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We analyze several phenomenological implications of a nonlocal generalization of quantum elec-
trodynamics (QED). We compute the nonlocal corrections to the photon propagator up to one loop,
and we show that nonlocality leads to a change of the Coulomb potential. We then investigate the
ensuing modifications to the Lamb shift and to the electrostatic forces and comparing our results
with the data from the muonic hydrogen anomaly, we set lower bounds on the nonlocality scales.
We also discuss the running of the electromagnetic coupling for the nonlocal theory. The results
obtained indicate that future experimental analyses on atomic phenomena, such as the Lamb shift,
could allow to verify the presence of non-local effects on microscopic scales and impose effective
limits on the non-locality scale.

PACS numbers:

INTRODUCTION

Physics beyond the Standard Model (SM) of parti-
cles [1]-[6] has had great development in recent years,
in a quest to explain phenomena such as particle mixing
and oscillations, matter-antimatter asymmetry, the dark
matter and dark energy problems, the strong CP prob-
lem, and to attempt at the formulation of a quantum
theory of gravity. Some exquisitely field theoretical phe-
nomena, such as the anomalous magnetic moment of lep-
tons or the Lamb Shift, offer an unparalleled sensitivity
to the physics beyond the SM. On the other hand, they
represent some of the most compelling and precise experi-
mental verifications of quantum electrodynamics (QED).
The Lamb shift predicts a difference in energy between
the two energy levels 2S1/2 and 2P1/2 of the hydrogen
atom. Such a difference is due to radiative corrections
involving photon emission/absorption, which can only be
described in the context of QED. The radiative correction
caused by one-loop vacuum polarization accounts for the
majority of the contribution to the Lamb shift. Its exper-
imental detection represented a great success of quantum
field theory, being an important precision test for QED.
The phenomenon has been investigated mainly by means
of pulsed laser spectroscopy applied to muonic hydro-
gen [7]-[10], in which a muon and a proton are joined
to form the atom. The shift is much more significant
for muonic hydrogen than it is for the ordinary hydrogen
atom. This is due to the fact that the muon is about 200
times heavier than the electron. As a consequence the
muonic hydrogen Bohr radius is correspondingly smaller
than in hydrogen, and effects of the finite size of the pro-
ton on the muonic hydrogen energy levels, which affect
the Lamb shift, are thus enhanced.

Another field of research that has had a certain devel-
opment in recent years is represented by the non-local
theories. Such theories have originally been introduced
to improve the ultraviolet behavior of the quantized the-
ory and to resolve the ghost problem [11]-[18]. Besides

being of general interest for quantum theories of grav-
ity [11]-[19], non-locality also offers interesting avenues
for solutions of many problems in theoretical physics,
as for example the muon g − 2 anomaly [20]. In fact,
nonlocal theories and noncommutative field theories are
closely related to string theory in particle physics [7]-[36].
Therefore, it is extremely important to test the validity
of non-local theories and determine the lower bounds on
the nonlocality scales. For these purposes, an important
aid could be provided by the analysis of non local effects
on atomic systems. The continuous evolution of atomic
physics experiments could in fact allow the detection of
the corrections to phenomena of quantum electrodynam-
ics, foreseen by non-local theories.

Given the above context, here we wish to explore
some of the phenomenological consequences of a (string-
inspired) nonlocal generalization of QED [22]. The latter
is characterized by new energy scalesMj , in principle one
for each of the basic fields involved, j = γ and j = e, µ, τ,
etc. The other relevant scale shall be the mass of the
fermions considered mf . In particular, we will be inter-
ested in the low energy |p2| ≪ m2

f ≪M2
j and intermedi-

ate energy m2
f ≪ |p2| ≪M2

j ranges.

In the low energy regime, we show that nonlocality in-
duces a modification of the Coulomb potential. Although
the latter appears already at tree-level, we perform the
computation up to one-loop, analyzing the relevant gen-
eralization of the photon vacuum polarization diagram.
The nonlocal generalization is obtained by replacing each
element of the diagram, namely vertices and propagators,
with their nonlocal counterparts, which bring along ex-
ponential factors depending on the non-locality scales. In
the ranges of momenta much smaller than the nonlocality
scales, we make use of the perturbative expansions in the
inverse of the square of the nonlocality scales. Renormal-
izing the ultraviolet divergent terms, we derive the non
local form of the Coulomb potential, which contains four
terms: the standard Coulomb one, two nonlocal terms
with no local counterpart, and the nonlocal generaliza-
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tion of the Uehling term. In the local limit, the non lo-
cal terms disappear and the Uehling term reduces to the
standard one. The expression of the non local Coulomb
potential is the main result of the present work.

We then analyze the effects of the nonlocal Coulomb
potential on the energy levels of hydrogen-like atoms, fo-
cusing our attention on muonic hydrogen, for which the
non-local effects are higher. We derive a modification
to the usual Lamb shift, in the non-relativistic regime,
which could contribute to the discrepancy between the
experimental and theoretical values of energy difference
between the 2SF=1

1
2

and the 2PF=2
3
2

of muonic hydro-

gen. We also compare our results with the data from the
muonic hydrogen anomaly in order to set lower bounds
on the nonlocality scales Mj . Moreover, we generalize
the standard electrostatic forces (Coulombian, Van der
Waals, etc.) to the non local case.

In the intermediate energy range, we discuss the effec-
tive charge, and show how nonlocality affects the running
of the electromagnetic coupling constant. Our results
could open new scenarios in the understanding of non lo-
cal theories and in the determination of the non locality
scale.

