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We calculate the gravitational tensor-monopole moment of the momentum-current density 7%
in the ground state of the hydrogen atom to order O(«) in quantum electrodynamics (QED). The

result is

TH/To—1=
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3
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where 70 = h?/4m. is the leading-order moment. The physics of the next-to-leading-order correction
is similar to that of the famous Lamb shift for energy levels.

I. INTRODUCTION

The energy-momentum-tensor (EMT) form factors for
hadrons in quantum chromodynamics (QCD) are phys-
ical quantities that can be measured through deeply-
virtual Compton scattering [IH6] and similar processes
discussed in Refs. [fHI4]. On the one hand, they are
related to the perturbation of space-time induced by the
hadrons; on the other hand, these form factors can also
be used to characterize internal structure, such as mass,
spin and momentum-current distributions. The physical
interpretation of the momentum-current (MC) (T%(q))
form factor C(q) (or D(q)) in the static limit sometimes
differs across the literature. They are often used in a
way that assumes similarity to macroscopic fluid. For
example, various components of the momentum current
has been assigned the meaning of “pressure” and “shear
pressure” in Refs. [I5HIS], and the “mechanical stabil-
ity” condition [I6l [T9] further implies that the D-term
form factor [20] is negative at ¢ = 0. In our previous
paper [2I], we suggested interpreting the form factors in
terms of gravitational multipoles according to their role
in generating static gravity nearby. In particular, the
gravitational tensor-monopole moment 7°0 of the momen-
tum current is related to the C(¢? = 0) form factor [1].
As a concrete example, we have calculated the tensor-
monopole moment 7y of hydrogen-like atom in quantum
electrodynamics (QED) to leading order in the fine struc-
ture constant o = e?/4m, and the sign is opposite of
the “mechanical stability” condition, showing the con-
cept has little relevance in quantum mechanical systems.

As a reminder, we recall the definition of the gravi-
tational tensor-monopole moment for static momentum-
current distribution, 7% (F). According to our previous
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paper [21], the tensor monopole T0 is defined as:
1 3is
7O = : /d3fTij(f) (wixj - 3]x2> : (1)

Using the conservation law or transverse condition
0;T” = 0, one can show that it is related to scalar
momentum-current radius ,

1
7O — ~ /d3fx2Tii(f) ) (2)

where T%(¥) is proportional to the so-called pres-
sure p(r) in the other literature following a continuous
medium [I5HIS], although the negative p(r) demands an
interpretation that deviates from the standard thermo-
dynamics. We choose to normalize the tensor-monopole
moment of a system as

r=-T0/2 (3)

which relates to the “D-term” D(0) [20] as 7 = %
where M is the total mass of the system.

In this paper we will consider the ground state of hy-
drogen atom in the infinitely-heavy proton limit, where
the position of the proton is fixed at origin, while the
electron and photon part is treated in the background
field formalism as in Ref. [22]. In particular, the ground
state |0) = |0) g of the hydrogen atom will not be trans-
lation invariant, but describing a static spherical sym-
metric energy-momentum distribution around the origin.
Therefore, the expectation value (T%)(Z) = (0|T% (Z)|0)
of the MC density operator T% (F) in the ground state |0)
can be viewed as the MC density distribution of a classi-
cal system, from which the tensor-monopole moment can
be defined as above. Due to the spherical symmetry of
the ground state, in momentum space one has

(TN = (¢ — 67¢7) TE9). (4)
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where ¢ is the 3-momentum transfer taken place at the
insertion of T%. After a simple calculation, one can show

. Cula=0)

Me

; (5)

where m, is the electron mass.

In this paper, following up Ref. [21], we calculate the
7 for the hydrogen atom to electromagnetic order O(«)
by including leading-order radiative corrections. The cal-
culation is not entirely trivial since the 7y is infrared
(IR) sensitive and exhibit logarithmic IR divergences in
case of a single electron [23H25]. For hydrogen-like atom,
the IR divergence is regulated by the binding energy dif-
ferences of order a?m. between the ground state and
excited states, but the ultraviolet contributions remain
the same as the free QED. The natural scale separation
me > ame > o®m,. and the fact that the physics of the
different energy scales decouple through logarithms al-
lows the simplification of the calculation by first working
in the non-relativistic versions of QED (NRQED) [26-
28], and then match to full-QED, in a way similar to the
simplified calculation of the famous Lamb shift [29] [30].

The organization of the paper is as follows. In Section
II, We first review the NRQED Lagrangian and intro-
duce the effective EMT operator. To match to the EMT
in QED, local counter-terms are required, which will be
calculated in the following section. We provide a short
review the calculation at leading order, emphasizing the
Coulomb contributions. We then present all the relevant
diagrams at one-loop level, and show by explicit power-
counting that only the photonic diagram will contribute
to Ty at order m& In section ITI, we perform the match-
ing of EMT in NRQED to order m&C In section IV, we
perform the calculation for the bound state. Combining
the results of the two sections, we obtains the final result
in Eq. and evaluate the sum numerically. Section
V concludes the paper.

II. REVIEW OF NRQED AND OVERALL
STRATEGY OF THE CALCULATION

In this section we introduce the EMT in NRQED and
set up the overall strategy of calculating the scalar form
factor C' in hydrogen atom. We review the leading-order
contribution to the tensor-monopole moment 75 of the
momentum current. We show that by combining the
fermionic contribution, the Coulomb self-interactions and
the Coulomb interference between the electron and the
proton, all the Coulomb tails get removed and the re-
sulting monopole moment 7 is equal to the basic unit
7o = h?/4m, and positive. This example shows that the
sign of the D-term has little to do with the “mechanical
stability”.

We consider the bound state in quantum electrody-
namics (QED) between two types of fermions, the stan-
dard negative charged electron with mass m,. and positive
charged “proton” with mass M. At energy scale much

FIG. 1: The Bethe-Salpeter equation for the wave function ®

denoted by the oval blob. Double line represents propagator of
proton field and single line represents the electron propagator.
The dashed line represents the exchange of a Coulomb photon.

smaller than the proton mass M, the proton can be ap-
proximated by an infinitely-heavy static source fixed at
Zp = 0 ,which sources the background electric potential

VEV,(r) = —ed*(7) (6)

or V, = e/(4mr) (r = |Z| and e is the proton charge
and positive). The system therefore reduces to a sin-
gle electron moving in the presence of the background
field V,. In principle, it can be described by the dressed-
Dirac theory discussed in Ref. [22] where a complete set
of solutions to the Dirac equation are being used to de-
fine the free theory, upon which radiative corrections can
be added consistently. This dressed-Dirac theory has the
same short distance behavior as the free QED and can be
renormalized using the same renormalization constants
71 = Z5 and Z3 as the free QED. This will be the un-
derline “first principle” theory of this paper.

Equivalently, the first principle theory can also be
treated using the Bethe-Salpeter equation approach,
where the quantum nature of the proton can be pre-
served. See Fig. [1| for a depiction of the Bethe-Salpeter
equation approach. Although equivalent in the infinite
heavy proton limit, in this paper we will use the back-
ground field approach without mentioning otherwise.

For small fine structure constant «, bound-states and
low-energy excited states of the Dirac equation are essen-
tially non-relativistic, and to leading order in a reduces
to the standard Schrodinger equation

(_2;6 Vi eVN)) (7)) = EY(7) . (7)

The bound-state is characterized by two scales, the bind-
ing energy a?m, and the inverse Bohr radius am,.. One
also needs the complete set of energy eigenfunctions of
the above Schrodinger equation ¥ (Z) with energy Fj,
and the normalization condition

D bu (@l () = 6°(F - §) . (8)
M

It will always be understood that the set of wave func-
tions s contains both discrete and continuum spec-
trum. As we will show later, the contribution of the
continuum spectrum is not negligible.



A. Basics of NRQED

The approach which starts from the Bethe-Salpeter
equation or the fully-dressed Dirac theory in the back-
ground field as explained in [22], is simple to understand
but hard to use. This is mainly due to the compli-
cate form of the Dirac-Coulomb propagator. For bound
states with large atomic number Z where relativistic ef-
fect is large, one must calculate radiative corrections nu-
merically with Dirac-Coulomb propagator. For Z = 1,
however, the non-relativistic nature of the bound state
and the emergence of the scale separation a?m, <
ame < m, allows dramatic simplification after perform-
ing “twist expansion” or non-relativistic expansion in the
soft scales.

