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8 Irrationalconstantsin positronium decays
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W e establish irrationalconstants,that contribute to the positronium lifetim e at O (�) and O (�
2
) order. In

particularwe show,thata new typeofconstantsappear,which are notrelated to Euler{Zagiersum sorm ultiple

� values.

1. Introduction

M ost ofthe m ulti-loop analyticalcalculations

in quantum �eld theories have been dine for so-

called single-scaleproblem s.Thism eansthatthe

evaluated integralsare basicaly expressed asnu-

m ericalconstantsup to a trivialscalefactor.Ex-

am plesofsuch problem sincludealm ostallrenor-

m alization group calculations,evaluationsofthe

criticalexponents,anom alousm agneticm om ents

ofthe electron and the m uon,m atching calcula-

tionsin e�ective theories(e.g. HQ FT,NRQ FT)

and m any others.

Usually analyticalresultsinvolve the so-called

Euler{Zagier(EZ)sum softhe form

X

n1> n2> :::> nk

(� 1)n1

n
a1
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:::
(� k)nk

n
ak
1

(1)

orm oregenerally m ultiple polylogarithm s
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where z1;:::zk are som e param eters and

a1;:::;ak are positive integers. The sum a1 +

a2 + :::+ ak iscalled the weightin such a case.
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The abovede�nitionsinclude e.g.well-known

irrationalities like � functions �(a);�(a;b);:::,

(poly)logarithm sLia(1=2);ln2;:::and \sixth

rootofunity" constantsLs
(k)

j (�=3);Ls
(k)

j (2�=3);

:::. There is no doubt,thatby consideration of

m ore com plicated problem s and in higher loops

som e m ew constants willappear. As exam ples

we can m ention som e elliptic integrals (see e.g.

[1,2,3]).

In this paper we concentrate on a very im -

portant single-scale problem : the totalwidth of

positronium decayin Q ED.Positronium (Ps),the

lightestknown atom ,providesan ultra-pure lab-

oratory for high-precision tests ofQ ED.In fact,

thanks to the sm allness ofthe electron m ass m

relative to typicalhadronic m ass scale,its the-

oreticaldescription is not plagued by strong in-

teraction uncertaintiesand itsproperties,such as

decay widthsand energy levelscan be calculated

perturbatively in non-relativisticQ ED (NRQ ED)

[4]with very high precision.

Pscom esin twogroundstates,1S0 parapositro-

nium (p-Ps) and 3S1 orthopositronium (o-Ps),

which decay to two and three photons,respec-

tively.
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2. O rthopositronium

In thissection we are concerned with the life-

tim e of o-Ps, which has been the subject of a

vast num ber oftheoreticaland experim entalin-

vestigations. Its �rstprecision m easurem ent[5],

of1968,had to wait nine years to be com pared

with �rstcom pleteone-loop calculation [6],which

cam e two decades after the analogous calcula-

tion for p-Ps [7]being considerably sim pler ow-

ing to the two-body �nal state. In the year

1987,the Ann Arborgroup [8]published a m ea-

surem entthatexceeded thetheoreticalprediction

avalaiblebyten experim entalstantarddeviations.

This is so-called o-Ps lifetim e puzzule triggered

an avalanche ofboth experim entaland theoreti-

calactivities,which eventually resulted in what

now appears to be the resolution ofthis puzzle.

In fact,the2003 m easurem entsatAnn Arbor[9]

and Tokio [10]

�(Ann Arbor) = 7:0404(10)(8)�s�1 ;

�(Tokyo) = 7:0396(12)(11)�s�1 ; (3)

agree m utually and with the present theoretical

prediction,

�(theory)= 7:039979(11)�s�1 : (4)

The latterisevaluated from

�(theory) = � 0

�

1+ A
�

�
+
�2

3
ln�

+ B

�
�

�

�2
�
3�3

2�
ln
2
�

+ C
�3

�
ln�

�

; (5)

where [11]

�0 =
2

9
(�2 � 9)

m �6

�
(6)

is the LO result. The leading logarithm ically

enhanced O (�2 ln�)and O (�3 ln
2
�)term swere

found in Refs. [12,13] and Ref. [14], respec-

tively. The coe�cients A = � 10:286606(10)

[6,12,15,16,17], B = 45:06(26) [16], and C =

� 5:51702455(23)[18]areonly availablein num er-

icalform so far. Com prehensive reviews ofthe

presentexperim entaland theoreticalstatusofo-

Psm ay be found in Ref.[19].