The paper is structured as follows. In sec. 2, we in-
troduce the basic elements of the nonlocal theory and
compute the tree level correction to the Coulomb poten-
tial. In Sec. 3 we analyze the nonlocal vacuum polariza-
tion diagram. The bare photon propagator at one loop
is renormalized in sec. 4, allowing us to derive the corre-
sponding Coulomb potential. In sec. 5 and 6 these results
are applied respectively to the Lamb shift in hydrogen-
like atoms (with an emphasis on the muonic hydrogen)
and to the macroscopically relevant electrostatic forces.
Sec. 7 deals with the intermediate energy regime and the
determination of the running coupling constant. Finally
Sec. 8 is devoted to the conclusions.

TREE LEVEL CORRECTION

We wish to study the effects induced by a (string-
inspired) nonlocal generalization of quantum electrody-
namics [22] on the Coulomb potential and the observables
related to it. In this section we show that modifications
arise already at tree level, due to the replacement of the
photon propagator with its nonlocal generalization. We
introduce the nonlocality scales Mf (for fermions) and
Mγ (for the photon). These parameters, that control
the nonlocal correction, have the dimensions of mass. In
generalMf may depend on the specific species considered
(say electron, muon, tau, etc., therefore f = e, µ, τ); until
explicitly needed, we won’t specify the kind of fermion,
and keep the discussion for a generic species f . The non-

local propagators read

iGNL
µν (p2) = −i gµν

p2 + iϵ
e
− p2

M2
γ . (1)

and

Πf,NL(p
2) =

i(/p+m)

p2 −m2 + iϵ
e
− p2

M2
f . (2)

respectively for the photon and the fermion [22]. Locality
is recovered for Mf ,Mγ → ∞. Also the bare 0-th order
vertex γµ is replaced by the nonlocal counterpart

Γµ
NL(p

′, p) =
1

2

[
(pµ/p

′ + p′µ/p

(
e

p′2

M2
f − e

p2

M2
f

p′2 − p2

)
+
(
e

p′2

M2
f + e

p2

M2
f
)
γµ
]
. (3)

The equations (1), (2) and (3) provide the basic elements
for setting up the Feynman diagrams of non-local electro-
dynamics, as done in [20]. The simplest (tree-level) mod-
ification of the Coulomb potential is induced by Eq.(1).

Expanding the latter to first order in p2

M2
γ
one has

iGNL
µν ≃ −igµν

p2

[
1− p2

M2
γ

]
, (4)

which modifies the Coulomb potential V (p2) = e2

p2 ac-
cording to

Ṽ (p2) =
e2

p2

(
1− p2

M2
γ

)
. (5)

The tree level correction is clearly finite, as it does not
involve any internal momentum integration. In the local
limitMγ → ∞, we reobtain the usual Coulomb potential.
Notice that the Coulomb correction at tree level due to
non local effects can already provide a lower bound on
the (photon) non-locality scale.

VACUUM POLARIZATION

Having determined the simple tree-level correction to
the Coulomb potential, we now move on to the 1-loop (or-
der α) contributions. We first consider the low momen-
tum regime |p2| ≪ m2. The basic local diagram is the
vacuum polarization of Fig. 1. Computation of its non-
local generalization requires, a priori, that each element
of the diagram (the two vertices, the two photon prop-
agators and the two fermion propagators) be replaced
with the nonlocal counterpart, as given in Eqs. (1), (2)
and (3). As evident from the latter, each nonlocal com-

ponent brings along an exponential factor e−
s2

M2 , with s
some combination of internal and external momenta and
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FIG. 1. Local vacuum polarization diagram

M = Mγ or M = Mf . Since the non-locality scales are,
for the ranges of interest to us, much larger than the (ex-

ternal) momenta involved, p2

M2 ≪ 1, it is meaningful to
seek a perturbative expansion in the inverse of the square
of the nonlocality scales 1

M2
γ
, 1
M2

f
.

As discussed in [20], the contributions to the nonlocal
Feynman diagram can be classified according to the order
nα in the coupling α and the order mNL in the nonlocal-
ity scales 1

M2 . Denoting (mNL, nα) the contributions of
order mNL and nα, the tree-level nonlocal correction of
the previous section corresponds to (1, 0). In this section
we will deal with the order (1, 1) contributions. To or-
der mNL = 1, it is sufficient to replace each of the local
elements of the polarization diagram with their nonlocal
counterpart, one at a time, and sum the strictly nonlocal
contributions (of order mNL = 1). Indeed, the difference
between this and the diagram in which all the elements
are delocalized simultaneously is only in terms of order
mNL > 1. Obviously the final result up to order (1, 1)
has to count the local limit of the vacuum polarization (of
order (0, 1)) only once. The relevant diagrams are the six
shown in Fig. 2, where, in each of the diagrams, only a
single element is replaced with the nonlocal counterpart.
In plots (1) and (2), the vertices are replaced by the non
local ones, in plots (3) and (4), the non local fermion

propagators are considered, and in plots (5) and (6), the
non local photon propagators are taken into account.
For the computation of all these diagrams it is of course

sufficient to truncate the nonlocal elements to the first
non-trivial order in the nonlocality scales, namely Eq.

