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Nuclear recoil correctionsto the Lamb shift of hydrogen and light hydrogen-like ions
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Accurate calculations of the nuclear recoil effect to thenbashift of hydrogen-like atoms are presented.
Numerical results are reported for the states withn < 5 and for the2p, ,, and2ps /. states. The calculations
are performed to the first order in the electron-nucleus ma&sand to all orders in the nuclear binding strength
parametetZ« (whereZ is the nuclear charge number ands the fine structure constant). The obtained results
provide accurate predictions for the higher-order remaimeyond the knowt a-expansion terms. In the case
of hydrogen, the remainder was found to be much larger thénipaited. This result resolves the previously
reported disagreement between the numerical all-ordertlandnalyticalZ «-expansion approaches for the
nuclear recoil effect in the hydrogen Lamb shift.

I. INTRODUCTION drogenls Lamb shift and was the source of the second-largest
theoretical error in the theoretical predictioh [2].
In the present work we report a high-precision non-
erturbative (inZ«) calculation of the nuclear recoil effect to
e Lamb shift of energy levels in hydrogen-like atoms with
< 10. Ouir first results fom = 1 andn = 2 states were

Hydrogen atom and hydrogen-like ions are the examples
of the most fundamental physical systems. Their simplicityp
makes them an ideal testing ground for extending the theor

based on the principles of quantum electrodynamics (QED) u . :
to the utmost precisioh|[1]. The theory of the hydrogen Lam ublished in Ref[[19]. In the present paper we extend our cal

shift is of particular importance because of its connedion culqtions toa larger range of the ljuclear (;harge nhumbers and

with the determination of the Rydberg constant 2], and alsd© h|ghgr _ex.cned_states and describe details of the cdionla

in view of a large () unexplained difference of the proton  Relativistic units i = ¢ = 1) are used throughout the pa-

charge radius as extracted from the muonic hydrogen and tH¥"

usual (eIectronié:IE| hydrogen, known as the the proton charge

radius puzzle[[3.14]. One of the explanation of this puzzle

might be a yet undiscovered problem in the theory of the elec- [l. THEORY

tronic hydrogen. For this reason, investigations of pdssib

inconsistencies in the hydrogen theory are of particular im  The recoil correction to the Lamb shift of hydrogen-like

portance today. atoms, to first order imn/M but to all orders inZ« can be
The nonrelativistic theory of the nuclear recoil effect in arepresented as a sum of four terms,

two-body system such as the hydrogen-like atom is very sim-

ple. The nonrelativistic nuclear recoil can be accounteddo AFEec = AEL + AEc + AE 1) + ABy@), (1)

all orders in the electron-to-nucleus mass ratig) by in-

troducing the reduced mass. = mM/(m + M) inthe one-  whereAEr, (the low-energy part) is the recoil correction as

electron Schroedinger equation. The lowest-order rédsitiv = can be derived from the Breit equatiofE (the Coulomb

recoil correction can be derived from the Breit equation andart) is the QED recoil correction induced by the exchange

is also well knownl[[5]. The fully relativistic theory of thain  of arbitrary number of virtual Coulomb photons between the

clear recoil, however, is highly nontrivial and can be formu electron and the nucleus\Ey,;, and AE,, () (the one-

lated only within the framework of quantum electrodynamicstransverse-photon and two-transverse-photons parts, respec-

(QED). tively) are the QED recoil corrections induced by the ex-
Early studies of the QED nuclear recoil effect were per-change of one (respectively, two) transverse photon(spand

formed within the approach based on the expansion in th&itrary number of virtual Coulomb photons between the elec-

nuclear binding strength paramet&r: [6]. The complete tron and the nucleus. The low-energy par;, contains the

formulas for the nuclear recoil effect to first ordersin/d  complete result to ordersZa)? m/M and(Za)* m/M and

and to all orders irZa were first derived by one of uE{[Iﬂ 8] partial results for the higher-order (i) corrections. The

(see alsol[9]) and later confirmed by other authbr$[[10-12]remaining terms\Ec, AE, (1), andAE,(2) induce contri-

Numerical calculations to all orders ifice were reported in  butions to order$Z«)> m/M and higher.

