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A reassessment of nuclear effects in muonic deuterium using pionless effective field theory at N3LO

Vadim Lensky,1 Franziska Hagelstein,1, 2 and Vladimir Pascalutsa1

1Institut für Kernphysik, Johannes Gutenberg-Universität Mainz, D-55128 Mainz, Germany
2Paul Scherrer Institut, CH-5232 Villigen PSI, Switzerland

(Dated: October 31, 2022)

We provide a systematic assessment of the order-α5 nuclear contributions to the Lamb shift of muonic deu-
terium, including the accompanying radiative corrections due to vacuum polarization, up to next-to-next-to-
next-to-leading order (N3LO) within the pionless effective field theory (/πEFT). We also evaluate higher-order
corrections due to the single-nucleon structure, which are expected to be the most important corrections beyond
N3LO. We find a correlation between the deuteron charge and Friar radii, which can be useful to judge the qual-
ity of charge form factor parametrisations. We refine the theoretical description of the 2γ-exchange contribution,
especially in the elastic contribution and the radiative corrections, ameliorating the original discrepancy between
theory and experiment in the size of 2γ-exchange effects. Based on the experimental Lamb shift of muonic deu-
terium, we obtain the deuteron charge radius, rd(µD) = 2.12763(13)exp(77)theory fm, which is consistent with
(but less precise than) the value obtained by combining the H-D isotope shift with the muonic hydrogen Lamb
shift. The theory uncertainty is evaluated using a Bayesian procedure and is dominated by the truncation of the
/πEFT series.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recent advances in the spectroscopy of light muonic atoms,
by the CREMA Collaboration at the Paul Scherrer Institute,
offer a new leap in precision for studies of nucleon and nu-
clear structure [1]. Their determinations of the charge radii
of the proton, rp, and the deuteron, rd , from the Lamb shift of
muonic hydrogen (µH) [2, 3] and muonic deuterium (µD) [4],
have been particularly intriguing. The former disagreed, quite
spectacularly, with the previous determinations of rp using
the conventional methods of hydrogen (H) spectroscopy and
electron-proton (ep) scattering, viz., the “proton-radius puz-
zle” (see, e.g., [5, 6]). The µD determination of rd disagrees
with CODATA-2014 [7], but also with a more recent deter-
mination from deuterium (D) [8]. Initially, it even disagreed
with µH, given the precise determination of the radius differ-
ence, r2

d − r2
p, from the H-D isotope shift. The latter discrep-

ancy has recently been resolved on the theory side by adding
several missing contributions to the µD Lamb shift [9, 10]:
most notably, electron vacuum polarization (eVP) corrections
to the two-photon exchange (2γ exchange), as well as a three-
photon-exchange (3γ-exchange) contribution. These are cer-
tainly interesting improvements, motivating a more system-
atic account of nuclear effects in µD and light muonic atoms
in general.

In this work, we give a reassessment of the finite-size and
polarizability effects in µD using the pionless effective field
theory (/πEFT) of nuclear forces [11–17] at next-to-next-to-
next-to-leading order (N3LO), including effects generated by
the structure of individual nucleons. The /πEFT framework
gives a better control of theoretical uncertainties in a well-
defined perturbation theory, with the small parameter given

by P/mπ ∼ γ/mπ ' 1/3, where the typical momentum scale
P in the deuteron is characterized by the binding momen-
tum γ =

√
MNB ' 45 MeV, with MN the nucleon mass, B

the deuteron binding energy, and mπ ' 139 MeV the pion
mass. To quantify the uncertainty due to omitted higher-order
terms in the /πEFT expansion, we use the methods of Bayesian
statistics along the lines of Refs. [18, 19]. The momentum
scale probed in µD is of the order of α m . 1 MeV (with α

the fine-structure constant and m the muon mass), well below
the limiting scale of /πEFT, set by mπ . The expansion in the
atomic momentum appears naturally as part of the usual ex-
pansion in α .

Our present work is based on the recent N3LO evalua-
tion of the deuteron charge form factor (FF) and the forward
longitudinal amplitude of doubly-virtual Compton scattering
(VVCS) [20], from which we derive all of the nuclear effects
at O(α5), as well as their interference with the eVP. At N3LO,
all of the nuclear contributions are governed by only one free
parameter — the low-energy constant lC0S

1 , which describes
the coupling of the two-nucleon system to a Coulomb photon,
and will be determined here very precisely from the isotope
shift. The nuclear corrections to the µD Lamb shift are then a
free-parameter-free prediction of N3LO /πEFT.