The modern way to organize this expansion is through
the effective field theory, more precisely, the non-
relativistic reduction of QED (NRQED) [26H28]. In
NRQED, all the effective fields ¥ and A’ contains mo-
mentum scale comparable of smaller than am,., while
ultra-violet contributions are integrated out into local
operators at the Lagrangian level order by order in n}bp
, with a-dependent matching coefficients in order to
match the radiative corrections to the full-theory when
expanded to the same order in n%e Although not proven,
it is widely believed such matching can be performed con-
sistently to all orders in n%@ and a.

For our purpose, namely, calculating the tensor-
monopole moment to order «, one only needs the La-
grangian of NRQED to order %

D;D; e -
=Ut(iD W — Uig. BU
LNRQED (Do + . ) CF T a
1 y 1
- ZF;LVFM + O(ﬁ) ) (9)

where D% = 9° — jeA° — ieV, contains the background
field V,, and D' = 9° —ieA’. The F' = grA” — 9” AF
is the standard field strength, B* = %eiijjk is the mag-
netic field and c¢p = 1 + 5= is the matching constants
that is required to match the spin part of the vertex func-
tion in the effective theory to the full QED (to this or-
der it is just the famous anomalous magnetic moment).
Furthermore, since we are only interested in the spin-
(07

independent part of the EMT form factor to order >-,
the spin contribution can be neglected and one needs only

D;D, 1
L = vi(iDy + =2=)0 — ZF, F" 10
NRQED (iDg + o, ) YR ) (10)

which will be used throughout the paper.

With the complete set of energy wave functions given
in Eq. serving as the fundamental basis for the free-
electron field, the above Lagrangian can be quantized in
the Coulomb gauge as usual, where A°

A=V, = %e\I/T\IJ : (11)

are being solved in terms of the electron field explicitly,
and A’ contains only the transverse part, V - A=0. In
this gauge, the electric field can be separated into longi-
tudinal and transverse (radiative) parts as

E:E‘|+EJ_, (12)
E =-VV., (13)
E, = -84, (14)

and for the magnetic field there is only B.. Although
not appearing in the lagrangian, the electric field of the
proton reads

er

Bo— wv, - T
P P g3

(15)

which will enter in the total EMT.

For the above fields in NRQED, their a-counting rules
are as follows. For the electron field, the momentum scale
is always am, which implies

UTw~a? . (16)

For the bound states, the above Lagrangian contains con-
tributions from both the soft photon with || = O(am,)
and the ultra-soft photon with |k| = O(a?m,). For soft
radiative photon with |k| = O(am,), one has

leE |, |eB1|s ~a®, (17)
while for ultra-soft radiative photon one has
|€E L |us, [eB1]us ~ af . (18)
For Coulomb photon which is soft, one has
|eE_"H|S ~ad. (19)

When coupled to ultra-soft radiative photon, the
Coulomb photon can also become ultra-soft. The power-
counting in this case is tricky. Indeed, in coordinate state
one has

&k _ick

@it B (20)

(N| By (@) M) = /

therefore, for |k| = O(a?m.) the naive power-counting
reads |eEy| ~ o°. However, when M # N, in the ma-
trix element one must Taylor expanding to next-leading
order,

(Whon) (k) = —ik - (MIZN) ~ (21)

leading to one more power of «, therefore in this situation
the power-counting rule for ultra-soft Coulomb photon
will be

|eE)||us ~ ab | (22)



the same as ultra-soft radiative photon.

To regulate the UV divergences, one must specify the
UV regulator, which we chose to be the standard dimen-
sional regulator with D = 3 — 2¢. It has been applied in
NRQED to calculate the famous Lamb [30], O(a®m.) [31]
and O(abm,) [32] corrections to positronium spectrum.
This means, in the intermediate steps of calculation, one
must use the wave functions and matrix elements in
D = 3 — 2¢ dimensions. For example, the Schrodinger
equation becomes

1 _, -
(-5 = Vo)) wl) = Buta) . (29
Me
with D-dependent potential

D =
V. (7“) — MQE &eiﬁ'f (24)
" G

and the normalization condition
/Wwammzmw (25)
In terms of them, one can form the matrix elements

pavat (F) = / dPEl (@) (@) E, (26)

v -, —ik-&
nie Y (Z)e ke (27)

mmﬁz/me@

which are D-dependent generically, and will appear in
the bound-state calculation. However, we will show that
at the final stage of the calculation, by using the sum
rule

IY; D(EM 7EN) - Me ’ (28)

coefficients of the % poles are D-independent universal
constants, while all other finite terms can be safely set to
the value in D = 3 without causing trouble.

After introducing the Lagrangian and the UV regula-
tor, we now list the Feynman-rules of the covariant per-
turbation theory in Fig.[2] The radiative photon polar-
ization sum is

k'K

PU(k) =67 — .
(k) P

(29)

All the interaction vertices are represented in plan-wave
basis, in the energy eigen-basis they are replaced by
the matrix-elements as in Eq. . Fig. contains
the standard instantaneous Coulomb vertices, the triple
electron-photon vertices and the seagull vertex due to

the —-%5 A AU term in the Lagrangian. For non-

2m?
relativistic system, sometimes it is convenient to use the
old-fashioned perturbation theory as well, which can be
obtained by integrating out the k° first and consists
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FIG. 2: The Feynman rules of the NRQED Lagrangian Eq. .
In Fig. @ we show the propagator for electron, radiative photon
and Coulomb photon in covariant perturbation theory. In Fig.
we show all the interaction vertices. To obtain the rule in
old-fashioned perturbation theory, simply remove an —i from the
non-instantaneous triple electron-photon vertex and the seagull
vertex.

of matrix elements between free states followed by en-
ergy denominators. The matrix-elements can still be ob-
tained from Figl2h] by removing factor of —i’s for the
non-instantaneous triple photon-electron vertex and the
seagull vertex.

It is possible to separate the ultra-soft contribu-
tion to define a new effective theory, the potential-
NRQED(pNRQED) [28, B0], where further simplifica-
tions for ultra-soft photons are performed, namely, ex-
panding all the e~**'% in the form-factors in Eq. .
The contribution from the soft photons, however, can be
calculated largely in the free-NRQED by expanding the
electron propagators in the background field. Provided
one uses the correct rules in the corresponding region, as
we do here, it is not necessary to introduce the pNRQED
Lagrangian.

B. Momentum current density of NRQED

After introducing the NRQED in the Coulomb gauge,
one now discuss its momentum current density. Clearly,
the EMT of NRQED must include the non-relativistic re-
duction of the QED EMT, which we call the “tree-level”
EMT. In addition, the naive EMT in theories with non-
trivial UV structure can receive quantum corrections,
which must be included as counter terms in the effec-
tive operator. For example, in the scalar ¢* theory in
4D, in order for off-shell matrix elements of EMT to
be finite, one must add local counter-term of the form



d(0*9" — g"9?)¢? to the naive EMT, where d is diver-
gent order-by-order in perturbation theory. In our case,
we are only interested in corrections at one-loop that are

spin-independent. As we will show in Sec.III that to or-
der -, the EMT of NRQED has the form

T¥raqep = Tiee + do(0°07 — 590%) W10 + O(a?) |, (30)

where dy depends on the UV regulator for the NRQED,
but is IR insensitive.

We now consider all contributions to T;Z, and their
Feynman rules. By the standard NR reduction on the

energy-momentum tensor of QED, one can obtain the
“classical” EMT for NRQED,

T

e = T” + T” + T” + T” (31)
where

1. T is the electron part of the EMT. For the
non-relativistic particle, by performing the non-
relativistic reduction on the full QED, one obtains:

(D'D'W) T

- 1 L
TV = —— 9D DI —
dme Me

1 , . , _
— (D'H(DIw DI (D) . 32
+4me( ) ( )+4me( )H(D"Y) (32)

Expanding all the covariant derivatives, it can be
further decomposed as

T =T +TH + T (33)
where
T =—-—vtooiw - —oiprute
Me Me
1o 1 i
+ —0' VT + — Ui
Me 4m,
TH = = AW I0 — 910 — (i ¢ j)
2me
.. 62 . .
TH = —A AU . (34)
Me

Notice the appearance of T e’;, which is absent in
the full QED.