(6)

p

p p p

p

p

pp
k k

kk

k-p
k-p

k-p

k-p

k-p

k-p

kk
p p p p

(1) (2)

(4)(3)

(5)

 

FIG. 2. (Color online). Relevant diagrams describing the non
local vertex. Each of the local elements of the polarization
diagram are replaced with their nonlocal counterpart. In the
diagrams, only a single element at a time is replaced with the
nonlocal counterpart. In plots (1) and (2), the vertices γµ and
γν are replaced by Γµ

NL and Γν
NL (represented by red points

in pictures), respectively. In plots (3) and (4), the fermion
propagators are replaced by Πf,NL (depicted by the green
lines), and in plots (5) and (6) the non local photon propaga-
tors Gµν

NL (pictured by the yellow wavy lines) substitute the
standard photon propagators.

(4) and

Πf,NL ≃
i(/p+m)

p2 −m2 + iϵ

(
1− p2

M2
f

)
(6)

Γµ
NL(p, p

′) ≃ γµ +
1

2M2
f

[
pµ/p

′ + p′µ/p+ (p′2 + p2)γµ
]
.

(7)

Let us denote the local vacuum polarization diagram with

iΠµν
L (p) = −(−ie)2

∫
d4k

(2π)4
i

(p− k)2 −m2 + iϵ

i

k2 −m2 + iϵ
Tr
(
γµ(/k − /p+m)γν(/k +m)

)
= ie2(−p2gµν + pµpν)ΠL(p

2). (8)

While the diagrams (1) to (4) of Fig. 2 modify the inner loop structure, the diagrams 5 and 6 do only modify the
external photon lines, by means of the nonlocal exponential factors (see Eq. (1)). It is then straightforward to see
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that the (strictly) nonlocal contribution corresponding to diagrams (5) and (6), to order mNL = 1, is

iΠµν
5 (p) = iΠµν

6 (p) = − p2

M2
γ

iΠµν
L (p) . (9)

The first four diagrams instead require more care. In formulae they are

iΠµν
1 (p) = −(−ie)2

∫
d4k

(2π)4
i

(p− k)2 −m2 + iϵ

i

k2 −m2 + iϵ
Tr

(
Γµ
NL(p

′, k′)(/k − /p+m)γν(/k +m)

)
, (10)

iΠµν
2 (p) = −(−ie)2

∫
d4k

(2π)4
i

(p− k)2 −m2 + iϵ

i

k2 −m2 + iϵ
Tr

(
γµ(/k − /p+m)e

(k−p)2

M2
f γν(/k +m)

)
, (11)

iΠµν
3 (p) = −(−ie)2

∫
d4k

(2π)4
i

(p− k)2 −m2 + iϵ

i

k2 −m2 + iϵ
Tr

(
γµ(/k − /p+m)Γν(p′, k′)(/k +m)

)
, (12)

iΠµν
4 (p) = −(−ie)2

∫
d4k

(2π)4
i

(p− k)2 −m2 + iϵ

i

k2 −m2 + iϵ
Tr

(
γµ(/k − /p+m)γν(/k +m)e

k2

M2
f

)
. (13)

Since we are interested in the lowest order in p2/M2
f , by computing the traces, the integrals in Eqs.(10)-(13) become:

iΠµν
1 (p) =

2e2

M2
f

∫
d4k

(2π)4
1

[(p− k)2 −m2 + iϵ][k2 −m2 + iϵ]

{
kµkν [2(p− k) · k − (p− k) · p] + 4(p− k)µkν [2k · k − k · p]+

+ (p · k − k · k +m2)[4kµ(p− k)ν + 4(k2 + (p− k)2 + 4(p− k)µkν]− 4kµpν(p− k) · k − 4(p− k)µpνk · k+

+ 4[k2 + (p− k)2][2kµkν − pµkν − pνkµ]

}
,

(14)

iΠµν
2 (p) =

4e2

M2
f

∫
d4k

(2π)4
[2kµkν − pµkν − pνkµ + gµν(p · k − k · k +m2)](k − p)2

[(p− k)2 −m2 + iϵ][k2 −m2 + iϵ]
, (15)

iΠµν
3 (p) =

2e2

M2
f

∫
d4k

(2π)4
1

[(p− k)2 −m2 + iϵ][k2 −m2 + iϵ]

{
(p− k)νkµ(2k · k − p · k) + kνkµ[2k · (p− k)− p · (p− k)]+

+ 4(p · k − k · k +m2)[(p− k)νkµ + kν(p− k)µ +
(
(p− k)2 + k2

)
gµν ]− 4(p− k)νpµk · k − kνpµ(p− k) · k+

+ 4[(p− k)2 + k2] · [2kµkν − pµkν − pµkν ]

}
,

(16)

iΠµν
4 (p) =

4e2

M2
f

∫
d4k

(2π)4
[2kµkν − pµkν − pνkµ + gµν(p · k − k · k +m2)]k2

[(p− k)2 −m2 + iϵ][k2 −m2 + iϵ]
, (17)

respectively. In the following, we consider each of the integrals (14)-(17) separately. We start by computing explicitly
the term iΠµν

2 , but a similar discussion applies to the other diagrams.
By taking into account the Lorentz invariance, Πµν

2 can be written in the most general form as (see for instance
[37])

Πµν
2 = ∆1(p

2,m2)p2gµν +∆2(p
2,m2)pµpν , (18)

with ∆1 and ∆2 some form factors. To understand the role of these form factors, we consider, for example, the photon
propagator corresponding to the sum of the tree level terms and Πµν

2 . Using the parametrization of Eq.(18), it can
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be expressed as

iGµν(p) = −i gµν
p2 + iϵ

e
−p2

M2
γ +O(e2)

= −i gµν
p2 + iϵ

e
−p2

M2
γ +

−igµα

p2 + iϵ
iΠ2,αβ

−igβν

p2 + iϵ
+O(e4)

= −i gµν
p2 + iϵ

e
−p2

M2
γ +

−i
p2 + iϵ

(
∆1g

µν +∆2
pµpν

p2

)
+O(e4)

=
−i(e

−p2

M2
γ +∆1)g

µν +∆2
pµpν

p2

p2 + iϵ
. (19)

Notice that the term proportional to ∆2, which is proportional to pµpν , gives only corrections to the gauge, therefore
it can be neglected (see [37]) and we consider only the terms containing ∆1.