Already at O(α5), we find an appreciable difference with
previous evaluations of the “elastic” 2γ contribution to the
µD Lamb shift. We then combine our results with the
known O(α6 logα) and O(α6) corrections, coming from the
Coulomb distortion [21] and the 3γ-exchange [9], to obtain
the full nuclear-structure contribution to the µD Lamb shift.
It results in a slightly different extraction of the deuteron ra-
dius from the experimental µD Lamb shift, see Fig. 1. This
extraction is now indeed consistent with the extraction from
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the isotope shift, but the latter is, of course, more precise. In
what follows, we give more details of this analysis, with em-
phasis on novel aspects of the 2γ contribution in /πEFT. The
“elastic” and “inelastic” 2γ contributions are evaluated in Sec-
tions II and III, respectively. Hadronic contributions beyond
N3LO are discussed in Section IV. The total results are com-
piled in Section V. A summary is given in Section VI.
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FIG. 1. Comparison of deuteron charge radius determinations from
fits to electron-deuteron (ed) scattering data, the Lamb shift of
muonic deuterium, the 1S− 2S hydrogen-deuterium isotope shift
combined with the proton radius from muonic hydrogen, and deu-
terium spectroscopy.

II. CHARGE RADIUS AND ELASTIC 2γ EXCHANGE

We start with the finite-size contributions to the µD Lamb
shift at N3LO in /πEFT. Note that at this order /πEFT gives
very simple results, many of which can be computed analyti-
cally.

The main nuclear-structure effect in the Lamb shift is the
finite-size contribution of O(α4):

Ef.s.
nS =

2α4m3
r

3n3 r2
d , (1)

with n the principal quantum number and mr = mMd/(m+

Md) the atomic reduced mass. The squared charge radius, in
the case of the deuteron, is given by the slope of the charge FF:
r2

d = −6dGC(Q2)/dQ2|Q2→0 ≡ −6G′C(0). The N3LO /πEFT
result for r2

d reads, order-by-order:

r2
d =

1
8γ2 +

Z−1
8γ2 +2r2

0 +
3(Z−1)3

γ2 lC0S
1 , (2)

where Z = 1.67893(30) is the residue of the NN scat-
tering amplitude at the deuteron pole [17], and r2

0 =

1/2
[
r2

p + 3/4 M−2
p + r2

n
]

is the isoscalar nucleon charge radius,
with the proton Darwin-Foldy term 3/8 M−2

p added to it. In
Ref. [20], lC0S

1 was chosen to reproduce the deuteron charge
radius from µD spectroscopy [4], rd = 2.12562(78) fm, re-
sulting in lC0S

1 =−2.32(41)×10−3 , where the uncertainty in
the brackets stems from the error of the deuteron radius and
the uncertainty of Z. However, the extraction of r2

d from µD
spectroscopy depends on the theory result for the 2γ-exchange
correction (even though the contribution of lC0S

1 to the 2γ-
exchange correction is small). To avoid this interdependence,
it is reasonable to use the deuteron charge radius from the H-
D 1S− 2S isotope shift instead. The isotope shift also has a
2γ-exchange contribution, but it has a much smaller correla-
tion with r2

d , and the contribution of lC0S
1 to the isotope shift

can safely be neglected at the current level of precision. The
value of rd obtained from the H-D isotope shift, using the µH
value of rp, is [22]:

rd(µH, iso) = 2.12771(22) fm, (3)

and the corresponding result for the electric contact term cou-
pling is:

lC0S
1 =−1.8(4)×10−3 . (4)

This value is used in the calculation of the 2γ-exchange cor-
rection presented below.

The nuclear effects of O(α5) can be described by the for-
ward 2γ-exchange, see Fig. 2. There are also contributions
involving eVP, shown in Fig. 3, which nominally are O(α6),
but, in the case of muonic atoms, are enhanced by factors of
the muon-to-electron mass ratio m/me.

p

q

p

q

FIG. 2. The leading order in α two-photon-exchange potential.