Refs. [18E15]. The results of these calculations agreetl wel In the following, we will first consider the case where the

with the first terms of theZ« expansionl[6, 11, 16]. However, nucleus is considered to be the point source of the Coulomb

a disagreement was later observed for the higher-dfdexx-  field. Additional corrections arising because of the finite n

pansion termd [17, 18]. The difference between the allordeclear charge distribution will be addressed separatelén t

and theZ a-expansion results contributed 0.7 kHz to the hy-second part of the section.
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A. Point nucleus The QED part of the recoil effect can be conveniently pa-
rameterized in terms of a slowly-varying dimensionlesfun

For the point nucleus, the low-energy part of the recoil ef-ions P(Za),

fect Ay, can be derived from the Breit equation. It is given
by (] A+ AByy + Ay = 1o Z9)
tr(1) tr(2) M nn3

[ V)

ot

P(Za), (9)
1 2

AL —W@‘P ~ D) -p=p-D(O)a), (2) wheren is the principal quantum number of the state under

consideration. For low% atoms, the functiol?(Z«) can be

expanded in a series over the parameter which is of the

form

where p is the electron momentum operataR;(w) =
—4raZa;D;;(w, ), o; are the Dirac matrices, add;; (w, r)
is the transverse part of the photon propagator in the Cdulom
gauge, P(Za) = In(Za) "2 Ds1 + Dso

1 | exp(i|w|r) + (Za) Deo + (Z0)? Grec(Zar),  (10)

exp(ilw|r) — 1
47

D;j(w,r) = — 2

51'3' + Vlvj

3) where D;; are the coefficients an@,..(Z«) is the higher-

Equation[[2) can be calculated analytically and cast in & Verorder remainder containing all h'%—jr ordersZin The coef-

simple form [7], ficients of theZa expansion are [
m? —e; Dsi =26 11
APy = =t (4) 51= 3010, (11)
8
wheree,, is the Dirac energy of the reference state. Dso = [—g Inko(n,1) + d5o} ; (12)

The corrections\ Ec, AE,,1, andAE;, (9 in Eq. (1) are
derived within the QED theory [7=112]. The result for the Doy = (4m2— "
Coulomb part is

o l(l + 1):| ( 271'(1 - 5[70) (13)

B =2 [ 082 w) (allp. V] Gl +2) [p. V) +[3‘ W | GE-D@+3)

() whereln & (n, 1) is the Bethe logarithm, whose numerical val-

wheres, (w) = i/(27)/(w +i0), V(r) = —Za/r is the nu-  U€S for the states of the current interest are [20]
clear Coulomb potential7(w) = 1/[w — H(1 — 40)] is the

relativistic Coulomb Green functiod/ = a-p + fm + V Inko(1s) = 2.984128 556, (14)

is the Dirac-Coulomb Hamiltonian, arid, .] denotes com- In ko (2s) = 2.811 769893, (15)

mutator. The integration over in Eq. (8) can be carried out In ko (3s) = 2.767 663612, (16)

analytically, yielding In ko (4s) = 2.749 811840, (17)
1 =

AEq = —17 Z (alp|n)(n|pla), (6) In ko(5s) = 2.740 823 728 , (18)

S0 In ko(2p) = —0.030016 709 . (19)

where the summation over is extended over the negative- The values of the coefficients (n, 1) for these states are
energy part of the Dirac spectrum and the scalar product is

implicit. A 14 9 " 1
The one-transverse-photon pa,, ;) is induced by the dso(ns) = —+ — |[In— + Z -——1, (20)
exchange of one transverse and arbitrary number of Coulomb 9 3 i2n
photons between the electron and the nucleus. The resultis 7
s dso(2p) = TR (21)
BBy = =3 [ 408 (@l{{p. V]Gl + 2) D) | | |
—o0 The Z«a expansion of the higher-order remainder reads