Returning to the integrals (14)-(17), the terms containing the product p · k vanish for symmetry reasons. The term
kµkν produces a pµpν piece, but also yields a gµν term, which is the relevant one. Taking into account the above
simplifications, the term iΠµν

2 in Eq.(15) becomes:

iΠµν
2 =

−4e2

M2
f

∫
d4k

(2π)4
[2kµkν + gµν(−k2 + p · k +m2](k − p)2

[(p− k)2 −m2 + iϵ][k2 −m2 + iϵ]
. (20)

The denominator in Eq.(20) can be simplified, as usual,
through the Feynman parameter technique:

1

AB
=

∫ 1

0

dx
1

[A+ (B −A)x]2
. (21)

In our case, by setting A = (p− k)2 −m2 + iϵ and B =
k2 −m2 + iϵ, we have:

1

[(p− k)2 −m2 + iϵ][k2 −m2 + iϵ]
=

∫ 1

0

dx
1

k2 −∆(p2) + iϵ
(22)

where

∆(p2) ≡ ∆(p2, x) = m2 − p2x(1− x). (23)

Moreover, shifting the 4-momentum kµ as kµ → kµ +

pµ(1− x), the numerator in Eq.(20) becomes

Nµν(x) = (2kµkν − gµνk2)k2 + gµν(p2x(1− x) +m2)k2

+(2kµkν − gµνk2)p2x2 + gµν(p2x(1− x) +m2)p2x2.

(24)

Adopting dimensional regularization in d dimensions, we
can substitute

kµkν → i

d
gµνk2. (25)

in the ddk integral. After straightforward computations,
the numerator of Eq.(24) can be expressed as

Nµν(x) = N1(x)k
4gµν +N2(x)k

2gµν +N3(x)g
µν (26)

with

N1 = (
2

d
− 1)

N2(x) = [p2x(1− x) +m2 + (
2

d
− 1)p2x2]

N3(x) = [p2x(1− x) +m2]p2x2.

(27)

Using the master formula [37]

I =

∫
ddk

(2π)d
k2a

(k2 −∆(p2))b
=

i

(4π)d/2
(−1)a−b

∆(p2)b−a−d/2

Γ(a+ d/2)Γ(b− a− d/2)

Γ(b)Γ(d/2)
, (28)

Πµν
2 can be rewritten as:

Πµν
2 =

−4e2gµνµ4−d

M2
f (4π)

d/2
Γ(2−d/2)

{∫ 1

0

dx

[
N1(x)

(
2 + d

d− 2

)
∆(p2, x)2 −N2(x)

(
d

2− d

)
∆(p2, x) +N3(x)

]
1

∆(p2, x)2−d/2

}
.

(29)
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FIG. 3. Bare nonlocal photon propagator iGµν , obtained by summing up all the contributions up to order (1, 1).

In the above equation, µ is the standard dimension-adjusting parameter needed for dimensional regularization. We
then impose d = 4− ϵ, with ϵ→ 0, obtaining:

Πµν
2 =

e2gµν

8π2

m4

M2
f

∫ 1

0

dx

(
2

ϵ
−log

(∆(p2, x)

µ2

))
− 3e2gµν

4

m2p2

M2
f

Π2(p
2)+

7e2gµν

8

p4

M2
f

∫ 1

0

dx

(
2

ϵ
−log

(∆(p2, x)

µ2

))
x2(1−x)2

(30)
where explicitly

Π2(p
2) =

1

2π2

∫ 1

0

dx

(
2

ϵ
− log

(∆(p2, x)

µ2

))
x(1− x) . (31)

Since we will be first interested in the low momentum regime |p2| ≪ m2, for the moment we shall neglect the third
term in Eq.(30), considering only the terms proportional to p2 and terms proportional to m4. Then, iΠµν

2 can be
written as (here ∆(p2) is shorthand for ∆(p2, x) ):

iΠµν
2 = −3

2
e2gµν

p2m2

M2
f

Π2(p
2)− e2gµν

(4π)2
2m4

M2
f

∫ 1

0

dx

[
2

ϵ
− log

(∆(p2)

µ2

)]
. (32)

With similar calculations we have

iΠµν
1 = −1

4
e2gµν

p2

M2
f

Π1(p
2) +

e2gµν
(4π)2

19m4

M2
f

∫ 1

0

dx

[
2

ϵ
− log

(∆(p2)

µ2

)]
, (33)

iΠµν
3 = −1

4
e2gµν

p2

M2
f

Π3(p
2) +

e2gµν
(4π)2

19m4

M2
f

∫ 1

0

dx

[
2

ϵ
− log

(∆(p2)

µ2

)]
, (34)

iΠµν
4 = −1

2
e2gµν

p2

M2
f

Π4(p
2)− e2gµν

(4π)2
2m4

M2
f

∫ 1

0

dx

[
2

ϵ
− log

(∆(p2)

µ2

)]
, (35)

with Π1(p
2), Π3(p

2) and Π4(p
2) given by

Π1(p
2) =

1

2π2

∫ 1

0

dx

(
2

ϵ
− log

(
∆(p2)

µ2

))
[x(15− 13x) +

1

2
]

Π3(p
2) =

1

2π2

∫ 1

0

dx

(
2

ϵ
− log

(
∆(p2)

µ2

))
[x(15− 13x) +

1

2
]

Π4(p
2) =

1

2π2

∫ 1

0

dx

(
2

ϵ
− log

(
∆(p2)

µ2

))
[5x− 7x2 + 2x3] .