The forward O(α5) 2γ-exchange correction to the energy of
a nS state in µD is expressed through the forward VVCS off
an unpolarised deuteron, which is parametrised by two scalar
amplitudes fL(ν ,Q2) and fT (ν ,Q2) — the longitudinal and
transverse amplitudes, functions of the photon virtuality Q2

and the lab-frame energy ν [23]. This 2γ-exchange correction
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FIG. 3. Elastic and inelastic two-photon exchange with electronic
vacuum polarization insertion at O(α6).

reads [24]:

Efwd
nS = 8iπαm [φn(0)]

2
ˆ

d4q
(2π)4 ×

fL(ν ,Q2)+2(ν2/Q2) fT (ν ,Q2)

Q2(Q4−4m2ν2)
, (5)

where [φn(0)]2 = 1/(πn3a3) is the (Coulomb) wave function
of the nS atomic state at the origin, a = 1/(Zαmr) is the
Bohr radius, and Z is the nuclear charge (equal to 1 for the
deuteron). The /πEFT counting assigns Q =O(P), ν =O(P2);
the leading terms of fL and fT are, respectively, O(P−2) and
O(P0) [20]. The factor ν2/Q2 = O(P2) in Eq. (5) further sup-
presses the transverse contribution, which is N4LO relative to
the leading longitudinal one. The N3LO result for fL(ν ,Q2)

obtained in Ref. [20] thus allows us to calculate the forward
2γ-exchange correction up to N3LO in the /πEFT counting.

The elastic contribution to the 2γ exchange is given in
terms of the elastic electromagnetic FFs [24], and, neglecting
the magnetic and quadrupole contributions (they both arise
at higher orders in the /πEFT counting, and their smallness,
< 1µeV, is confirmed using empirical deuteron FF parametri-
sations [25, 26]), reads:

Eelastic
nS =− 32mMdα2

M2
d −m2 [φn(0)]2×

∞̂

0

dQ
Q

[
G2

C(Q
2)−1

4Q2 γ̂2(τd ,τl)+
Md−m

Q
G′C(0)

]
,

(6)

with the auxiliary functions γ̂2(x,y) = γ2(x)/
√

x− γ2(y)/
√

y,
and γ2(x) = (1+ x)3/2− x3/2− 3/2

√
x, and the dimensionless

quantities τd = Q2/(4M2
d) and τl = Q2/(4m2). The N3LO

/πEFT result for Eelastic
2S yields, order-by-order:

Eelastic
2S = [−0.2043−0.1582−0.0626−0.0213] meV

=−0.4463(77) meV, (7)

with the uncertainty dominated by the higher-order terms in
the /πEFT expansion, and estimated following the Bayesian
approach in Refs. [18, 19]. This significantly deviates from

the result obtained in Ref. [24], Eelastic
2S = −0.417(2) meV,

which used the t20 deuteron FF parametrisation of Abbott et
al. [25], also adopted in the recent Ref. [27]. At the same time,
the /πEFT result is confirmed using the recent chiral effective
theory (χET) fit for the deuteron charge FF [28, 29], with
which we obtained Eelastic

2S =−0.4456(18) meV, with the un-
certainty corresponding to the χET uncertainty of the charge
FF. These results, together with the results for the inelastic
contribution, are summarised in Table I.

The fact that the two low-energy effective theories give co-
inciding results vindicates their choice as tools to investigate
the low-momenta properties of the deuteron. It also appears
that the discrepancy in Eelastic

2S between the EFTs and the Ab-
bott parametrisation [25] is due to the poor low-Q properties
of the latter. To elucidate this issue, we consider the Friar
radius rFd , given in terms of the charge FF as:

r3
Fd =

48
π

∞̂

0

dQ
Q4

[
G2

C(Q
2)−1−2G′C(0)Q2] . (8)

This integral coincides, up to a constant factor, with the lead-
ing term in the expansion of Eelastic

2S in powers of m [30]. Up
to N3LO in /πEFT, it can be calculated analytically, the N3LO
result being:

r3
Fd =

3
80γ3

{
Z [5−2Z(1−2ln2)]

−320
9

r2
0γ

2 [Z(1−4ln2)−2+2ln2]

+80(Z−1)3 lC0S
1

}
. (9)

The dependence of both r2
d , Eq. (2), and r3

Fd , Eq. (9), on
lC0S
1 can be represented as a correlation line, which is shown

in Fig. 4, with the band corresponding to the estimated N3LO
relative uncertainty of 1% ' (γ/mπ)