2. T,ij is the standard contribution from the photon-
field A* = (A9, A),
ng

v o__ v g 2
TY = —FME) + T2 (35)

It is convenient to decompose the Téj into pure-
Coulomb, mixed and pure radiative parts

TY = Tw +T¥ M +T7 (36)
with
) 1 ..
;J” = -0V, 0V, + 75wa’“v;a’cve , (37)
T4 =200V.0°A) — 599" V,0° A . (38)

where A() = % (Aij + Aji) denotes the standard

symmetrization. For the pure radiative part Tfyﬂ_,
one can further decompose it into electric and mag-

netic part
TV =To+ T, (39)
with
ij i ;07
Typ == 0"A0° AT + —-0"AR° A (40)
T =(0" A% — 9F A") (07 A — 97 A7)

ij
— %(amlaw — kAl AR | (41)

This decomposition will be used later.

3. The T is the mixed contribution between the pho-
ton field and the proton’s electric field. More pre-
cisely, it can be further decomposed as

g i
T = T + T

llp > (42)

where Tﬁ is the mixing between the electron’s
Coulomb field and the proton’s electric field

7,0 = 69VV, - VV, = V'V, =0V, V., (43)
while T j_J is the mixing between radiative field and
the proton’s electric field

TP = 0'V,0° A + IV, 00A" — §90%V,004% . (44)

4. Finally, Tzﬁj is the energy momentum tensor of the
proton, which can be calculated using its classical

electric field EZ = irrrs as
T () = (51992 — §igi 4
0 = U -0 s ()
which translate to momentum space as
Ti(@) = (dig) — 519 g2) -7 46
v (@) = (d'q q )16|q| (46)

It is transverse by itself.

One can show that sandwiched between static states with
equal energies, the above T\ is conserved. In fact, in

Appendix A we will show that 777 4T/ —|—Tﬁ; and T}, are

conserved separately for the spherical symmetric ground
state where Ve (p) = Ve(|p|) -

For convenience of the reader, we collect all the vertices
for the above momentum current density in Fig. [3| and
Fig. [4 More precisely, for the fermion part by simply
taking the matrix element of the various terms in Eq. (33))
in plan wave states one has

Fig. [3a = kikﬂ’ (47)
Fig. BH = — 5” 2p+ k) — 50 2p+ k), (48)
Me

Fig. Bd= mf(ail(sjm + §Itgimy (49)



Similarly, for the photon part one has

Fig. a] =
Fig. b = 2k0

Using Eq. and Eq. , Fig. can simply be ob-
tained by taking matrix elements of Tij + Tg in free
photon states. Since the resulting expression is “quite
long and since in the calculation one only needs oyl and

(k—q)(k+q)? +87(k*— ), (50)
Q)" — 5K (k — )t (51)

qZT,YquJ, which simplifies considerably, we will not pro-
vide the explicit formulas here.

l
k—q = k+q
& P—q p+k+q
(@) “
(b)
l m
%@5
(c)
FIG Vertlces corresponding to dlfferent terms for 727 in

Eq. . Fig. |3 E corresponds to eo, Fig. |3b| corresponds toT'
and Flg corresponds to T

k—q k+q
CFod g Frd
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(b)

FIG 4 Vertlces corresponding to dlfferent terms for T,Y] in

Eq. F1g ﬁcorresponds to T ST Fig. corresponds to T HL
and Flg corresponds to T ]

C. Leading-order momentum-current form factor

Given the above momentum current operator, one can
calculate its form factor in the ground state of hydro-
gen atom. The contributions to the leading order are
shown in Fig. [f] More explicitly, in Fig. [5a] one has the
electron kinetic contribution, in Fig. [5blone has the inter-
ference contribution between Coulomb photons emitted
from the electron and the proton. These two terms are
conserved when added together. Finally, in Fig. [5d one
has the Coulomb-photon self-energy contributions from
the electron and proton, respectively. Since there is no

UV divergence at this order, all calculations can be per-
formed in D = 3 directly.

(d)

FIG. 5: The order-O(1) contributions to 7% for a bound state.
Dashed lines represent Coulomb photons and crossed circles
denote the operator insertions. Notice the infrared divergences for
C(q) at g = 0 are cancelled between the interference and single
electron and proton contributions.

More explicitly, the fermionic contribution in Fig.
can be shown as

(T25(@)) = —ﬁ (zﬂéﬁi@jwo — Opb ey + c.c) . (52)

where (T%) = (0|T%|0) denotes the matrix element in the
ground state |0) of the hydrogen atom with wave function
1pg. Furthermore, interference contribution, Fig. be
calculated as

(T{(&)) = 89NV, - YV, — 9V,

where the static potential V. induced by the electron
reads

PV, = OV, 0V, (53)

VEVe(@) = elto(D) (54)

One can show that the quantum mechanical contribution
(') eo + (T)))p is conserved by itself.

After Fourier-transformation to the momentum space,

ii 2y Ceotp(a)
(T o4 1p(D) = (¢'¢’ — 6% 2)% ’ (55)
Ceotp(a) _ 1 _acgmmq).
Me 2me( 22 + 4) 4‘q| 2 2ame

(56)
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The resulting Cqm(g) contains a a Coulomb tail 8q]-
order to cancel it, one must add the electron and proton
Coulomb self-energy contributions, which we will show
to be conserved by itself.

For the bound state, the Coulomb contribution in
Fig. can be calculated using the Feynman rules pro-
vided above . It turns out that the self-energy bub-
ble for the Coulomb insertion is independent of the in-
coming/out going electron/proton momentum, and con-
tributes exactly as the free-electron, which will be further
dressed by the momentum dependency of the bound state
wave function for the external electron and proton. The
form factor from the electron therefore reads

In

Cy(q) _ o 16a*
Me 16g| = (L + 402)?

2
mg

; (57)

(e %Iy

T6]q] is just the free-electron contri-

bution, and the second factor is nothing but the dressing
in the bound-state wave function

where the first factor

16a*
(L, + 4a2)2

3_‘ o —
- / (;:;3%(17— %)w()(m g) . (58)

where p£Z are the external momentum of the self-energy
bubble. Finally, the contribution of the proton can be
obtained from Eq. as

Cp(p) am
= — 59
me 16| (%)
Equivalently, this can also be calculated from the
TE, woms, for an infinitely heavy source field, which ex-

plains the representation in Fig.
In conclusion, in the region |¢| < O(am,), the C form
factor of the hydrogen atom reads

Cr(q) = Ceo(q) + Cyp(q) + Ce(q) + Cp(q) . (60)

From these, the tensor monopole moment for the hydro-
gen atom is

=gp7o =1[1l + O(alna)] . (61)

where 79 = h?/4m,.. Therefore, gy = 1, except for a
small correction of order «, a result with opposite sign
from a point-like boson.

D. Diagrams and power-counting in O(«a)

To next-to-leading order in radiative corrections, rele-
vant diagrams for the form factor are shown in Fig. [f]and
Fig. [} There are ten fermionic diagrams and four pho-
tonic one. We show that only the photonic contributions
in Fig. [7] are relevant in the soft and ultra-soft regions
and contributes to 7 to order «.

For this purpose, it is convenient to follow the previ-
ous subsection to introduce the leading-order momentum
current independent of the external states,

T (@) = TH@ + T

i ij am i g ij
T (0'a =) g V(@) + ('~ 674)

aT
16]q| -
(62)

It is easy to show by using the standard power-counting
rules Eq. and Eq. that for non-relativistic wave
functions for electrons, that one has the basic power-
counting rule

(M'|T ()| M) = O(a?) + Oa)g + O(1)¢* ,  (63)

where ¢, ¢ denotes the expansion of (M'|T¢ (§)|M) to
linear and quadratic orders in g, respectively.

(b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 6: The one-loop fermionic contributions to T% for a bound
state, shown in old-fashioned perturbation theory. Dashed lines
represent Coulomb photons and crossed circles denote the
operator insertions. Notice that Fig. @ contains two types of
contributions. All of them are sub-leading in a and will not be
calculated.