(36)

Summing up all the contributions up to order (1, 1), as schematically depicted in Figure 3, yields the bare nonlocal
photon propagator
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iGµν = −ig
µν

p2
(1− p2

M2
γ

) +
−i
p2
iΠµν

L

−i
p2

+
−i
p2
i(Πµν

1 +Πµν
2 +Πµν

3 +Πµν
4 +Πµν

5 +Πµν
6 )

−i
p2

=

− i

[
(1− p2

M2
γ

)− (1− 2p2

M2
γ

)e2ΠL − e2m2

M2
f

(3
2
Π2 +

1

4
Π1 +

1

4
Π3 +

1

2
Π4

)
+

34e2m4

(4π)2M2
f

∫ 1

0

dx

[
2

ϵ
− log

(
∆(p2)

µ2

)]]
gµν

p2

= −i
[(

1− p2

M2
γ

)
+ e2H(p2)

]
gµν

p2
.

(37)

The (formally divergent) function H(p2) regroups all the terms proportional to e2 and is implicitly defined by the last
equality.

RENORMALIZATION

The bare photon propagator of Eq. (37) contains several ultraviolet divergent terms (for ϵ → 0) and needs to be
renormalized. As done in the local case, we shall tackle the divergences in Eq. (37) by renormalizing the photon field
strength via the factor Z3 = 1 + δ3, where δ3 is the counterterm to be determined. The resulting counterterm has to
ensure that the renormalized propagator has the correct residue at p2 = 0. It is convenient to introduce the following
quantities

Φ(p2) =
1

2π2

∫ 1

0

dx

[
2

ϵ
− ln

(
∆(p2)

µ2

)][
1

4
+

23

2
x− 23

2
x2 + x3

]
,

(38)

θ(p2) =

(
1− 2p2

M2
γ

)
)e2ΠL(p

2) +
e2m2

M2
f

Φ(p2) (39)

so that the function H(p2) in Eq. (37) reads

H(p2) = −θ(p
2)

e2
+

34m4

(4π)2M2
f

∫ 1

0

dx

[
2

ϵ
− log

(
∆(p2)

µ2

)]
. (40)

The second term of the above equation is problematic. To understand what its contribution amounts to, let us expand
the logarithm term in Eq.(40) in the range of interest to us (|p2| ≪ m):

34m4

(4π)2M2
f

∫ 1

0

dx

[
2

ϵ
− log

(
∆(p2)

µ2

)]
≃ m2

M2
f

ψ +
m4

p2M2
f

34

(4π)2

(
2

ϵ
+ log

µ2

m2

)
(41)

where ψ = 34
(4π)2

∫ 1

0
x(1−x). The first term, independent of p, is removed when subtracting the (opportunely defined)

counterterm and imposing the renormalization condition. The second modifies the pole structure of the propagator,
being infrared divergent for p2 → 0. Taming this kind of divergence cannot be achieved by means of a simple
counterterm, and its full treatment lies beyond the scope of this work. In the following we shall keep only the θ(p2)
term in Eq.(40). With the addition of the counterterm, the propagator becomes

iGµν(p2) =
−igµν

p2

[(
1− p2

M2
γ

)
−
(
1− p2

M2
γ

)
e2ΠL(p

2)− e2
m2

M2
f

ϕ(p2)− δ3

]
=

−igµν

p2

[(
1− p2

M2
γ

)
− θ(p2)− δ3

]
(42)

and the renormalization condition reads

δ3 = −θ(p2 = 0) = −
[
e2ΠL(0) +

e2m2

M2
f

ϕ(0)

]
. (43)

Imposing Eq. (43), the resulting propagator is then

iGµν(p2) =
−igµν

p2

[(
1− p2

M2
γ

)
+ θ(0)− θ(p2)

]
=

−igµν

p2

[(
1− p2

M2
γ

)
+ e2(ΠL(0)−ΠL(p

2)) +
e2m2

M2
f

(ϕ(0)− ϕ(p2)) +
2p2

M2
γ

e2ΠL(p
2)

]
.

(44)
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Notice that the last term is still divergent. Nonetheless this remaining divergence can be removed through a
harmless modification of the counterterm. Indeed any counterterm of the form

δ(p2) = δ3 + p2f(p2) (45)

with f a generic function not singular in p2, and δ3 satisfying condition (43), does still satisfy the same renormalization
condition. The natural choice is

δ(p2) = δ3 +
2p2

M2
γ

e2ΠL(0). (46)

The fully renormalized propagator becomes, in the low momentum regime

iGµν(p2) =
−igµν

p2

[(
1− p2

M2
γ

)
+ e2

(
1− 2p2

M2
γ

)(
−p2

60π2m2

)
− 11e2p2

48π2M2
f

]
, (47)

where it is understood that ΠL(p
2) and ϕ(p2) have been evaluated for |p2| ≪ m2. The Fourier transform of the

Coulomb potential induced by this propagator is

Ṽ (p2) =
e2

p2
− e2

M2
γ

− e4

60π2m2

(
1− 2p2

M2
γ

)
− e4

11

48π2M2
f

. (48)

Note that in Eq.(48), the term proportional to p2 is not Fourier transformable. However, this is the byproduct of
our expansion truncated to the first order in 1

M2
γ
. Therefore, we momentarily restore the full exponential form of this

term, and we write Ṽ (p2) as

Ṽ (p2) =
e2

p2
− e2

M2
γ

− e4

60π2m2
e

−2p2

M2
γ − 11e4

48π2M2
γ

. (49)

At the end of the calculations, we will able to truncate again the potential term corresponding to the exponential at
the first order, consistently with the other terms.