4. One can see that
the point corresponding to the parametrisation of Abbott et
al. [25] deviates from the correlation line, while the values
calculated with the charge FF resulting from /πEFT, the χET
fit of [28, 29], and the empirical parametrisation of [26] clus-
ter very closely together. Note that it is not only the value
of the deuteron charge radius in the parametrisation of [25],
rd = 2.094(9), that tends to be lower than the other results, it
is also the higher derivatives of the charge FF being smaller,
resulting in a smaller r3

Fd . The deuteron Friar radius as an in-
tegral low-Q feature, and, in particular, its correlation with the
deuteron charge radius, can be an important criterion for the
quality of a FF parametrisation.
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FIG. 4. Correlation of r3
Fd and r2

d . The dashed line shows the cor-
relation obtained from the /πEFT results, with the band showing the
estimated 1% N3LO uncertainty. The red disc, purple cross, green di-
amond, and blue square show the values obtained, respectively, from
/πEFT, the χET form factor [29], the parametrisation of Ref. [26],
and the parametrisation of Ref. [25]. The dash-dotted lines indicate
the isotope shift value of r2

d and the corresponding value of r3
Fd ob-

tained at N3LO in /πEFT.

III. INELASTIC 2γ EXCHANGE

The inelastic part of the 2γ-exchange contribution is given
in terms of the non-pole parts of the VVCS amplitudes as:

E inel
nS =− α

2π2m
[φn(0)]

2
∞̂

0

dQ
Q

1ˆ

−1

dx
√

1− x2×

fL(−iQx,Q2)−2x2 fT (−iQx,Q2)

τl + x2 ,

which arises from Eq. (5) after a Wick rotation and integra-
tion in hyperspherical coordinates. The respective pole parts,
as well as the Thomson term entering fT , are assumed to be
subtracted from the VVCS amplitudes. The evaluation with
the /πEFT VVCS amplitudes is straightforward, resulting in,
order-by-order:

E inel,L
2S = [−0.943−0.635+0.049+0.025] meV

=−1.504(16) meV (10)

for the longitudinal contribution, and

E inel,T
2S =−0.005 meV (11)

for the LO+NLO transverse contribution. We include the lat-
ter in the final result despite its smallness, both in the /πEFT
counting and numeric, for the sake of comparing with other
calculations that typically include it. It is also in a very good

Calculation Eelastic
2S E inel

2S

/πEFT N3LO −0.4463(77) −1.509(16)

/πEFT p.N. N2LO [32] a −1.574(80)

χET b −0.4456(18)

Carlson et al. [24] −0.417(2) −1.566(740)

Acharya et al. [27] −1.511(12)

Hernandez et al. [31] −1.531(12)
a Note that Ref. [32] uses a different variant of /πEFT and treats nucleons as

point-like (p.N.). The value quoted is their “Zd -improved” result.
b Evaluated using the form factors of Ref. [29].

TABLE I. Comparison of our results with other recent calculations
for the elastic contribution Eelastic

2S and the inelastic contribution E inel
2S .

Values are in meV. To compare with Ref. [31], we subtract the sub-
leading O(α6 logα) Coulomb correction from their “η-less” result.
The uncertainty given here for their prediction is obtained based on
the relative uncertainties of individual error sources from Ref. [33,
Table 8] (nuclear model, isospin symmetry breaking, relativistic,
higher Zα) summed in quadrature.

agreement with the recent calculations of Refs. [27, 31]. We
therefore get:

E inel
2S = E inel,L

2S +E inel,T
2S =−1.509(16) meV. (12)

The uncertainty here is calculated in the same Bayesian ap-
proach as for Eelastic

2S , with the uncertainty of the transverse
part neglected. The comparison of the results for E inel

2S is
shown in Table I. Our result agrees both with the recent covari-
ant dispersive calculation [27], as well as with the calculation
of Ref. [31], within the uncertainties. The latter has a slightly
larger in magnitude central value. The value obtained by us is
appreciably smaller than the N2LO /πEFT result of Emmons
et al. [32], which is not unexpected, given that the nucleon-
size effects, included in our calculation but not in Ref. [32],
suppress the magnitude of the 2γ-exchange correction. The
difference, however, is accommodated by the uncertainty of
the N2LO calculation. The data-driven evaluation of Carlson
et al. [24] obtains an even larger E inel

2S , albeit with a large un-
certainty making it compatible with any of the other results.