~ D(w) Glw+24) [p, VI}a). (7) )
o Gree(Za) =I0*(Za) 2 Dyg +In(Za) ™2 Dyy + Drg + .. . ,
The two-transverse-photons paktF;,(,) is induced by the (22)
exchange of two transverse and arbitrary number of Coulomb

photons between the electron and the nucleus. The resultis\here only the double logarithmic contribution is presentl

known [17]/18]
AFE(2) =

271'iM /0:0 dw (a|D(w) G(w + E,) D(w)la) . I
(8) D79 = — 50 010 - (23)



B. Extended nucleus I11. NUMERICAL CALCULATION

The low-energy part of the recoil correction for the case of The general scheme of the calculation was described pre-
an extended nuclear charge was derived in Refs[[21, 22] (segously in Ref. [13]. An important issue in the computation

also [23]), of Egs. [3){(B) is the adequate numerical representatitmeof
1 Dirac-Coulomb Green functiot’(w). The Dirac-Coulomb
AFEr, = YV (al [ai —m? Green function is known in a form of the partial-wave expan-

, , 5 sion over the angular momentum-parity quantum number
= 2mBV(r) = W'(n)V'(r) = VZ(r)]la), (24) (see, e.g., Refl [26] for details). After all angular-mornen

where selection rules are taken into account, only a few of thagdart
. wave contributions of the Green function survive (two fog th
Vir) = —Za/dr’ p(r’) (25) j = 1/2 reference states and three for the- 3/2 reference
lr — 7’|’ states). The resulting expressions were evaluated by sognmi

;o , over the spectrum of the radial Dirac equation with the hélp o
_Zo‘/dr p(r)|r =], (26)  the finite basis set constructed wihsplines. For the point
nuclear model we used the standard variant of fhspline
V'(r) = dV(r)/dr, W(r) = dW(r)/dr, andp(r) is the  method[[27]. The calculations for the extended nucleus were

=

—

=
I

density of the nuclear charge distributiorf drp(r) = 1). performed by the Dual kinetic balance method [28].
The Coulomb part of the QED recoil correctiahE The main technical problem of the previous calculations

for an extended nuclgar charge is given by thel same fornE,] that limited the numerical accuracy in the I&we-
mula (8) as for the point-nucleus case, wittir) being the  4ion was lack of convergence with increase of the size of the
extended-nucleus potentidl {25). Exact expressions fer thyagis setv. In the present investigation, we found out that this
one-transverse-photon paiFy,(;) and the two-transverse- effect was caused by numerical instabilities associatatd wi
photons partAEi,(,) for the extended nucleus case are notjimitations of the standard double-precision (approxihat
yet known. In the present work, we will use the expressions g gigits) arithmetics. In the present work we implemented
(@ and [8) derived for the point nucleus but evaluate thesgne procedure of solving the Dirac equation with fhesplines
expressions with the extended-nucleus wave fu_nct|on$,- eNepasis set in the quadruple-precision (approximately 3@di
gies, electron propagators, and nuclear %entlal. Theesamyithmetics. After that we were able to achieve a clear con-
treatment was presented earlier in Rd]‘__s_l 24, 25]. The uncefergence pattern of the calculated results when the sizeeof t
tainty introduced by this approximation will be discussed i pasjs set was increased. The largest basis size used i actua
Sec[lV. ) _ i o calculations wagV = 250. The numerical uncertainty of the
We are interested in the recoil correction induced by theypiained results was estimated by changing the size of the ba

finite nuclear size (fns), so we take a difference between thgjs set by 30-50% and by increasing the number of integration
results obtained with an extended nucleus and with the pO"Boints in numerical quadratures.