Considering Eq.(49), we can now take the Fourier transform of Ṽ (p2). It is given by

V (r) = − e2

4πr
− e2

M2
γ

δ3(r)− 11e4

48π2M2
f

δ3(r)− e4

60π2m2

(
π

2

)2M3
γe

−M2
γr2

8

(2π)3
. (50)

Eq.(50) has four terms: the first is the Coulomb one,
the fourth represents the nonlocal generalization of the
Uehling term, while the second and the third are purely
nonlocal terms with no local counterpart (they disappear
in the local limit). It is easy to check that the fourth term
approaches the standard local (Uehling) term [37] when
Mγ → ∞. Eq.(50) represents the central result of our
work. In the rest of the paper, we analyze many effects
of the nonlocal terms of the potential V (r).

NONLOCAL CORRECTIONS TO THE LAMB
SHIFT

We start by determining the impact of the nonlocal
terms of Eq. (50) on the energy levels of hydrogen-like
atoms. In particular, we shall focus on muonic hydro-
gen, which turns out to be more sensitive to the nonlocal

corrections. We stick to the non-relativistic regime and
compute the energy shift due to the non local correction
in first order perturbation theory as

∆Enlm = ⟨ψnlm| δV (rrr) |ψnlm⟩ . (51)

Here, |ψnlm⟩ is the state of the hydrogen-like atom with
atomic number Z = 1 (either electronic or muonic),
the quantum numbers n,m, l label the wavefunctions of
the atom, and δV (r) represents the deviation from the
Coulomb potential. The δV (r) deviation, including local
and nonlocal terms is given by

δVLocal+NL(rrr) = − e2

M2
γ

δ3(r)− 11e4

48π2M2
f

δ3(r)

− e4

60π2m2

(
π

2

)2M3
γe

−M2
γr2

8

(2π)3
. (52)

The first two terms and the last one as well contribute
to the energy shift of the S states. For later convenience,
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we focus our attention on the 2S state,

ψ2S =
1

(32π2a3f )
1
2

(
2− r

af

)
e
− r

2af , (53)

where, af = 1
αm , is the Bohr radius. Similar expressions

can be derived for all the S states. The shift in energy is
then

∆E
(NL)
2S = ∆E

(Tot)
2S −∆E

(Loc)
2S

= −
[
α4m3

2M2
γ

+
11α5m3

24πM2
f

+
4α7m3

15πM2
γ

]
, (54)

where we have introduced α = e2

4π . Here, ∆E
(Loc)
2S is the

term of order zero in 1/M2
γ and ∆E

(NL)
2S is first order

in 1/M2
γ . Notice that in the derivation of Eq. (54) the

contribution due to the fourth term of Eq. (50) has been
truncated at first order in 1

M2
γ
.

Given the cubic dependence on the fermion mass in Eq.
(54), we can immediately see that this correction is much
more significant for the muonic hydrogen, being larger by

a factor
(

mµ

me

)3
≃ 8.89× 106. Since the 2P wavefunction

has no support at the origin, the second and the third
terms of V (r) in Eq.(50) are zero and only the fourth
term of V (r) contributes to the nonlocal energy shift of
the 2P level. The energy shift, to the first order in 1/M2

γ ,
is then given by:

∆ENL
2P =

1

60π

α7m3

M2
γ

. (55)

We remark that, under the approximations employed,
there is no local counterpart to the 2P level shift. With
m = mµ, the muon mass, Eqs. (54) and (55) yield the
(strictly nonlocal) energy shifts of the 2S and 2P levels
of muonic hydrogen.

As it turns out [38] the observed energy difference be-
tween the 2SF=1

1
2

and the 2PF=2
3
2

of muonic hydrogen is

lower than its theoretical estimate. Such a discrepancy
is also known as muonic hydrogen anomaly. Intriguingly,
the non local corrections of Eqs. (54) and (55) are just
of the right sign to shift the energy difference

δE = E(2SF=1
1
2

)− E(2PF=2
3
2

) (56)

downwards, by lowering E(2SF=1
1
2

) and raising

E(2PF=1
1
2

). Precisely one finds the experimental

and theoretical values as [38]

δETH = −205.984 meV

δEEXP = −206.295 meV ,

with a discrepancy of about 0.311 meV.
If the discrepancy is due to the non local effects, we

can set a lower bound on the non-locality scale. For in-
stance, setting Mγ → ∞ for simplicity, one finds that

-6 -4 -2 0 2

-6

-5

-4

-3

-2

-1

0

Log10Mγ (TeV)

L
o
g
10
M
f
(T
eV

)
FIG. 4. (Dashed area) Region of non locality scales com-
patible with the muonic hydrogen anomaly . The range is
(Mγ ,Mf ) ∈ [10−4, 1]× [10−6, 103] TeV.