IV. HADRONIC CONTRIBUTIONS BEYOND N3LO

In addition to the N3LO /πEFT result, we evaluate the
corrections that arise due to the nucleon structure (such as
the higher-order terms in the expansion of the nucleon FFs
and the nucleon polarisabilities) at orders beyond N3LO.
Those corrections are problematic in the strict /πEFT expan-
sion, since they are leading to divergent contributions to Efwd

nS
and, as such, demand the inclusion of a two-nucleon-two-



5

lepton contact term to regularise this divergence. We circum-
vent this problem, plugging in the full nucleon FFs in the
nucleon-photon vertices at LO, similarly to what is done in
χET [27, 29]. This allows us to calculate the correction to the
inelastic part of the 2γ-exchange contribution due to higher-
order terms in the nucleon FFs:

Ehadr, FF
2S =−0.013(1) meV. (13)

The respective effect on the elastic part of the 2γ-exchange
contribution is very small, and we neglect it.

The (inelastic and subtraction) contributions of the nucleon
polarisabilities are calculated in a similar fashion. Namely,
the inelastic contribution can be inferred from a dispersive in-
tegral with input from empirical deuteron structure functions
at energies starting from the pion production threshold [24];
on the other hand, both this term and the nucleon subtraction
term can be calculated by re-scaling the sum of the respective
proton and neutron contributions with the appropriate wave
function factor [21]. For the inelastic contribution, we adopt
the dispersive result of [24],

Ehadr, inel
2S =−0.028(2) meV. (14)

Note that this result coincides with that of the re-scaling,
using the single-nucleon values from [34], which gives
−0.030(2) meV. For the subtraction contribution, we adopt
the covariant chiral perturbation theory (χPT) result for the
proton subtraction contribution [35] and its neutron counter-
part, and use the re-scaling procedure, getting

Ehadr, subt
2S = 0.009(6) meV, (15)

which agrees well with the value adopted in Ref. [21]:
0.0098(98) meV.

Adding these hadronic corrections together, we get

Ehadr
2S = Ehadr, FF

2S +Ehadr, subt
2S +Ehadr, inel

2S =−0.032(6) meV.

(16)
Since the hadronic contribution is larger than our N3LO un-
certainty estimate for E inel

2S , Eq. (12), we add it to the total.
We expect these hadronic corrections to be the only sizeable
contributions beyond N3LO, whereas purely nuclear effects at
N4LO or higher in the /πEFT expansion should be fully con-
tained by the given uncertainty estimate.

V. TOTAL 2γ EFFECT AND THE DEUTERON RADIUS
DETERMINATION

To arrive at our final number for the nuclear-structure cor-
rection, we add two further contributions. The first of them is

the eVP correction to the forward 2γ exchange, also calculated
by us using the /πEFT VVCS amplitudes,

EeVP
2S =−0.027 meV, (17)

with a negligibly small uncertainty. This result agrees with
the first evaluation of this contribution by Kalinowski [10].
The second contribution is the off-forward 2γ exchange (or
Coulomb distortion). Despite being a subleading effect in the
QED expansion, [O(α6 logα)], it is needed for a meaningful
extraction of rd from the µD Lamb shift and for a compari-
son with empirical results for the nuclear-structure effect. We
adopt the value from the theory compilation [21],

ECoulomb
2S = 0.2625(15)meV. (18)

It is derived using modern nucleon-nucleon potentials; since
the deuteron electric dipole polarizability obtained in /πEFT
[20] is in agreement with the results obtained with the applied
deuteron potentials [36], we expect it to be consistent with
/πEFT.

As the total 2γ contribution we thus obtain:

E2γ

2S = Eelastic
2S +E inel

2S +Ehadr
2S +EeVP

2S +ECoulomb
2S

=−1.752(20) meV. (19)

This agrees, within the uncertainty, with the recent compila-
tion [10],−1.740(21) meV. The earlier compilation [21] gave
a smaller value,−1.7096(200) meV, which, most importantly,
missed the eVP correction, Eq. (17).