nucleus, Calculations for the extended nucleus were performed with

Efnsrec = Frec(ext) — Eyee(pnt) (27) two models of the nuclear charge distribution, the Gauss_
model and the homogeneously charged sphere model. We did
whereext andpnt refer to the extended and the point nuclearnot use the Fermi model, which is commonly used in calcula-
distributions, respectively. tions of heavy and mediui-atoms, since this model is not
For the lowZ atoms, it is customarYJ[1| 2] to account for a suitable for very light nuclei. The Gauss distribution 0é th
part of the recoil fns effects by introducing the reducedsnas nuclear charge reads
prefactor(M/(m + M))? in the expression for the fns cor-
rection. To the first order im /M, such correction is given 3 \3/2 372
PGaus (T) (W) exp (_

by ). o

m
E'nsrm:_3_ a t) — a t 5 28 . .
fns, M[E (ext) = ea(pnt)] (28) whereR is the root-mean-square radius of the nuclear charge

wheree, (ext) ande, (put) are the eigenvalues of the Dirac _distribution. The homogeneously charged sphere distabut

equation with the extended and the point nuclear potentialdS 9IVeN by
respectively. 3

In the present work, we will identify the higher-order fns pspn(r) = — O(Rsph —T) (31)
recoil correction that ibeyond the reduced-mass pdrt{28) and AR,

parameterize it in terms of the functiop P,

where 6(r) is the Heaviside step function anBgs,, =
m? (Za)®

Btasrec = Ersm + ~+ ~——5 0tns P . (29) \/5/3 R_. We estimate t_he nuclear model d_ependence of our
M mn calculations by comparing the results obtained for these tw

We would like to draw the reader’s attention to the fact thathuclear models.
Oms P includes the fns contribution froM £y, In our calculations, we had to numerically evaluate inte-



4

grals of the form We discover a rapidly changing structure at very low values
of Z. Most remarkably, the bending of the curve is practically

F(A) = /OO dy A f(y) (32) undetectable foZ > 2. In order to access such a structure
TAZ 42 ’ in an all-order calculation, one needs to achieve a very high

. ) numerical accuracy at very low (and fractional) valueg/of
whereA = ¢, — ¢, is the energy difference of the refer- e now analyse our numerical results obtained for the
ence state and the virtual state af(g) is a smooth function  pigher-order remainde®,..(Za) by fitting them to the fol-

of y. The integration ovey was performed numerically by |owing anzatz that incorporates the known form of the
splitting the interva(0, o) into subintervals, making suitable expansion to ordefZa)”,

change of variables and applying the Gauss-Legendre quadra

tures. Special care had to be taken in performing numerical ) Ly L e ;
integrations whehA| happens to be small, since the integrandGrec(Za) = dr,2 In*(Za) ™" + d7,1 In(Z) ™" + > driio(Za),
has a rapidly changing structureiat- |A|. In such cases, we =0
represenf'(y) as a sum of 3 terms, (34)

A Za wheren = 2 ...4 andd,  are fitting coefficients. We use
F(A) = f(0) — arctan — the fitted values ofl; ; coefficients as approximations for the

A Al D-; coefficients in theZa expansion[{22). The uncertainties
Za J A 0 are determined by changing of the length of the anzatz (i.e.,
+ , VAT 2 [f(y) = £(0)] n), by varying the number of fitted data points, and also by
0o A changing between using the analytical value/gf, and fit-
+ / dy Ao f(y). (33) tingit as a free parameter. For the squared logarithmiaont
Za y butions we find the fitting result®72(1s) = —0.183 (1) and
Taking into account that for smafl, arctan(1/z) = 7/2 —  DPr2(2s) = —0.183 (1) which perfectly agree with the analyt-

z+. .., itis easy to see that EG{33) has a smooth and numeri¢@! value—11/60 = —0.18333...... The nexttwo coefficients
cally safe transition to the limih — 0, in contrast to the orig-  '®:

inal expression(32). In order to calculate the second term i Dor(1s) = 2.919 (10).  D-n(1s) — —1.32 (10 35
the right-hand side of Eq_(B3), we first store the (slowlyyvar ni(ls) =2.919(10),  Dro(Ls) 32(10),(35)

ing) functionf(y) — £(0) on a grid and then compute the in- Dr1(2s) = 3.335(10), Dro(2s) = =0.26 (6), (36)
tegral overy numerically with obtaining functiorf(y) — f(0) D71(2p1/2) = 0.149(5),  D70(2p1/2) = —0.035(15),
by a polynomial interpolation. The third term in the right- (37)

hand side of Eq[{33) does not represent any problems and is Do (2 — _0.283(5). D-(2 = 0.685 (20
evaluated in the standard way. n(2pa/2) 236), Drol@psya) o 23;8)