Mf ≥ 10−1GeV. In the limit Mf → ∞ one finds
Mγ ≥ 2.3 GeV. More generally we obtain a region in

the (Mγ ,Mf ) plane where the inequality |∆E(NL)
2S | ≤

0.311 meV is satisfied. This region is represented in Fig.
4.
Overall we can see that the muonic hydrogen anomaly

places a much milder lower bound on the non locality
scales, if compared to the muon anomaly [20]. As a result
the muonic hydrogen anomaly might be explained, in the
context of non local electrodynamics, through compara-
tively small non local scales. Given the bounds set by the
muon anomaly [20] Mf ,Mγ ≥ 1 TeV, we conclude that
while non-local electrodynamics eases the discrepancy, it
cannot, alone, account for the 0.311 meV difference.

NONLOCAL ELECTROSTATIC FORCES

The interaction potential of Eq. (50) describes the
Coulomb attraction between charges of opposite sign,
modified by the effect of nonlocality. For the following
discussion we shall always consider a finite distance be-
tween the charges, so that the contact δ terms can be
ignored. Considering the general case in which all the
charged leptons (electron, muon and tau) are present,
the reduced potential reads

V (r) = − e2

4πr
−
∑
i

e4

60π2m2
i

(
π

2

)2M3
γe

−M2
γr2

8

(2π)3
, (57)



10

with i = e, µ, τ. A couple of comments are in order. First,
there are in principle at least three nonlocal terms with
the same structure (the last one on the right hand side),
one for each charged lepton. This is because, a priori,
polarization diagrams for each possible internal charged
fermion must be considered. The muon and tau contri-
butions, however, are suppressed by factors of

m2
e

m2
µ,τ

. A

similar consideration holds for the other possible fermion
loops (quarks), so that we shall only keep the single con-
tribution corresponding tom = me. Secondly, the sign of
the potential energy of Eq. (57) is of course the opposite
when the charges are of the same sign. The nonlocal shift
in Eq. (57) has an immediate impact on the electrostatic
forces exerted between charged bodies.

In addition, also the electrostatic forces between neu-
tral but polarizable bodies (Van der Waals forces) are
modified by the presence of the last term. Along the
standard 1

R6 term there is indeed a new strictly nonlocal
contribution. To determine the distance dependence of
the latter, it is convenient to follow the approach used in
[39], and study the one-dimensional Hamiltonian model
for two interacting atoms. The atoms are thereby mod-
eled as simple harmonic oscillators with respect to the
electronic displacements x1, x2, and the interaction term
is given by the Coulomb potential for the four charges

H1 =
e2

4π

[
1

R
+

1

R+ x1 − x2
− 1

R+ x1
− 1

R+ x2

]
,

(58)
where R denotes the distance between the nuclei. It is
easily shown that the 1

R6 term arises from H1, diagonal-
izing the full Hamiltonian with the introduction of the
coordinates x± = x1±x2√

2
(see [39] for details). We now

add to H1 the interaction term corresponding to the non-
local correction

HNL = B

(
e

−M2
γR2

8 + e
−M2

γ (R+x1−x2)2

8

− e
−M2

γ (R+x1)2

8 − e
−M2

γ (R−x2)2

8

)
, (59)

where B =
e4M3

γ

1920π3m2
e
. Extracting an e

−M2
γR2

8 factor and

expanding up to second order in the displacements x1, x2
(the first order vanishes), we find

HNL =
BM2

γ

4

(
1−

M2
γR

2

4

)
e

−M2
γR2

8 x1x2 . (60)

Upon diagonalization, this term contributes to the x±
oscillator frequencies, as it is easily seen from the identity
2x1x2 = x2+ − x2−. Specifically

ω± =

√
ω2
0 ∓

2e2

4πmR3
±

BM2
γ

4

(
1−

M2
γR

2

4

)
e

−M2
γR2

8 .

(61)

Notice that the last term is strongly suppressed by the
gaussian factor. Following [39] we compute

1

2
ω+ +

1

2
ω− − ω0 ≃

− e4

32π2ω4
0R

6
+

BM2
γe

2

64πω4
0R

3

(
1−

M2
γR

2

4

)
e

−M2
γR2

8 .

The last term represents the strictly nonlocal contribu-
tion to the Van der Waals force. Notice that in the local
limit Mγ → ∞, one recovers the standard 1

R6 behaviour,
as the second term vanishes. The above derivation of the
distance behaviour of the nonlocal term cannot provide
a rigorous account of its actual size. Nevertheless it is
clear that in general this term shall be several orders of
magnitude below the standard Van der Waals term, ap-
proaching the latter only at very small distances. While
the nonlocal Van der Waals force may have a negligi-
ble impact on a single pair of molecules, it is imaginable
that it may have macroscopic, and possibly measurable,
consequences on large systems.

RUNNING COUPLING

In the previous sections we have dealt with the low-
energy regime, establishing the modifications induced
by nonlocality on the Coulomb potential. Nevertheless,

given the shape of the nonlocal form factors ∝ e
−p2

M2 , it
is clear that the nonlocal corrections get more significant
as the energy is increased.

We shall now consider the limit |p2| ≫ m2. In or-
der to truncate the expansion in the nonlocality scales at
the lowest non-trivial order, and compute the nonlocal
corrections as before, we shall also assume that the ener-
gies involved are much lesser than the nonlocality scales
|p2| ≪M2, with M any of Mγ and Mf .

The study of the extremely high energy regime |p2| ∼
M2 or |p2| ≫ M2 falls outside the scope of this work,
and requires the evaluation of the full nonlocal vacuum
polarization diagram.