We now compare the theory prediction to the empirical ex-
traction of the 2γ-exchange contribution from the combined
µD, µH, and H-D measurements. We start from the theory
of the µD Lamb shift compiled in Ref. [22], together with an
updated NLO hadronic vacuum polarization contribution [37],
see Ref. [38] for details1:

E2P−2S(µD) =

[
228.77408(38)−6.10801(28)

( rd

fm

)2

−E2γ

2S +0.00219(92)
]

meV. (20)

The first term here contains QED and other structure-
independent effects. The second one is the finite-size con-
tribution. The last two are the nuclear-structure effects from,
respectively, 2γ and 3γ-exchange. For the latter, we are taking
the sum of the elastic [22, ##r3 and r3’] and inelastic contri-
butions [9]. This updated µD theory is then compared with

1 We have corrected a sign mistake in the inclusion of [22, #r8].
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the experimental result from the CREMA collaboration [4],

E2P−2S = 202.8785(31)stat(14)syst meV, (21)

and using the value of rd(µH, iso) from Eq. (3), we obtain the
following empirical extraction of the 2γ-exchange contribu-
tion:

E2γ

2S (emp.) =−1.7585(56)meV. (22)

The prediction obtained in the /πEFT framework, Eq. (19), is
fully consistent with this updated empirical result, but has an
about 3.5 times larger uncertainty.

Finally, using Eqs. (20), (21), and the prediction for E2γ

2S ,
Eq. (19), we obtain

rd(µD) = 2.12763(13)exp(77)theory = 2.12763(78) fm (23)

for the deuteron charge radius extracted from µD Lamb shift,
seen as “N3LO pionless EFT” in Fig. 1. Compared with the
original extraction [4], this value, although having a similar
uncertainty, is in much better agreement with the combined
H-D isotope shift and µH determinaiton, Eq. (3).

VI. SUMMARY

An accurate interpretation of the 2γ-exchange correction to
the µD Lamb shift is now possible, thanks to the unprece-
dented experimental precision achieved by the CREMA col-
laboration [4]. Here we employ a nuclear EFT which, among
other good features, allows one to systematically improve the
theoretical description of nuclear effects and to quantify the
associated uncertainty.

We report on a calculation of the 2γ-exchange contri-
bution to the Lamb shift in µD, performed at N3LO in
/πEFT. Based on our earlier calculation of the deuteron VVCS
amplitudes [20], we calculate the elastic and inelastic 2γ-
exchange contributions at O(α5). The resulting elastic con-
tribution shows a significant discrepancy with the data-driven
result [24], which uses the empirical deuteron form factors of
Abbott et al. [25]. We argue that the latter parametrisation
is not suitable for the low-Q regime; the correlation between
the deuteron charge and Friar radii can be used to judge the
quality of the low-Q description. The resulting inelastic con-
tribution, on the other hand, is consistent with the recent eval-
uations [27, 31]. In addition, we evaluate the eVP corrections
to the 2γ-exchange contribution, for the first time in the EFT
framework.

The systematic nature of the /πEFT expansion allows us to
apply a Bayesian procedure to quantify the theoretical uncer-

tainty along the lines of Refs. [18, 19] (in this context see also
Ref. [39], which applies Bayesian reasoning to study the un-
certainties arising from a different expansion in muonic atoms
and ions).

We also evaluate the higher-order contributions coming
from the single-nucleon structure, which are expected to be
the dominant terms beyond N3LO. This is achieved by de-
parting from a strict /πEFT formalism; we believe that purely
nuclear higher-order contributions play only a very minor rôle
compared to these hadronic corrections.

We have updated the original empirical extraction of the 2γ-
exchange contribution [4], resulting in a somewhat improved
uncertainty. Our N3LO /πEFT prediction is fully consistent
with it, but for now has a larger uncertainty. The same, in
turn, is valid for the two alternative extractions of the deuteron
charge radius, i.e., the value obtained from combining the µH
Lamb shift with the H-D isotope shift [22], and the one ob-
tained from the µD Lamb shift using our /πEFT calculation,
Eq. (23). Thus, the µH and µD extractions are, via the H-D
isotope shift, consistent with each other; the original inconsis-
tency was mainly caused by the missing eVP contribution, as
already noted in [10].

As for an outlook, we note that, at the current level of preci-
sion, the single-nucleon effects are becoming appreciable, de-
spite being a few orders of magnitude smaller than the nuclear
effects. The nucleon structure is even more important in more
tightly bound nuclei, such as helium. This emphasises the
importance of investigating the nucleon structure, such as the
nucleon polarisabilities. Furthermore, treating the nuclear and
nucleon structure consistently, within the same EFT frame-
work, would be an important step to an improved theoretical
description.
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[19] E. A. Coello Pérez and T. Papenbrock, Effective field theory for
nuclear vibrations with quantified uncertainties, Phys. Rev. C
92, 064309 (2015), arXiv:1510.02401 [nucl-th].