Given the above, it is not hard to show that all the
fermionic diagrams are sub-leading in «. For example, for
the four diagrams shown in Fig[6a] the Feynman rule for
old-fashioned perturbation theory shows that they com-



(d)

FIG. 7: The order-O(«) contributions to Twij + Twig, for a bound
state. Dashed lines represent Coulomb photons and crossed
circles denote the operator insertions.

bine to produce

D
<T1>6a®_€2 262/ d k

M, M’
(1 — L) dorr () ~vMo(/5)

- - —(M'|TH(q)| M) ,
(Eo—|k|—EM><Eo—|k|—EMI>2|k\< T @M

(64)

where the T37(q) is defined in Eq. , including the
proton part when M = M’. It is easy to see that for
D = 3, when |k| = O(am,) or k| = O(a®m,), the
two energy denominators and one phase-space measure
2|k| for the photon contributes to (am.)™® or (am.)~5,
which is always canceled by the integration measure
fd3E = (am.)?® or (am.)®, respectively. The two form-
factors for the velocity operators will contributes to a2,
while the matrix element (M'|T?(¢)|M) as shown above
will contributes to O(a?) at order O(¢") and O(1) to
O(q?). Therefore, together with the overall €2, Fig.
will contributes at order O(a?3) to the coefficients of ¢,
and to O(a®) for coefficients of ¢°, therefore not rele-
vant for our calculation. Similar argument can be used
to show that diagrams in Fig. |6b] and Fig. [6c| (7%7) will
be irrelevant to NLO as well. The last diagram Fig. [6d}

due to the ;l—Z\I/T\I/AiAj term in 7% reads

- D
T)ecla) = [ Aol oo+ 4

5)

2 dPk I
% € N2€/ _ (513 - = > , (65)
2me (2m)P k| k2

which is proportional to a g-independent dimensionless
integral and vanishes identically in dimensional regular-
ization.

More generally, the power-counting for arbitrary dia-
gram with interaction vertices from the Lagrangian in
Eq. can be performed as follows. We first consider
the one-body irreducible (1PI) diagrams containing the
operator insertion, but without insertion of self-energy
type bubbles on external electron legs. Then it is easy to
see that for arbitrary 1PI diagram one has

(Ty)s = (q2(’)(1) + qO(a) + 0(a2)>a3nvs+2m ,
(66)

(B)e = (#00) +40(a) + Ofa?) Jadrvtoms.
(67)

where nys and ny, denotes the numbers of electron-
photon triple and seagull vertices, respectively, and ‘s’
‘us’ denotes that all the photons in the diagram are soft
or ultra-soft. For the fermion-photon mixed operator,
one has

<T€Z‘{>S = (qQO(l) + qO(a) + O(a2)>agnvs+2nv4+; ;
(68)

<Tei{>us = <q20(1) +qO(a) + O(a2)>agnv3+3nv4+§ .
(69)

The leading contribution is shown in Fig. 6c. For the

fermion-tadpole operator,

<T£>s = (q2(’)(1) +qO(a) + O(a2)>ag”V3+2"V4+1 ’
(70)

<T£>us = ((]20(1) + qO0(a) + O(a2)>a§nvs+3nv4+3 .
(71)

The leading contribution is shown in Fig. 6d.
For the radiative photonic contributions which appear
in Fig[7] we have following counting rules,

(T = (£O0) +40(@) + 0(a?) Jairssamt
(72

(T = (£O0) +40(02) + O Jatrssna 2.
73)



Similarly, for the mixed radiative-Coulomb operator, one
has

(1) = (£00) + 40(@) + Ol Jadrerinat

(74)

(T Jue = (O +40(0?) + Ofa) Jatresssmit.

(75)

and the same rule applies to Tijp in Eq. as well.

Here we use Ty and 77/, as two examples to demon-
strate how to derive the above power-counting rule:

e The operator insertion itself will contributes to
*O(1) + qO(a) + O(a?) in case of Ty’. In case
of T, one has ¢°O(1) 4 ¢O(a) + O(a?) in the
soft region while ¢?O(1) + ¢O(a?) + O(a?) in the
ultra-soft region, which follows from Eq. and

Eq. .

e Each of the electron-photon triple vertices con-
tributes to one power of a from the velocity and

half power of a from the interaction, leading to
az”V?,

e Each of the seagull vertices contributes to one
power of « from the interaction, leading to aVa.

e The rest of the diagram, including all the energy-
denominators, phase-space measures and momen-
tum integrals has the mass dimension A"V for Tp’
and \™va~1 for TW”L with A = « in soft region and
A = o? in ultra-soft region.

Combining all the factors leads to the above results. For
non-1PI diagram, it is easy to show that each self-energy-
like bubble insertion on external legs will increase at least
one factor of o2, depending on the type of insertions.
Finally, diagrams with simultaneous existence of multiple
scales will be more suppressed.

Given the above, it is easy to see that in order to obtain
order « contribution at ¢2, one needs the following:

e T') with ny, = ny, = 0. This corresponds to
Fig. [6d However, we have shown that this dia-
gram is g-independent and vanishes in DR.

° T'yHJ_ and Tijp with ny, = 1,ny, = 0. They corre-

spond to Fig. [7a] and Fig. [7D] respectively.

. T”L with ny, = 2,ny, = 0. This corresponds to

F1g [7d

° T»ZYJL with ny, = 1,ny, = 0. This corresponds to
Fig. [7d}
One must notice that for (7" o J_> and (T > the above

power-counting using |EH |2, ~ a leads to O(1) at order

¢*> when ny, = 1,ny, = 0 in the ultra-soft region, corre-
sponding to Fig. @ and Fig. [Th] However we will show
that in this case (7)) = 0, and for (T o 7| ) one must have
M # N in Eq. . Therefore, in this case the actual
power-counting should be given by Eq. ., which adds
one more «, leading to the O(«) contribution as well.

In conclusion, one needs to calculate all the photonic
contributions in Fig. [7] More explicitly, in Fig. [Ta] one
has the mixed contribution between Coulomb and ra-
diative photon, both emitted from the electron line. In
Fig. one has a purely radiative contribution, which
contributes to order a as well. Finally, in Fig. [7d} one
has the tadpole contribution. The detailed results are
presented in Sec. IV.

III. ORDER-;%- MATCHING FOR Tqqep

To calculate the form factor C' to the next-to-leading
order, we first consider the contribution from the quan-
tum correction to the momentum current, and match the
TNRQED to that of QED at order a. Smce the matching
is only sensitive to the UV contribution, it is sufficient to
consider a free electron without the background field V;,.
Furthermore, for our purpose, we only need to consider
spin-independent part.

The matching of the momentum current form factor for
the free electron states starts from the full QED result
after NR reduction,

Teplp — Q)
AQ) + (Q'Q7 —

7+ Q|

_ e pJ 59Q%) Caun(@?)  (76)

where |p’+ Q) denotes free-electron state with spatial-
momentum equals to g+ Q). We choose the Breit frame,
and for sirnplicity define @ = ¢/2.The EMT form factor

AQ) = 1+0(2;
from order O;n—g, while Cqup(Q?) receives corrections at

O(=).

Me

) receives quantum corrections starting

ij . L
T; NRQED WAy receive corrections beyond the tree-level
expression

IiIRQED = apree(T) +T27)
i . o
+do(0'07 —6782)\I/T\II+O(W). (77)

e

where O(-% ) denotes high-dimensional operators such as

of = LT, (1)

0F = %a%aiaj — SRV (79)

o

and so on, all starting from order *;. The matching

:
coefficients airee, do, a1, as must be solved in order to



reproduce Eq. order by order in % and a:

(F+ QTS eplP — @) = (7 + Q| T¥pqenlF — @) - (80)

2
For example, to match to 22 correction in A one needs

‘e

a1 and to match to correctlon in C one needs as. Spin

part of the Lagranglan will also be relevant to a; and as
as well.

However, as we have already shown in previous sec-
tion, when the proper power-counting of pipj ~ O(aQ)
are being taken into account, radiative corrections from
(T¥)y will appear only at order a3 @ When averaged
in the bound state. The same will apply to a; and as.
Therefore the only matching constant useful in our calcu-
lation is dy, which receives contribution already at order
« and is caused purely by T,ij. To obtain dy, it is even
simpler to work in the frame with p = 0, where the A
contribution disappears.

Thus, to compute the matching coefficients using Eq.
([BO), we first calculate

(Q'Q7 - 57Q*)C(Q?) (81)

appearing in the right-hand side, and obtain the explicit
formula for C(Q?) at order o+ We show that it has the
same logarithmic divergences when Q? — 0 as the full
QED, but differs in UV. We perform this calculation in

Coulomb gauge with the standard dimensional regular-
ization (DR) with D = 3 — 2¢ for UV divergence.