The results obtained for thé; coefficients rely on the
IV. RESULTSAND DISCUSSION equivalence of the nonperturbative and the: expansion
approaches. This equivalence follows from the systematic
For the point nuclear model, our numerical results for thederivation of theZ«a expansion from the full QED within
n = 1 andn = 2 states are presented in TaHle | and those fothe formalism of nonrelativistic quantum electrodynamics
thens states withh = 3 ... 5 in Table[Il. Tabldll presents also (NRQED) [30] and was also confirmed by explicit calcula-
a comparison with the previous numerical afid-expansion  tions in different physical contexts [2].
calculations. Generally, we find very good agreement with We thus conclude that our all-order results are consistent
previous numerical results [13-115]. The only exceptiomés t with all known coefficients of theZ«a expansion. The devi-
2s state andZ = 1, for which a small deviation is found ation observed for the higher-order remainder of ¢hstates
that was caused by a minor mistake in the previous calculan Table[l comes from the higher-order terms, whose contri-
tion. At the same time, we observe a strong contrast betwedpution turns out to be unexpectedly large. Specifically, the
the all-order results for the higher-order remaindgfs.(1s) single-log coefficientD7; is found to be 16 times larger than
and G,..(2s) and the corresponding a-expansion values the double-log coefficienD-,. As a result, the inclusion of
[17,[18]. We recall that theZa-expansion results fof,.. the single-log contribution changes drastically #e expan-
include only the double-log contributiab7o 1n2(ZOé)_2 and  sion result for the higher-order recoil effect.
neglect the higher-order terms. For hydrodeila) =2 ~ 10 We now turn to the correction to the nuclear recoil effect in-
is a large parameter. For this reason, the leading logaiéthm duced by the finite nuclear size. The numerical results fer th
approximation is often used for estimating the tail of #fie = higher-order fns recoil effect are presented in Téble IHeT
expansion, with a typical estimate of uncertainty of 50%4[29 values of the rms radii of the nuclear charge distribution
In order to perform a detailed analysis of the seeming disused in the calculation5 [31] are listed in the second column
crepancy with theZa expansion results, we performed our of the table. ForZ = 1 we performed calculations for two
calculations for a series of nuclear charges including-fracvalues ofR, one corresponding to hydrogen and another, to
tional Z values as low ag = 0.5. The results obtained for deuterium. Numerical results obtained for two differentdmno
the higher-order remainde¥,..(Z«) are plotted in Fig[1l. els of the nuclear charge distribution are listed for eZcim



TABLE I: Nuclear recoil correction for the = 1 andn = 2 states and the point nuclear model, expressed in terf§ Bty) andGrec(Za),
1/ = 137.0359895.

1s 2s 2p1/2 2p3/2
P(Za) Grec(Z o) P(Za) Grec(Zx) P(Za) Grec(Z o) P(Za) Grec(Zar)

0.50 5.8999336(2) 8.38(2)  6.6249463(2) 14.13(1)  —0.30500061 (1) 1.7154(8)  —0.305056 85 (1) —2.5091 (8)
0.75 5.6256199(2)  9.246(6) 6.3507183(2) 14.660(5) —0.30306524 (1) 1.5946(3)  —0.303 18153 (1) —2.2877 (3)
1 5.4299035(2)  9.720(3)  6.1551155(2) 14.899(3) —0.30112217(1) 1.5097(2)  —0.30131616 (1) —2.1333(2)