G iven the fundam entalim portance of Ps for

atom ic and particle physics, it is desirable to

com plete our knowledge ofthe Q ED prediction

in Eq.(5). Since the theoreticaluncertainty is

presently dom inated by the errorsin the num er-

icalevaluations ofthe coe�cients A,B ,and C ,

it is an urgent task to �nd them in analytical

form ,in term s ofirrationalnum bers,which can

beevaluated with arbitraryprecision.In thisLet-

ter,thisisachieved forA and C .ThecaseofB is

beyond the scope ofpresently available technol-

ogy,sinceitinvolvestwo-loop �ve-pointfunctions

to be integrated over a three-body phase space.

The quest for an analytic expression for A is a

topic ofold vintage:about25 yearsago,som eof

thesim plercontributionsto A,dueto self-energy

and outerand innervertex corrections,were ob-

tained analytically [21],butfurtherprogressthen

soon cam eto a grinding halt.

Figure1. Feynm an diagram scontributing to the

totaldecay width ofo-Ps at O (�). Self-energy

diagram sare notshown. Dashed and solid lines

representphotonsand electrons,respectively.

The O (�) contribution in Eq. (5), �1 =

�0A�=�,isdue to the Feynm an diagram swhere

a virtualphoton is attached in allpossible ways
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to the tree-leveldiagram s,with three realpho-

tonslinked toan open electron linewith threshold

kinem atics.Such diagram sareshown in Fig.1.

After angular integration over three-photon

phasespace

Z

[dk1][dk2][dk3]�(k1 + k2 + k3 � q) (7)

we can rewrite the one-loop contribution to the

width as(see[17])

�1 =
m �7

36�2

1Z

0

dx1

x1

dx2

x2

dx3

x3
�(2� x1 � x2 � x3)

� [F (x1;x3)+ perm :]; (8)

where xi,with 0 � xi � 1,isthe energy ofpho-

ton i in the o-Ps rest fram e norm alized by its

m axim um value,the delta function ensures en-

ergy conservation,and perm .standsfortheother

�veperm utationsofx1;x2;x3.

The function F includes dilogarithm and arc-

tangent functions as given in [17]. Ror illustra-

tion,wejustm ention,thattheaboveexpression,

after re-param etrization,consists ofintegrals of

thefollowing type

P (x1;x2;x3)

Q (x1;x2;x3)

1Z

0

dy ln(x1 + (1� x1)y
2)

(1� x1)x3 � x1(1� x3)y
2
;

P (x1;x2;x3)

Q (x1;x2;x3)

1Z

0

dy ln(x1 + (1� x1)y
2)

x1x3 � (1� x1)(1� x3)y
2
;

with P;Q ;P 0Q 0 being som epolynom ials.

Theanalyticalintegration oftheaboveexpres-

sionsis rathertedious and requiresa num ber of

tricks,e.g. expansion in series. O nly a few inte-

grals could be done strightforwardly,e.g.. with

M athem atica orM aple. However,we established

allirrationalconstantsin term sofwhich thecom -

pleteone-loop correction can beexpressed.These

includeam ongothersusualEZ sum sup toweigth

four,including e.g.

ln2; �(n); Li4

�
1

2

�

; etc.

and som e additionalconstants ofnew type. At

weightone,wehave

ln(R); where R =

p
2� 1

p
2+ 1

and up to weightfourourbasisincludesthe fol-

lowing constants

Li2

�
1

3

�

; Li4

�
1

3

�

; Li4

�

�
1

3

�

;

Li3

�
1
p
2

�

; Li3 (R); S1;2 (R);

Li4 (� R); S1;3 (� R); S2;2 (� R);

with Sa;b being the generalized polylogarithm

Sa;b(x)=
(� 1)a+ b�1

(a� 1)!b!