<Q|Ttllgee - >

A. Fermionic contributions

The relevant diagrams are shown in Fig To order
%, it is easy to show that in the Coulomb gauge, only
the tadpole diagram contributes and reads

Q) = ¢ MQG/ dDEq (5” — k:k]) :
2m. (2m)P|k| k2
(82)

(QITY| -

It is free from IR divergence, @Q-independent therefore
vanishes in DR. All other diagram are of order at least
# and will not contribute to the matching.

i N N
R

FIG. 8: The contribution of Teij at one loop. The tadpole
diagram, which is absent in the relativistic fermionic theory, is

%\IJT\IJAiAj term in Teij.

caused by the

10
B. Photonic contributions

One needs to consider the diagrams in Fig.[0] To sim-
plify notation, we write (Q|T%| — Q) as (T%)(2Q) and
the argument (2Q)) are frequently omitted without caus-

ing confusion.

®%%Aa Pl

(b)

(c)

FIG. 9: The contribution of T,ij in non-relativistic reduction.
Notice that the tadpole diagram contributes at order W%, same as
the mixed one.

We first consider the pure Coulomb contribution,
shown in Fig This term is transverse by itself and
reads

(T]0a20) = g5 (@ =570 . ()

The mixed contribution is shown in part b) Fig The
two diagrams reads

dPk (k= Q)'P*(k + Q)Q" + (i + j)

©j 3\ .2, 2€
R T

y A’k (k- Q)'P™(k + Q)Q"
_ 2623 2e Z - - A ,
con /(%)D melk — OPlk+ 0|

s (p +p')7 and the

relation P7*(k+Q)(Q — k)* = 2P7*(k+ Q)Q* have been
used. Due to rotational invariance, one can reduce the
above integral to two scalar integrals

A’k Q'P'M(k +Q)Q*

2m)P melk — G121k + Q|
(85)

dPk k- QQ'P*(k + Q)Q

(T (20) = 265D -2 | -

QT D2 =2 [ s ek
i )oe(22) (@m)7 melk — QPIk + Q]

(86)
They are evaluated in Appendix.B. The result in the e —
0 limit, reads

(T 1)ob

2 2 2
g ().
W

- 3mem2e 3mem?
(87)



and
2 2 2
i/ig i_ ¢ 4 € 4 Q
@ <T’Y“J->9bQ  15mem2e + 15m€7r2Q n 12 te
(88)
with
5
ca=7vg—5+Ind+Inm+2¢ 3) (89)
7
co=-—"vg+3—Ind—Inw —2¢ 5) (90)

Notice that the digamma function is defined as 1(z) =

d% InT'(2), ¥(2) = 2— g —In4 and one has the recursive

relation ¢(z +1) = 1(z) + 1. From these, it is clear that
the mixed contributions themselves are not transverse.

To obtain a transverse EMT, one must include the con-
tributions from the tadpole diagrams shown in Fig
as well. The detail of the calculation is present in Ap-
pendix.C, here we only present the result. First, the non-
conserved part of Fig. [9¢| can be calculated as

Qi <T;JJ_ > 9cQj

_ 2N 224 (e — 1)m*=3 (Q2) “T(3 — 26)[(e — 1)

(91)

Notice the appearance of I'(e — 1) due to the quadratic
divergence. Thus by expanding around ¢ = 0, one has

i i j e? 4 e? 4 Q?
3 TZ Vi — . 1 W ’
QT L)ecQ 15m,.m2e 15m87r262 ( o 2 +02) ’
(92)
with
, 7
co=9g—3+Ind+Inw+2¢ 3 (93)
Clearly, co = —c}, therefore one has
QT )0eQ" + QUTY )oaQ’ == 10, (94)

and the T% is conserved. Similarly, the trace part for
Fig.[9q]is calculated in Appendix.C as

ii 3\ Q2€20/1
< 'yJ_>9C(2Q) - 18me7r2 ’ (95)
where
, 3 5
i =9y — 25+ 31n(4) — 3¢ 3 + 129 3
=1—-6In4. (96)

Thus, both of the tadpole and the mixed diagram are
required in order to maintain transversity. However, the
divergences in the C(Q) can be reads from the T for the
mixed diagram Figlob|only, while the T% for the tadpole
diagram is logarithm-free.

11
C. Matching to QED

We now collect the results and match to full QED. By
combining Eq. and Eq. , the full contribution of

Ty, reads

(T2.)(20) = (Q'Q7 —§9QH)C(QY,  (97)

where

. 2 1 Q? 7
coy=9" ¢ (_1 1% e
(@) S0 t G - na +yp o — o

(98)

In comparison, the small-@Q) asymptotics of C-form factor
for relativistic electron in the full QED can be obtained
from literature [23] [24] as

11e?
T2m 2

am e2 4Q?

Caen(@) = 507 * Gz B 7

(99)

It has the same IR structure as the NRQED, but differs in
UV. The required formulas are collected in Appendix.G.
It is clear now that in order to match to the full QED,
one simply needs to add to the tree-level momentum cur-
rent of the NRQED the following local counter term
=T/ +dg(0'0 — §99%) 0T |

TIszRQED (100)

where dy contain only logarithms in p and me,

dy = —

@ 1 4 1
-+1 Inm— -] . (101
67Tme(e+nmg—'_n?T 7E+4) (101)

This chcludes our construction of the momentum cur-
rent 7% in NRQED.

IV. O(a) RADIATIVE CORRECTIONS TO 7

After obtaining the matching coefficient do, in this sec-
tion we calculate the (0|T\rqpp|0) s in the bound-state
and obtain the final result for 7. More explicitly, the
calculation proceeds as follows.

We will present the result for the mixed diagrams
Fig. [7a] and Fig. [7h] and then for the radiative diagram
Fig. We show explicitly that the non-conserved part
QT ()’ cancel with the tadpole diagram Fig. [7d| that is
essentially independent of the bound state and remains
the same as the free NRQED calculation in previous sec-
tion. The power-counting rules in the ultra-soft region
are used to decouple the matrix elements and the mo-
mentum integrals, therefore in principle our calculation
is only valid in this region as well. However, it is not
hard to show that in the the mixed diagram, the only
diagram which diverges in UV, our formulas hold in the
soft region as well. Therefore, the result has the same
UV structure as the free NRQED and can be matched
to the full QED using the same matching coefficient djy



obtained in the previous section, which leads to our final
result Eq. (132). Its numerical value will also be pro-
vided.

For notational simplicity, the momentum transfer will
be ¢ = 2@ and we will use the following notation fre-
quently

(T (20) = / Pre- 2T OBy . (102)

Without causing confusion, the argument (2@) will be
omitted. Since we are only interested in the small-Q)
behavior of the form factor, expansion to quadratic order
in @ will always be understood.

A. The mixed diagrams Fig. [Ta] and Fig. [TD|

We first consider the mixed diagrams in Fig. and
Fig. [fb] We show that the interference diagram Fig. [7H|
vanishes. Indeed, using the Feynman rule, one has

ij dPk (k= 2Q)" P! (k)uhy (k)
J 2,2 00
<TLp>7b e u / (27‘[‘) |]€ _ 2Q|2 ‘k|
: d’k Q' P"(k)viy(k)
51] 2 25 _ _ -
+ (i< j)+ /(2W)D |k —2Q2 |%|

)

(103)

J

( %D?a(QQ)

w2D

o2
Q° Z i(Von - Taro — Tom - UM0)<1H 5
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which vanishes due to the fact that

o) = [ dPl(e) L vn(@e

T xk

(104)

which contracts to zero with P (k).

Therefore, it remains to calculate Fig. [Ta] We start
with T%. Notice that for k& = O(a?m.), one has the
standard dipole-expansion [22] 30] of the matrix elements

defined in Eq.

v (k) = viyn +O() | (105)
pMN(E):éMNfiE~fN1N+(9(a) . (106)
where v = —fni. Using these one has for the trace part
. 9 62 L . . .
(T3 )7 = —2(D = 2)u 65 Zl(%MUE\/m — VoM T o)

M
lelk (E)Qk

(107)
I —2Q|2(E|  Eu —Eo)

. / é:)kf’

Clearly, the divergent part is independent of the bound-
state thanks to canonical commutation relation [z, p] =i
in any dimension

1 i i 1
D i(20aVhr0 — YoM Thso) = (108)
In particular, in the soft region where |k| = O(am.), the

formula above is also valid at small @, after neglecting
the binding energies in the denominator. The integral is
calculated in Appendix.D. The result reads

1 1. (Ey— Ey)?

3y +3lnr—1
e+ T > (109)

3e 3 " 9

At this step, it is helpful to perform certain simplification of the matrix elements. Notice the following equalities in

D dimensions
(N|[H,Z]|M) =
thus for any M # N |

—i(@Nm - Uy — Onm - Tun) =2

Therefore one has
g - 2010 - U
(T )ra(2) = 02 ot (

2 D(EM—EQ)

in which the matrix elements Zy;n are eliminated.