542990( )e 6.15483( )e —0.301 122

5.430 (2)° 6.155 (1) —0.301 1° —0.301 3

5.428441°  —17.75° 6.153377°  —17.75° —0.301 203 ° —0.301203°
1.50 5.1519588(2) 10.192(1) 5.8774764(2) 15.043(1) —0.29721504 (1) 1.39077(8) —0.29761169 (1) —1.91973(8)
2 4.9528246 (3)  10.390(1)  5.678 7451 (3) 15.010(1)  —0.29328231 (1) 1.30739(5) —0.29393824 (1) —1.77202 (5)
3 4.668 6482 (5) 10.4803 (9) 5.3956454 (5) 14.7806 (9) —0.28534772(1) 1.19204(2) —0.286 67166 (1) —1.57041 (2)
4 44640355 (5) 10.4155(6) 5.1924455 (5) 14.4926 (6) —0.27732922(2) 1.11268(2) —0.27949803 (1) —1.43280 (1)
5 4.3034275(5) 10.2944 (4) 5.0335649 (5) 14.2013(4) —0.26923336(2) 1.05321(2) —0.27240566 (2) —1.32968 (2)
6 41709596 (5) 10.1514(2) 4.9031236 (5) 13.9216(2) —0.26106435(3) 1.00642(2) —0.26538615(3) —1.24798 (2)
7 4.0581513 (5)  10.0010(2) 4.7926291 (5) 13.6577(2) —0.25282498(4) 0.96844(2) —0.25843308(3) —1.18082 (1)
8 3.9599275 (5)  9.8498(2) 4.6969974 (5) 13.4100(2) —0.24451694(4) 0.93696 (1) —0.25154138 (4) —1.12415 (1)
9 3.8730050 (6)  9.7012(1) 4.6129380 (6) 13.1780(1) —0.23614115(6) 0.91048(1) —0.244 70689 (5) —1.07538 (1)
10 3.7951349 (6)  9.5567 (1) 4.5381963 (6) 12.9604 (1) —0.22769795(7) 0.88799(1) —0.23792612(6) —1.03274 (1)

3.7950(1)° 4.5383(1)° —0.2277° —0.2379°¢

% Shabaev et al. 1993 [15]
® Artemyev et al. 1995 [13, 14]
¢ Za expansion

TABLE II: Nuclear recoil correction for th8s, 4s, and5s states and the point nuclear model, expressed in terni¥ Btx) and Grec(Za),
1/a = 137.0359895.

3s 4s 5s
P(Za) Grec(Zax) P(Za) Grec(Zav) P(Za) Grec(Zax)
1 6.325 0244 (2) 15.242 (3) 6.391 2172 (2) 15.115 (3) 6.423 8396 (2) 14.941 (3)
2 5.848 6979 (3) 15.302 (1) 5.914 8703 (4) 15.174 (2) 5.947 4666 (4) 15.008 (2)
3 5.565 6623 (5) 15.044 (1) 5.631 8011 (5) 14.917 (1) 5.664 3557 (5) 14.756 (1)
4 5.362 5443 (5) 14.7369 (6) 5.428 6365 (5) 14.6110 (6) 5.461 1345 (5) 14.4540 (6)
5 5.203 7622 (5) 14.4316 (4) 5.269 7953 (5) 14.3066 (4) 5.302 2222 (5) 14.1527 (4)
6 5.073 4347 (5) 14.1410 (3) 5.139 3965 (5) 14.0170 (3) 5.171 7384 (5) 13.8658 (3)
7 4.963 0690 (5) 13.8682 (2) 5.028 9475 (5) 13.7451 (2) 5.061 1907 (5) 13.5962 (2)
8 4.867 5804 (5) 13.6132(2) 4.933 3637 (5) 13.4911 (2) 4.965 4949 (5) 13.3442 (1)
9 4.783 6782 (6) 13.3749 (1) 4.849 3547 (6) 13.2537 (1) 4.881 3607 (6) 13.1086 (1)
10 4.709 1073 (6) 13.1520 (1) 4.774 6656 (6) 13.0316 (1) 4.806 5334 (6) 12.8882 (1)

the upper and lower lines, thus giving an opportunity to-esti erators derived for a point nucleus (see Eq. (4) of Ref. [24])
mate the model dependence of the obtained results. AEPP". We then estimate the approximation error as the ab-