[20] V. Lensky, A. Hiller Blin, and V. Pascalutsa, Forward doubly-
virtual Compton scattering off an unpolarized deuteron in pio-
nless effective field theory, Phys. Rev. C 104, 054003 (2021),
arXiv:2109.08223 [nucl-th].

[21] J. J. Krauth, M. Diepold, B. Franke, A. Antognini, F. Kottmann,
and R. Pohl, Theory of the n=2 levels in muonic deuterium, An-
nals Phys. 366, 168 (2016), arXiv:1506.01298 [physics.atom-
ph].

[22] A. Antognini, F. Kottmann, F. Biraben, P. Indelicato, et al.,
Theory of the 2S-2P Lamb shift and 2S hyperfine split-
ting in muonic hydrogen, Annals Phys. 331, 127 (2013),
arXiv:1208.2637 [physics.atom-ph].

[23] D. Drechsel, B. Pasquini, and M. Vanderhaeghen, Dispersion
relations in real and virtual Compton scattering, Phys. Rept.
378, 99 (2003), arXiv:hep-ph/0212124 [hep-ph].

[24] C. E. Carlson, M. Gorchtein, and M. Vanderhaeghen, Nuclear
structure contribution to the Lamb shift in muonic deuterium,
Phys. Rev. A 89, 022504 (2014), arXiv:1311.6512 [nucl-th].

[25] D. Abbott et al. (JLAB t20), Phenomenology of the deuteron
electromagnetic form-factors, Eur. Phys. J. A7, 421 (2000),
arXiv:nucl-ex/0002003 [nucl-ex].

[26] I. Sick and D. Trautmann, On the rms radius of the deuteron,
Nucl. Phys. A 637, 559 (1998).

[27] B. Acharya, V. Lensky, S. Bacca, M. Gorchtein, and M. Van-
derhaeghen, Dispersive evaluation of the Lamb shift in muonic
deuterium from chiral effective field theory, Phys. Rev. C 103,
024001 (2021), arXiv:2010.11155 [nucl-th].

[28] A. A. Filin, V. Baru, E. Epelbaum, H. Krebs, D. Möller, and
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[29] A. A. Filin, D. Möller, V. Baru, E. Epelbaum, H. Krebs, and
P. Reinert, High-accuracy calculation of the deuteron charge
and quadrupole form factors in chiral effective field theory,
Phys. Rev. C 103, 024313 (2021), arXiv:2009.08911 [nucl-th].

[30] F. Hagelstein, R. Miskimen, and V. Pascalutsa, Nucleon Polar-
izabilities: from Compton Scattering to Hydrogen Atom, Prog.
Part. Nucl. Phys. 88, 29 (2016), arXiv:1512.03765 [nucl-th].

[31] O. J. Hernandez, C. Ji, S. Bacca, and N. Barnea, Probing uncer-
tainties of nuclear structure corrections in light muonic atoms,
Phys. Rev. C 100, 064315 (2019), arXiv:1909.05717 [nucl-th].

[32] S. B. Emmons, C. Ji, and L. Platter, Pionless Effective Field
Theory Evaluation of Nuclear Polarizability in Muonic Deu-
terium, J. Phys. G 48, 035101 (2021), arXiv:2009.08347 [nucl-
th].

[33] C. Ji, S. Bacca, N. Barnea, O. J. Hernandez, and N. Nevo-Dinur,
Ab initio calculation of nuclear structure corrections in muonic
atoms, J. Phys. G 45, 093002 (2018), arXiv:1806.03101 [nucl-
th].

[34] O. Tomalak, Two-Photon Exchange Correction to the Lamb
Shift and Hyperfine Splitting of S Levels, Eur. Phys. J. A 55,
64 (2019), arXiv:1808.09204 [hep-ph].