—i(N|7|M) =

3e

Similarly, the non-conserved part Q*(T" o J_>7an can be calculated as

P~y 20 - Vo .
QUL )7 Q= Z DBy — By 2

D(Ey — Ey)

(Exn — Eum)(N|Z|M) , (110)
UNM - UMN
7EM o (111)
1 n(EM—EO)2 —37E+31n7r—1> (112)
3 12 9 ’
JRAR R a Y s
(2m)P |k — 2Q2(k|2(|k| + Ear — Eo)



13

By parameterizing as usual, one obtains

Q4e? 2T ar0 - Tomr B 1 1 (Ex — Ep)? n —15Inm+ 157 — 1
2 " D(Ey — Ey) 1 '

T V7aQ' = 1 114
QYT 1 )7a@ Be + 5" 12 295 (114)

The detail of the calculation is presented in Appendix.D. It contains the same UV divergence as the mixed diagram
for the single electron, but the IR divergence In Q? is regulated by the binding energy differences. Therefore, to cancel

the In Q? in the tadpole diagram, there must be contributions of the form In QiEO)Q As we will see, the radiative
diagram Fig. |7 will exactly produce this missing piece.

B. Purely radiative contribution Fig.

The last but the most complicate diagram that remains to be calculated is the pure radiative contribution in Fig.
We start with the (T %_)75- Using standard Feynman rule, this can be written as

)

N o 2 [ dROAPE Ak Q D)tr(P(k — Q)P(k + Q) +2(4 ~ D)QTP(k - QP(k + Q)Q
N R 5 ;

M < — (k- Q)2 +i0>(k§—(k+@)2+i0)(EO—kO—EM—i-z’O)

(115)

where A(k,Q, D) is defined in Eq. (C12). Notice the similarity of the integrand to the tadpole contribution in
Eq. (C11)). Since the calculation is rather tedious, we present all the details in Appendix.E. The result reads

i = 26 1n4 770M 'ﬁMQ
(T )7(2Q) = -Q° % D(Ear — By) (116)

We then move to the non-conserved part Q%T” )7¢@7. This is the most involved part of the calculation and is
presented in Appendix.E. The result reads

ey o QY? 20onr - Upo (1 Q? 151n4 — 46
“T. ] c ) = —1 .
QU L@ = =5 2 D(Exi — B\ 15 (Bar— B | 225

(117)
As claimed in the previous subsection, it contains the missing In ﬁ with the correct coefficient.

C. Checking conservation.

After finishing the difficult part of the calculation, here we check the conservation of T%/. Combining Eq. (114} and
Eq. (117), the In(Ex; — Eo)? cancels, left with

Q4e? 2Un0 - Vom ( 11 Q%> 15ln4—15In7+ 15y — 47) (118)
1 b

iy e 2
72 2~ D(Ey — Eo) e T 15 E T 225

Q' ({T e + (T )7e) Q7 =

which can be simplified after using the sum-rule Eq. as

Q*e? L—!—il Q72+151n4715ln7r+1573—47
u? 225 '

Q' (<T§L>7a + <T§ﬂ>7c) Q= TR (119)

Mmem?

Here we show that it cancels with the tadpole contribution in Fig. [fd] Indeed, since the tadpole contribution is
essentially independent of the bound-state, one has the same expression at small ) as Eq.

. ) 2 2 2
QT )7aQ = ——— Q"+ — 2Q4< 1nff+c2), (120)

15m.m2e 15me.m

where

7 47
ch =9 —3+1Ind+Inm+ 2 (2) =T

5—7E+1nﬂ'—ln4. (121)
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To obtain this we used again the well-known relation for digamma function

v+ 3)

L2
= —vg —In4 . 122
YE —In +;2k—1 (122)

Therefore, for the bound state we have shown that the momentum current at order - is purely transverse
Q' (T )ra+ (TP resna) Q) = 0. (123)
This is the most crucial consistency check of the whole calculation.
D. The total result

After showing the conservation of 7%, we collect all the pieces of T% and obtain the final result. First, for the
mixed diagram Fig[Ta] one has

2?]1\/[0 UOM 1 1 (EM —E0)2 —3’}/E+311’17T—1
a(2 2 — 21 ) 124
(T3] )7a(2Q) = Q ZDEM Eo) <3e s 2 9 (124)
For the radiative part Fig.[Td one has
QUQM UMO In4
T Vre(2 2 : 125
< ’*/J.>7C( Q 7T2Q Z D EM EO) 3 ( )
For the tadpole part Fig. , one has the same small-Q) result as in Eq. (95
2Uon - Upo 1 —61n4
T 2 2 : 12
(Ty1)7a(26) = NQQ ZDEM B 13 (126)
Therefore, combining all them, one has
= 62 217M0 . 770M 1 1 (E]V[ — E0)2 —YE + Inm 1
TH ) (20Q) = — Q2 — | — — =1 - = 127
T5000) = 50 %;D(EM_EO)(& g BBl e tlon 1) (127)
which leads to
(Tie) (20Q) = (Q'Q7 = 87 Q*)Ci(Q%) (128)
where
= 2 200 + Vom 1 (En — Ep)? 1
Co(@? =0)= — | -4+ In——75—— —Inmr—=). 129
S(Q ) 672 ~ D(EM—E())< €+ n ,U2 +vE nim 2> ( )
To match it to QED, one only needs to add to the above result —4dj
2 = = 2
5, 9 5 o e 2000 * Tom 4(Ey — Ep) 1
= = (g = —4dy = — 1 - . 1
CIQ* = 0) = CulQ? =)~y = 5 3 e Tont (1 B0 2 (130)
M e
Since our Q is twice of the momentum transfer ¢ = 2@, one finally has
» .
(T9)u(q) = (¢'¢ - 6”q2)7;11(q) ; (131)
with
OH(O) 1 « 217]\/[0 . 170M 4(EN[ - Eo)2 1
= = 4+ — 1 - = . 132
T Me 4dm, * 6m <~ D(Ey — E) . m?2 4 (132)

This is the major result of the paper. Notice that the leading order result has been added.
[

To estimate how large the order a contribution is, one needs to calculate the sum over M. If Eyy — Ey is in



the numerator, this is called the Bethe logarithm and
receives large contribution from the continuum spectrum.
In our case, we expect the continuum spectrum is also
important. In fact, after re-scaling, the contribution can
be written as

1 « 1
TH = pe + - <lna4 + 719+ Te — 4> , (133)
where 74 = —0.264 and 7. = 0.458 are contributions from
the discrete and continuum spectrum, which are defined
and evaluated in Appendix F. Put in numbers, one has

4
ECON (m o? — 0.028> =—3.07x 1072 . (134)
T 3T

Although opposite in sign, the order « contribution is

two orders of magnitude smaller comparing to the leading
order contribution.

V. COMMENT AND CONCLUSION

Before ending the paper, here we briefly comment
on the sign of 7. One first notice that in the re-
sult Eq. (134), Ina? dominate over the constant —0.056,
therefore the sign at order « is mainly due to the log-
arithms, which already appears at the level of single
electron. In fact, from the calculation we have learned
that only the mixed diagram contributes to this loga-
rithm, while the purely-radiative and tadpole diagrams
contribute only to the constant.

Besides our calculation in NRQED with dimensional
regularization, one can also perform the calculation di-
rectly from the dressed Dirac theory in a way similar to
Ref. [22]. In order to obtain the correct expansion in
a, one should separate the high-energy and low energy
contributions into two parts

1 1 1 1
1o k2u2+i0+<k2+z‘0_ k2u2+i0> ’
(135)

with the fictitious photon mass p satisfying a®m, < p <
ame. In the first term, the photon mass will guarantee
that the ultra-soft region is non-essential, and the cal-
culation can be performed by completely neglecting the
bound-state structure for a single relativistic electron.
The second term can be calculated using non-relativistic
approximations for the electron as usual, with p playing
the role of the UV regulator. In fact, one may think that
the first term just defines the “matching constant” dy in
this scheme. The trouble with the photon mass regulator
is that the EMT is not guaranteed to be conserved for
finite u, and the power-divergences in p requires addi-
tional attention. On contrary, the EMT in dimensional
regularization is automatically conserved, and the power-
divergence disappears in DR as well.