The errors specified in Tabledlll are estimations of theSOIUte value of

uncertainty of the approximation made in calculations of AE;, — AEPPT

AEq 1y andAE,,(») for an extended nucleus. The numeri- 2 L [AEu(1)tms + ABu2) i) »  (39)
H H Efns,rcc - Efns,rm i i

cal errors are much smaller and not indicated. The errors due

to uncertainties of the nuclear radii are also not listedeyTh

might be easily accounted for separately, e.g., by a singple e

timate (20R/R) éms P, wheredR is the uncertainty of the

radiusk.

where AE, (1) ms and AEq,2)ms are the fns corrections

to the one-transverse-photon and the two-transversespsot

parts, respectively. In EQ.{B9), the numeraidry, — AE;P™

is the error of the approximation for the low-order part, the
In order to estimate the uncertainty of the approximationdenominatos,s v — Ems,rm IS the total value of the recoil

we compare the low-order part as evaluated in two ways: firstins correction, whereas 2 is a conservative factor. We hatie t

by the exact formuld{24)AEy,, and, second, using the op- we cannot usé\ Ey, in the denominator of Eq_(89) because of



16
*-o- 24
] o AQREE YNy
143 ¢ e, _\.‘*
1¢ AGRER SN RARER SRR
121} iy e e
1 eeeene 04
- 10:‘ ” o ® . e .. .o o
N ol s
8 Ed i o+ ®-----® 4 °
= {é e ®
» ] o
6+ 2 o« ®
1 24 o
i | &°
4] [
I 3]
2]
LR B BRI LML LML LML L RLE LELELE EUBLELE LR RLE LR -4 4
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1M1 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 M
Z Z

FIG. 1: (Color online) Higher-order recoil correctioh..(Z) for the 1s state (left graph, dots, red), the state (left graph, diamonds, green),
the2p, /, state (right graph, diamonds, blue), the; , state (right graph, dots, brown).

large cancellations of spurious terms betweéei;, andA E¢ our results increase the theoretical value of the hydrogen-
[@%. It might be also mentioned that the full expressions fo deuterium15-2S isotope shift as reported in Ref. [36] by
the two-transverse-photons fns correction should com@min ~ 0.36 kHz (including 0.28 kHz from the point nucleus and
tributions induced by virtual nuclear excitation5[[5, 9heéBe  0.08 kHz from the finite nuclear size). These results may be
terms need to be considered together with the nuclear polacompared to the experimental uncertainty0df15 kHz [35]
ization effect|[32] 33] and are beyond the scope of the pteserand the total theoretical uncertainty®é kHz. The change of
investigation. the theoretical value increases the deuteron-hydrogen-mea
square charge-radii difference as obtained in Ref. [36] by
0.00026 fnd.
V. SUMMARY The results obtained in the present work demonstrate the
importance of the non-perturbative (#ia) calculations as
In the present investigation we calculated the nuclear rean alternative to the traditionala-expansion approach. De-
coil correction to the Lamb shift of light hydrogen-like ate.  spite the smallness of the paramefer for hydrogen,la =
The calculation is performed to the first order in the elastro 0.0073, the convergence of the (semi-analyticaky expan-
nucleus mass ratim /M and to all orders in the nuclear bind- sion is complicated by the presence of powers of logarithms.
ing strength parameteX«, both for the point and the ex- Moreover, the predictive power of th8a expansion calcu-
tended nuclear models. The results were found to be in exXations is limited by the difficulty to reliably estimate doiR
cellent agreement with those obtained previously withia th butions of the uncalculated tail of the expansion. The non-
Z« expansion approach. The higher-order recoil contributiorperturbative calculations, while clearly preferable otlee
beyond the previously know#a-expansion terms was iden- perturbative ones, are often hampered by technical diffesul
tified. associated with large numerical cancellations occurrirthé
Our calculation resolves the previously reported disagreelow-Z region. In particular, technical difficulties prevented
ment between the numerical all-order and the analytical ~ so far a direct numerical calculation of the two-loop elentr
expansion approaches and eliminates the second-largest th self-energy for hydrogen [87], which is badly needed as this
retical uncertainty in the hydrogen Lamb shift of the and  effect presently determines the theoretical uncertaimthe
25 states. The calculated values of the higher-order recoiydrogent S and2S Lamb shifts[2].
correction beyond the previously knowfw-expansion terms
for hydrogen ard).65 kHz for the 1.5 state and).08 kHz for
the 25 state, for the point nuclear model. The finite nuclear
size effect beyond the reduced mass shifts the above values
by —0.08 and—0.01 kHz, respectively. These results may be
compared with the experimental uncertainty0dil kHz for V.A.Y. acknowledges support by the Russian Federation
the 15-2S transition [34]. program for organizing and carrying out scientific inveatig
The higher-orderrecoil corrections calculated in the@nés tions and by RFBR (grant No. 16-02-00538). The work of
work influence the interpretation of experimental resutts f V.M.S. was supported by RFBR (grant No. 16-02-00334) and
the hydrogen-deuterium isotope shift [[35].  Specifically,by SPbSU (grants No. 11.38.269.2014 and 11.38.237.2015).
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TABLE lIlI: Finite nuclear size recoil correction, expredsia terms ofds,s P. For eachZ, the upper line corresponds to the Gauss nuclear