1Z

0

dt

t
ln
a�1

tln
b
(1� tx):

Unfortunately,notallintegralscan be com puted

analytically.In m orecom plicated cases,theinte-

grationsarenotseparatedafterexpansion intoin-

�niteseries.W ethen rely on thePSLQ algorithm

[26],which allowsonetoreconstructtherepresen-

tation ofa num ericalresult known to very high

precision in term s ofa linear com binations ofa

setofconstantswith rationalcoe�cients,ifthat

setisknown beforehand. The experience gained

with theexplicitsolution ofthe sim plerintegrals

helpsusto exhaustthe releventset.In orderfor

PSLQ to work in our applications,the num eri-

calvalues ofthe integrals m ust be known up to

typically 150 decim al�gures.

3. Parapositronium

Letusnow turn tothecaseofparapositronium .

Itstotalwidth wasrecently m easured to be [28]

�p(exp)= 7990:9�s�1 : (9)

At present,the following radiative corrections

within NRQ ED areavailable:

�p =
�5 m e

2

(

1+
�

�

�
�2 � 20

4

�

+
�2

�2

�
� 2�2 ln� + A p

�
+
�3

�

�

�
3

2
ln
2
�

+ (
533

90
�
�2

2
+ 10ln2)ln�

� )

:
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The �rst-order corrections were obtained in [7],

while the logarithm ically enhanced term s were

com puted in [12,13]. Here the constant A p =

5:12443(33) is known only num erically [20]and

our next goalis to establish the irrationalcon-

stantsthatcontribute to thisquantity.

Figure 2. Diagram s contributing to the decay

width of p-Ps at O (�2) and their reduction to

sim plerm asterintegrals. Dashed and solid lines

representm asslessand m asivelines,respectively.

Thisquantity recievescontributionsfrom two-

loop diagram s of e+ e� annihilation into two

photons in threshold kinem atics. However,the

generic planar and non-planar diagram s (see

Fig.2,upperrow)can bereduced via integration

by partsto sim plerintegrals(Fig.2,m iddlerow).

These,in turn,asweshallsee,contain constants

that are related to the sunset diagram (Fig.2,

bottom row) at very specialkinem atics,nam ely

when the externalm om entum q is restricted by

q2 = � m 2.The sunsetdiagram swith such kine-

m aticshavebeen considered in greatdetailin [1].

In particulartheresultforthesunsetisexpressed

in term sofspecialsum sosfelliptic nature,

1X

n= 1

(� 1)n

�
2n

n

�

�
4n

2n

�

�

�;
�

n
;
1

n2

�

; (10)

which we can calla�;a�1 and a2, respectively,

and othersum s

1X

n= 1

(� 16)n
�
2n

n

� �
4n

2n

�

�

1;
1

n

�

; (11)

which wecallb0 and b1.In (10),� standsfor

� = S1(n � 1)� 3S1(2n � 1)+ 2S1(4n � 1);

with Sa(n)=
P n

j= 1
1=ja being a harm onicsum .

Figure 3. Exam ple ofvertex diagram J,con-

tributing to the decay width ofp-Ps. Alllines

havem assm .Thedoton alinem eansthesquare

ofthe propagator.

Starting from (10)and (11),onecan construct

sum sofhigherweights,e.g.a3;a�2;b3,etc.W ith

such constructed sum s, we evaluate m ore com -

plicated diagram s,including vertexesand boxes.

W e illustrate it evaluating diagram J shown in

Fig.3.The resulis

J =
9

16
�(3)�

1

8
a3 �

1

8
a�2 �

1

32
b3 (12)

and a sim ilarresultfollowsforthe box diagram s

ofFig.2. Form ula (12) shows the deep relation

ofthe vertex diagram with the sunset diagram

(in factsuch relation followsfrom thedi�erential

equations).

Concluding this section we want to m ention

thatthere are relationsbetween the above sum s

and alsotheirrelation to theellipticintegralshas

been found in [1].
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4. C onclusions

Thus,we established the analyticalstructure

of the results for the nex unknown corrections

both for ortho- and parapositronium lifetim es.

W e found that new constants,that are not re-

lated to the Euler{Zagier sum s appear in both

cases,

W e are gratefulto G .S.Adkins for providing

uswith the com putercode em ployed forthe nu-

m ericalanalysisin [17]and M .Yu.K alm ykov for

thefruitfuldiscussions.
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