In conclusion, we have constructed the momentum cur-
rent density of NRQED up to order mi” from which the

15

O(a) tensor monopole moment 7y for the ground state of
hydrogen atom is calculated. Although suffering from IR
divergence for a single free electron, 7y is finite and re-
mains positive after including the O(«) correction. The
IR logarithm in NRQED is naturally regulated by the
binding energy differences, and the fictitious UV diver-
gence of NRQED “matches” precisely with the IR diver-
gence of the relativistic theory, guarantee the ultimate
consistency of our calculation. The final result is simi-
lar in expression to the famous Lamb shift of the energy
levels.
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Appendix A: Conservation of T

tree

In this appendix we show that TtirjCC is conserved. In-
deed, using the equation of motion and commutators of

Di, D

DD
(iD° + o W =0, (A1)
[D'D, D’] = —2ieFY D" —ied'F" | (A2)
it is not hard to show that
O'TH :%ao(qﬁ[)jqf — (D'w) W)
— Fi%Jy — FI'J; 4+ eV, 0T | (A3)

where the last term is due to the the static-potential V),
in DY = 9y — ieA® — ieV,, and with the electric current
reads

JO = —e0fy | (A4)
Ji—_"° (qﬁpﬂp— (Di\If)T\I/> . (A5)
Me

Using the equation of motion for the electric-magnetic
field and the Bianchi identity, it is easy to show that

Oy = —0Ty — FIOJy — F'Ji . (AG)

Therefore, up to time derivatives, one has
INTI+TY + T ) =i “p A% A7
e + ¥ + ||p =€ (27T)3p] 6(25) . ( )

For the spherical symmetric ground state V. (p) = V.(|p|),
the above normally integrate to zero, therefore implies
the current conservation. Similarly, using the transversal
condition and the fact that V,, is time independent, one
has

O'TY = 0" (ainF”’ + V2V,,Aj> : (A8)
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which vanishes in energy eigenstates. We will show in Appendix B: Calculation of Eq.
Sec.IV that this term vanishes identically for the ground

state. For higher exited states this term should be in-

cluded.

J

Using the standard Feynman-type parametrization one has

g e? .
=202 R (L) e [aeet [Caeen [0 o

and

QT @ = 2" Q1 — 1) ( ) / wrab(ae 1) [ dpplﬂexp[—élQpr(l—x)}v (B2)

mell D)2

with I} = 2 fo dra’e=®" = L. Clearly, there is only logarithmic UV dlvergence but not any power-divergence.
Performing the integrals and then take the € — 0 limit, one reproduces Eq. (| and Eq. .
Appendix C: Calculation of Fig.

In this appendix we calculate the tadpole diagram shown in Fig. For this term one needs the electric and
magnetic parts of 7'} defined in Eq. and Eq. . One also needs the relations for the projections

PI(E)PI(k+2Q)=D —1—4—* " %) C
(k)P (k +2Q) 1 Rk 20 (C1)

- KQ* — (k- Q) -
Tpk)P(k + 2 B S 2492k-Q), C2
QTP(k)P(k+2Q)Q = R 20 (Q°+2k-Q) (C2)

which express these scalar functions in terms of projection operator along Q We first calculate the non-conserved
part, by using the standard Feynman rules one has

ooy B|@P( - QPG+ @) - 207 Pk - QP+ Q)Q)

. 9
QT )0e@ = o—pi* . (03)
" 2me / (2m)2! (k-g —(F—Q)?+ iO) <k3 —(k+Q)2+ z’O)
and
oo ie? dPHE trP(k— Q)P k, Tp(k — k B(k
Q7'<Tf/] >9CQ] o 26/ (2W>D+1 t ( Q) ( - ) f Q) + Q ( Q) ( + Q)Q ( ’Q) , (C4)
’ ( ~(k-@)2+ iO) <k5 —(F+ @2+ 2'0)
where dP+1k = dk°dPk, and
- JER N Q2 - -

Ak, Q)=Q - (k-Q)Q - (k+Q)~ 5 (k-Q) - (k+Q), (C5)
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By combining them, one obtains for D = 3 — 2¢

2 D1, 2 DI, .22
QI ot [ R Le 2 [ O RG
¥ C —

COE G ok 4 20?)

2m, 2m)P k| 2m, QP
2ie? 26/ dP 1k (1—e€)(k- Q)2
+ -
Me @m)PH (s Ao 2 _(EO)2 g
k2 —(k—Q)?+i0 ) k2 — (k+Q)>+10
2ie? , [ dPHk FP+k-0 RG> - (k- 0y
me (2m)D+1 . . T - (C7)
e (kg = zO) (kg —(F+20) + iO) K]
Parameterizing these integrals as usual, one has
2 1 00
i Tij . J — ¢ 4 -3 26/ / -2+l —4Q%pz(1-2) 2 —1 D 4 D
Q < ’YJ_>9 Q meﬁ( 7'() 1% 0 dx 0 dpp € Q 14 fl('r7 )+Q fg(.’lf, ) ) (C8)
with
D D 1.1 1
D)= —=(=+1)(1- =)z — (1 —
fi@ D)= =F (5 + )= Fat - (-0, (c9)
1 1 1 1
fa(x, D) = —D(1 — B)mf(l +22% —22) — (1 —€)(22 — 1)* + D(1 — 5)(1 —2z)(1 — 22 . (C10)
Performing the integrals, one obtains Eq. . Similarly, the Tg¢ can be calculated as
iy _ i€ oo [ dk°dPE A(k,Q, D)tr(P(k — Q)P(k+Q)) +2(4 — D)QTP(k ~ Q)P(k + Q)Q
<T'\/J_>QC = (27T)D+1 . . . . ) (Cll)
‘ <kg _(F-0p+ m) (kg 402+ iO)
where
D - 2 4 — D g = - —
Ak, QD) = ——kg+ —— (k= Q) - (k+Q) . (C12)
After a similar calculation, one has
. 62 D 1 o0 D 1 2
i1 .= An)" 7 2e d dop~ 3Tz —4Q*px(l—x) -1 D 2 D 1
(T = —tim 8 [ao [ app e e D)+ @, D)), (C1)
with
D 1 1,1
D)=—1-¢)|=(= —=(=z - 14
nle.D)=~(1-0|FG+0- 5G] (cu)
1 1
ga(x, D) = 4(1 — e)(§ +e)x(l —x) — D(1 — 2¢)(1 — 5)(\/5+ Vi—1). (C15)

Performing the integrals, one obtains Eq. .

Appendix D: Calculation of Fig. [7a|

In this appendix we calculate Fig. We start with the trace part in Eq. (107]). To calculate this one needs (for

Ey > EN)
/dko 2 1 B 1 (d1)
21 k2 4 k2 (k0 — Epp + En)(ik° = 0) (k| + Ea — En)|K]2

therefore by introducing the o and A\ parameters one has

/ dr?_2 ! =0/ L / " da / T adn / e B VR E) (D)
21 |2 4+ k2 (ik° — Ey + En)(ik0 - 0) 4m Jo 0 0 .




18

Clearly, for Ex — Ejy = 0 it simply reduces to the representation in free NRQED. One then proceeds as usual, which
leads to

vl

y 1.1/1 S . - -
(T =20 -9 = )3 (1) S ilaar o~ oS} (D3)
M
where
1 1 N 1 oo
ITyn = 7/ dxxﬁfe/ dtt72€/ AN 2 / dpp~1Tee VP (EM—EN) , (D4)

can be evaluated easily. Expanding in €, one obtains the result in Eq. - Similarly, the non-conserved part
Eq. , after parameterizing, reads

L , 2¢? 20 U D 1 D
i /i = _Q* MO * VoM 1 D
@I 1)7Q" = ZD Eor By 2L p)m

/ V(2x —1) dx/ dt/ Ad/\/ p~ B+ dpe i IVPRUEM—Eo) | (D5)

Evaluating the integrals, one obtains Eq. -

Appendix E: Calculation of Fig.