model, whereas the second line corresponds to the homagspemharged sphere nuclear model. The specified uncsrtaitite estimated

error of the approximation.

Z R [fm] 1s 2s 2p1/2 2])3/2

1 0.8775 —0.000 1840 (8) —0.000 1840 (8) —0.000 00001 (1) —0.000 00001 (1)
—0.000 1851 (8) —0.000 1852 (8) —0.000 00001 (1) —0.000 00001 (1)

0.0000 (2)°
2.1424 —0.000 7861 (8) —0.000 7866 (8) —0.000 000 03 (5) —0.000 000 04 (4)

—0.000 7918 (9) —0.000 7923 (9) —0.000 000 03 (5) —0.000 000 04 (4)

2 1.6755 —0.000 628 (4) —0.000 629 (4) —0.000 000 06 (6) —0.000 000 04 (4)
—0.000 632 (4) —0.000 633 (4) —0.000 000 06 (6) —0.000 000 04 (4)
—0.0006(2)

3 2.4440 —0.001 282 (12) —0.001 285 (12) —0.000 0002 (4) —0.0000001 (1)
—0.001292 (12) —0.001294 (12) —0.0000002 (4) —0.0000001 (1)

4 2.5190 —0.001 50 (2) —0.001 50 (2) —0.000 0003 (7) —0.000 0002 (2)
—0.00151 (2) —0.00151 (2) —0.000 0003 (7) —0.0000002 (2)

5 2.4060 —0.001 56 (2) —0.001 56 (2) —0.000 0004 (10) —0.000 0002 (2)
—0.001 57 (2) —0.001 57 (2) —0.000 0004 (10) —0.000 0002 (2)
—0.0015(2)

6 2.4702 —0.001 77 (4) —0.001 78 (4) —0.000001 (1) —0.000 0002 (4)
—0.001 78 (4) —0.001 79 (4) —0.000 001 (1) —0.0000002 (4)

7 2.5582 —0.002 02 (4) —0.002 03 (4) —0.000 001 (1) —0.000 000 2 (6)
—0.00204 (4) —0.00205 (4) —0.000001 (1) —0.000 0002 (6)

8 2.6991 —0.002 35 (6) —0.002 37 (6) —0.000 001 (2) —0.000 000 3 (8)
—0.002 37 (6) —0.002 38 (6) —0.000 001 (2) —0.000 0003 (8)

9 2.8976 —0.00278 (8) ~0.002 80 (8) —0.000 002 (3) —0.000 0003 (12)
—0.00280 (8) —0.00282 (8) —0.000 002 (3) —0.000 0003 (12)

10 3.0055 —0.003 12 (8) —0.003 14 (8) —0.000 003 (3) —0.000 0004 (16)
—0.003 14 (8) ~0.00317 (8) —0.000 003 (3) —0.000 0004 (16)
—0.003 (2)*
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