&Regarding the nonlogarithmic ter®y,, we fully confirm re-
logarithmic sumg, is given by Eq.[(B), with the replacement sults for the fine-structure difference Bfstates|[15]. A fur-

Hp — 0"V V pi. Finally, we have

<aijv-f (H—FE)In [%} pi>. 9)

Evaluating the general expressifh (8) fostates, we con-

firm that Bga(nP) = %njﬁl'

ther important conclusion to be drawn from EQl (8) is that
all logarithmic two-loop terms of ordex? (Z«)® vanish for
states with orbital angular momentun» 2.

We have also verified that the two-loop res[t (8) is consis-
tent with the normalized>-state differenced,, for the log-
arithmic termsBg, and Bg;, as derived in Ref.l[6] (using
a completely different method). Evaluating all matrix ele-
ments in Eq.[{8), we are now in the position to obtain the
n-dependence of the nonlogarithmic term, which we write as

Furthermore, we obtain the Bgy(nS)—Beo(1S) = br,(nS)—br(15)+A(n), whereA(n)



is the additional contribution beyond thedependence of the  two-loop Bethe logarithm. The resultffor) is

38 4 337043 94261 902609 4 16 4
An)=(=—-=-m(?2)) [N — N(18)] — - - — 4+ — ) %2 11
() <45 3 Il )) N () = N(19)] = 755650 ~ 31600m T 12960012 <3 on " 9n2> w(2) (11)
76 304 76 53 35 419 28003 11 31397
S22 D A m@) 4 (2 4+ 2 - 2 ) @) @)+ (o -y 2220 ) o
+< 15 135n 135n2> 2 H( 5 "o 30n2> ¢(2) n(2) + (10800 on * 10800n2) ¢2)
53 35 419 37793 16, 304 13
(@ —an W) ¢(3) (m ) In"(2) — 5 In(2) +8¢(2)In(2) — 34(2) - 24(3)) [v+¥(n) —In(n)] .

Numerically, A(n) is found to be much smaller than Table V of [3]). Using the improved theory as presented in
br,(nS)—0br(1S), which implies that the main contribution to this Letter, it will become possible to determine the Rydper
Beo(nS) — Beo(15) is exclusively due to the two-loop Bethe constant to an accuracy on the levellof-'4, provided the
logarithm. As an example, we considé(5) = 0.370 042  ongoing experiments concerning the hydrogén- 3.5 tran-
andBgo(55) — Bgo(15) = 21.2(1.1), where the error is due sition |[17,118] reach a sub-kHz level of accuracy.
to the numerical uncertainty of the two-loop Bethe logarith
br,(5S5) (see Ref.[[14]).
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