In this appendix we calculate the pure radiative diagram Fig. [7cf We first start with the trace part Eq. -
Notice that the pole of the last propagator is located at k® = (EM Eq) + 40, therefore when Ej; > Ey one can
simply integrate without encountering any poles by k° — ik®. After this and introducing the A parameter for the
eikonal-like propagator, one has

o) = Gt 3 e B 1 (i, S ) + (1 ) e (e )|

M

(E1)
where
1 1 [e’e) ee] B
Ta(q) = —8(1—6)(*4—6)/ dxm?"/ dA/ p~ B ldpe— 3 IV—tpra (E2)
D dt dt A2 J— _
Ip(q) = (1— —)(1 —2¢ / d:cm/ " 1+ 2t / d)\/ 2+1dp 2) 7¥7’\‘/'B phitrta—dprra (E3)
.23 1 X 2

/ dmxa:/ dt/ d)\/ THdp(d4+ A2)e — A7 —AVPdpaFta (E4)

It is easy to check that all the integrals above are absolutely convergent at D = 3, therefore one can simply set D = 3
in all the expressions. Furthermore, since we are only interested in the small ¢ asymptotics, we can perform the
standard Mellin transform as

Ii(s) = /OOO dqli(9)g"~" (E5)

where i = A, B,C. It is easy to show that the Mellin transforms are convergent absolutely for 0 < Re(s) < %,
and I;(o + it) decay rapidly as [t| — oo for —1 < 0 < % Therefore, according to the well-known relation between
asymptotic expansion and Mellin transform, expansion of I;(¢q) at ¢ = 0 can be easily recovered from the poles of the

Mellin transform when Re(s) < 0. After simple calculation, one finds

4T (1 — 25)'2(2 — 5)[2(s)

Ta(s) = — (41— 25) ) (E6)
T (4°(2s — — 2s —s)I'2(s
RARRLLER B LIS LB LR &

) )
8T(s + 2)T'2(2 — 5)I'(—25)T(s)

Tos) =~ (s — DI(4— 25 ’ (E8)
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Each of them has double pole at s = 0, but adding them up, the double pole cancels

161n4

I4(s)+1p(s)+ Ic(s) = — %

+0(1), (E9)

and the next pole is at s = —1. Therefore, the I4 + I + I is finite at Q? = 0, with value equal to the residue of the
Mellin transform at s = 0. From this one obtains the result Eq. (116).

We then move to the non-conserved part of Fig. Using the standard Feynman rule, after certain simplification
one has

)

i i P o * Um0 o
R I el

M

o QP QPG+ Q) 207 Pk - QP(k+ Q)0
(2m)P ( —(k—Q)2+ iO) ( —(k+ Q)2+ iO) (Eo — kO — By + iO)
(F10)

and

)

VoM - VMo 9 / dPk Pk — Q)P(k+ Q)A(k,Q) + QT P(k — Q)P(k + Q)QB(k, Q)
D " ) @enpa B e .
( — (k- Q)2 +zo> (kg(kJrQ)?Jrzo) <E0kOEM+zO>
(E11)

QU T ) 7eQ7 = ie® Y

M

where A(k,Q), B(k,Q) are deﬁned before in Eq. . and the subscript E, B denotes the electric and magnetic part
of the MC density in Eq. (| and Eq. ., respectively. By combining them one has

i i ; 20om - Tmro
Q <Tfyjj_>7CQj =¢? Z TFMO (E12)
where
D+1 _
FMN :iQ2M2€/ (gﬂ)Dfl ~ . ! <
(kg - (k+Q)?+ iO) (EN — Ey — ko + iO)
i ze/ >k Q7 — (k- Q) R+ 2k - Q +2Q°
D1 (72|% 5 o L
(@m)PE k21 + 2Q)P (kg —(F+G)2+ i0> <EN B — ko + ¢0>
o [ A0 (-9 @
97)D+1 L oL
(2m) <k(2) —(E—-Q)*+ zO) (k% —(k+ Q)%+ i0> <EN — By — ko + i0>
op e [ A7k QP +k-Q BQ - (k-Q? g
- L (27)D+1 - - - e (E13)
(k’% — k2 4+ ’LO) (k‘g - (ki + 2@)2 + ZO) (EN — Ey — ko + ZO)
Introducing the parameters, one has
Fyy = Qi 407 % Fi+Fy+ Fs+ Fy+ F (E14)
MN =&} VT(Enr — Ey)it2e 1 2 3 4 5]



20

where F; = F; ((EMEW) are represented as

D D
Fi(q) :_2(54“1)(1_* / 4 mdx/ d)\/ dtl/ dtz/ p~ B Hldpe T AVPT-dor(-ntza - (E]5)
0
D 1 ! A2\ 4
Fo(q) = 5(1_5)/ z(1+ 22 — 2z) dx/ d/\/ dtl/ p~EHldpe T AVpatizdpe(i=a)a (E16)
0
1D —D41 g 225\ Jp—dpz(l—z)t
Bl =-550-9 | 4x 1wy [ ax dt1 2 Hldpe T AV tprimaiha (E17)
Fi(q) = (176)/ (22 —1) dx/ dA/ z“dpe*%**ﬁ*“““*””)q, (E18)
D, 1
Fs(q) =~ (1~ 5)/ z(2r — 1) da;/ d)\/ dtl/ ~ 841 e MolettI=a) ~pe(i-2)g (E19)
0

Clearly, all the integrals are absolutely convergent for D = 3 and ¢ # 0, thus one can set D = 3 and use the Mellin
transform technique as before to obtain the small-g asymptotics. Direct calculation leads to

8 8(15In(4) — 46)
;Fl(s) =-at 5ot +0(1), (E20)
which implies
5
8 8(151n(4) — 46)
;Fz(q) = plna+ 537 +0(q) , (E21)

which leads to Eq. (117).

Appendix F: Calculation of Eq. (132

In this appendix we estimate the result Eq. (132). The intermediate state M must have | = 1 due to selection rule.
For the discrete spectrum, one has the matrix element (in the unit where m, =1 and a = 1)

2

|(n1]2]00)|? = |(n1]y|00)|? = |(n1|z|00)|? (/cos 0dc059d¢>2</000 dTTBRoo(T)Rnl(r)) . (F1)

The radial overlapping turns out to be non-trivial and can be shown to be [33]

( /0 N drr?’Roo(T)Rnl(r)>2 - (nfsj‘z)s (1 _ nil)% , F2)

Therefore, the matrix element reads

Aol 2, 285 2 \*"
LOL 2 (B, — Ey) = 1- : F3
S(En — EO) 3‘55 170| ( 0) 3(712 — 1)4 n4+1 ( )

The discrete spectrum contribution 74 then reads
[es) 2n 2
28nd 2 1

= — 11— Infl—-— ) =-0.264. F4
w= Y g () (1) Y

n=2

For the contribution from continuum spectrum, one needs the normalized wave function Rg;(r) with the normalization
condition

/0 - drr®Re(r)Rpn(r) = 0(E — E') , (F5)
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where E, E’ > 0 are the energies of the states. In terms of these, one has

1

=3 /OOO dE(/Ooo drr3Roo(T)RE1(r))2(2E +1)In(2E +1)%. (F6)

It turns out that the radial overlapping can be worked out explicitly [33]

( [ Rootr) R >)2 2 W%Ami&) (F7)
rr r r = .
0 00 E1l (2E + 1)5 1 . 67 227rE

Given these, the 7. can be evaluated as

—2_ Arccot(—A=)

o'} 8 2 .~ aE 55
S RS
3 Jo RE+D' | _. &

= 0.458 . (F8)

It is different in sign to 74, and is about 73 percent larger. As a consistency check, we have verified that the sum rule
Eq. is satisfied numerically with precision of 10719,

Appendix G: The QED contribution Corp(Q)

In this appendix we collect required formulas for QED contribution to the electron’s C-form factor. According
to [24], in unit m. = 1 the contribution reads

(22 +1)° 322 4+1)° 3(z24+1)* 6(1—a?)
(G1)

Cqen(Q?) =

e? 8 (1 — x2) 2 F(z) 3zt + 42243 (1 — x2)2 (w4 +8x2 + 1) In 1_f2 5 (w2 + 1) Inz
_47r2Q2 - o )

where

7VC’22+1_Q (G2)

TNV 0]
F(:ﬂ);<ln2x+7;2/0w Cffln(lt)> . (G3)

To obtain the small-Q) asymptotics, notice that for small () one has

8(1—a?)z* 1
ExQ f&f @:%_§+O(Q3)’ (G4

therefore to obtain the O(Q°) contribution to Cqrp(Q?) one only needs to expand F(z) to linear order in @, which
can be done by

N 1-20+0(Q%) g4 2
f/ —ln(lft):f/ M=) =™ £ 20(n20 — 1) + O(Q?) . (@5)
0 ¢ 0 t 6
Using these relations, one obtains the small-@Q expansion
2 2 2
~ 9 e e 5 1le
= —+ —IndQ* —
CQED(Q ) 32Q + 672 n Q 772 + O(Q) ’ (GG)
which is nothing but Eq. , after restoring the m. dependency.
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