https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhysProc.5.021
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhysProc.5.021
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature09250
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1230016
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1230016
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aaf2468
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ppnp.2015.01.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ppnp.2015.01.002
https://arxiv.org/abs/1502.05314
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.94.015002
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.94.015002
https://arxiv.org/abs/2105.00571
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.88.035009
https://arxiv.org/abs/1507.07956
https://arxiv.org/abs/1507.07956
https://doi.org/10.1088/1681-7575/aa4e59
https://doi.org/10.1088/1681-7575/aa4e59
https://arxiv.org/abs/1607.03165
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.97.062511
https://arxiv.org/abs/1803.10313
https://arxiv.org/abs/1803.10313
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.99.030501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.99.030501
https://arxiv.org/abs/1812.10993
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(96)00357-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(96)00357-4
https://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/9605002
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(98)00440-4
https://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/9802075
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(98)00210-X
https://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/9801034
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.60.065205
https://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/9907042
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0375-9474(99)00298-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0375-9474(99)00298-5
https://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/9902056
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0375-9474(00)00323-7
https://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/9911018
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(99)01496-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(99)01496-3
https://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/9908054
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.92.024005
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.92.024005
https://arxiv.org/abs/1506.01343
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.92.064309
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.92.064309
https://arxiv.org/abs/1510.02401
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.104.054003
https://arxiv.org/abs/2109.08223
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2015.12.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2015.12.006
https://arxiv.org/abs/1506.01298
https://arxiv.org/abs/1506.01298
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2012.12.003
https://arxiv.org/abs/1208.2637
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-1573(02)00636-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-1573(02)00636-1
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0212124
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.89.022504
https://arxiv.org/abs/1311.6512
https://doi.org/10.1007/PL00013629
https://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-ex/0002003
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0375-9474(98)00334-0
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.103.024001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.103.024001
https://arxiv.org/abs/2010.11155
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.082501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.082501
https://arxiv.org/abs/1911.04877
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.103.024313
https://arxiv.org/abs/2009.08911
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ppnp.2015.12.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ppnp.2015.12.001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1512.03765
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.100.064315
https://arxiv.org/abs/1909.05717
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6471/abcb58
https://arxiv.org/abs/2009.08347
https://arxiv.org/abs/2009.08347
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6471/aad3eb
https://arxiv.org/abs/1806.03101
https://arxiv.org/abs/1806.03101
https://doi.org/10.1140/epja/i2019-12743-1
https://doi.org/10.1140/epja/i2019-12743-1
https://arxiv.org/abs/1808.09204


8

[35] V. Lensky, F. Hagelstein, V. Pascalutsa, and M. Vanderhaeghen,
Sum rules across the unpolarized Compton processes involving
generalized polarizabilities and moments of nucleon structure
functions, Phys. Rev. D 97, 074012 (2018), arXiv:1712.03886
[hep-ph].

[36] O. J. Hernandez, C. Ji, S. Bacca, N. Nevo Dinur, and N. Barnea,
Improved estimates of the nuclear structure corrections in µD,
Phys. Lett. B736, 344 (2014), arXiv:1406.5230 [nucl-th].

[37] S. G. Karshenboim and V. A. Shelyuto, Hadronic vacuum-
polarization contribution to various QED observables, Eur.
Phys. J. D 75, 49 (2021).

[38] A. Antognini, F. Hagelstein, and V. Pascalutsa, The proton
structure in and out of muonic hydrogen, Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part.
Sci. 72, 389 (2022), arXiv:2205.10076 [nucl-th].

[39] S. S. L. Muli, B. Acharya, O. J. Hernandez, and S. Bacca,
Bayesian analysis of nuclear polarizability corrections to the
Lamb shift of muonic H-atoms and He-ions, J. Phys. G 49,
105101 (2022), arXiv:2203.10792 [nucl-th].

[40] J. A. M. Vermaseren, New features of FORM (2000),
arXiv:math-ph/0010025.

[41] M. A. Caprio, LEVELSCHEME: A level scheme drawing and
scientific figure preparation system for MATHEMATICA, Com-
put. Phys. Commun. 171, 107 (2005), arXiv:physics/0505065.

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.074012
https://arxiv.org/abs/1712.03886
https://arxiv.org/abs/1712.03886
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2014.07.039
https://arxiv.org/abs/1406.5230
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjd/s10053-021-00052-4
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjd/s10053-021-00052-4
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-nucl-101920-024709
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-nucl-101920-024709
https://arxiv.org/abs/2205.10076
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6471/ac81e0
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6471/ac81e0
https://arxiv.org/abs/2203.10792
https://arxiv.org/abs/math-ph/0010025
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2005.04.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2005.04.010
https://arxiv.org/abs/physics/0505065

	A reassessment of nuclear effects in muonic deuterium using pionless effective field theory at N3LO
	Abstract
	I Introduction
	II Charge radius and elastic 2 exchange
	III Inelastic 2 Exchange
	IV Hadronic contributions beyond N3LO
	V Total 2 effect and the deuteron radius determination
	VI Summary
	 Acknowledgements
	 References