In the intermediate regime m2 ≪ |p2| ≪ M2, the ex-
pansion to first order in the nonlocality scale is still valid,
and the contributions to the vacuum polarization are for-
mally identical to those discussed above (see e.g. Eq.
(30)). However the only relevant terms in Π1,Π2,Π3,Π4

are now those scaling as p4, with respect to which m2p2

and m4 are negligible (see Eq. (30)). Therefore, in this
regime, the Πi terms are given by
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iΠµν
1 = −e

2gµν
4π2

p4

M2
f

∫ 1

0

dx

[
2

ϵ
− log

(∆(p2)

µ2

)][1
2
x− 6x2 + 9x3 − 7

2
x4
]
, (62)

iΠµν
2 =

7e2gµν
32π2

p4

M2
f

∫ 1

0

dx

[
2

ϵ
− log

(∆(p2)

µ2

)]
[x2(x− 1)2], (63)

iΠµν
3 = −e

2gµν
4π2

p4

M2
f

∫ 1

0

dx

[
2

ϵ
− log

(∆(p2)

µ2

)][1
2
x− 6x2 + 9x3 − 7

2
x4
]
, (64)

iΠµν
4 = −7e2gµν

8π2

p4

M2
f

∫ 1

0

dx

[
2

ϵ
− log

(∆(p2)

µ2

)]
[x2(x− 1)2]. (65)

The resulting bare photon propagator, including the tree level and the Π5,Π6 contributions, reads

iGµν = − ig
µν

p2

[(
1− p2

M2
γ

)
−
(
1− 2p2

M2
γ

)
e2ΠL(p

2)− e2p2

M2
f

ψ(p2)− δ3

]
, (66)

with

ψ(p2) = − 1

4π2

∫ 1

0

dx

[
2

ϵ
− log

(∆(p2)

µ2

)](
−x+

131

8
x2 − 107

8
x3 +

63

8
x4
)
. (67)

Renormalization is achieved, once again, by introducing an appropriate counterterm. This is

δ(p2) = δ3 + p2
(
2e2

M2
γ

ΠL(0)−
e2

M2
f

ψ(0)

)
, (68)

where δ3 is taken to satisfy the renormalization condition (43) in the intermediate energy regime m2 ≪ |p2| ≪ M2.
The renormalized photon propagator then can be written as

iGµν =
−igµν

p2

[(
1− p2

M2
γ

)
+ e2

(
1− 2p2

M2
γ

)
Π′

L(p
2) +

e2p2

M2
f

ψ′(p2)

]
(69)

where

Π′
L(p

2) =
1

12π2
ln

(
−p2

m2

)
, (70)

ψ′(p2) =
517

640π2
ln

(
−p2

m2

)
. (71)

In the above expressions, the x integral has been
computed taking into account that −p2 ≫ m2 (re-
call that −p2 is positive for t-channel exchange [37])

and splitting the logarithms as ln
(
1− p2

m2x(1− x)
)

≃

ln
(

−p2

m2 x(1− x)
)
= ln

(
−p2

m2

)
+ ln (x(1− x)). The x de-

pendent term produces a contribution which is easily
seen to be negligible with respect to the first term, so

that effectively one can replace ln
(
1− p2

m2x(1− x)
)

≃

ln
(

−p2

m2

)
within the integrals. The potential correspond-

ing to Eq.(69) is then

Ṽ (p2) =
e2

p2

[
1− p2

(
1

M2
γ

+
e2

6π2M2
γ

ln

(
−p2

m2

)
− 517e2

640π2M2
f

ln

(
−p2

m2

))
+ e2

(
1

12π2
ln

(
−p2

m2

))]
, (72)

where it is understood that e is the (1-loop) renormalized charge. As usual this can be rewritten in terms of a
momentum dependent effective charge

Ṽ (p) =
e2eff (

√
−p2)

p2
(73)

where (with Q2 = |p2|)

e2eff (Q) = e2

{
1 +Q2

[
1

M2
γ

+
e2

6π2M2
γ

ln

(
Q2

m2

)
− 517e2

640π2M2
f

ln

(
Q2

m2

)]
+ e2

(
1

12π2
ln

(
Q2

m2

))}
(74)
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Equation (74) can be seen as an effective charge in nonlocal QED for the intermediate energy rangem2 ≪ Q2 ≪M2.
In addition to the standard logarithmic term, nonlocality induces new terms scaling as Q2 and Q2 lnQ2. Considered
that by hypothesis Q2 ≪ M2, these corrections are always subleading with respect to the local term. Of course in
the local limit Mγ ,Mf → ∞ the usual running coupling is restored

e2eff (Q) = e2
(
1 +

e2

12π2
ln
Q2

m2

)
. (75)

Eq. (74) can be immediately rephrased in term of the running fine structure coupling

αeff (Q) = α

[
1 +Q2

(
1

M2
γ

+
2α

3πM2
γ

ln

(
Q2

m2

)
− 517α

160πM2
f

ln

(
Q2

m2

))
+

α

3π
ln

(
Q2

m2

)]
. (76)

10-3 10-2 3×10-2 6×10-2 9×10-2

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

Q (Mγ)

10
0
×
(α
J
(Q

)/
α
)

FIG. 5. Percent variation of α due to the nonlocal correc-
tion αJ(Q) = αNL(Q) as a function of the exchanged mo-
mentum Q (Q2 = −p2) in the range Q ∈ [0, 9 × 10−2]Mγ .
(Blue solid line) For Mf → ∞ and (Orange dashed line)
for Mf ≃ Mγ . For comparison also the local correction

αJ(Q) = αL(Q) = α
3π

ln
(

Q2

m2

)
is plotted for Mγ = 1 TeV

(Green dotdashed line) and Mγ = 10 TeV (Red dotted line).
Notice that the precise value of Mγ is essentially irrelevant
for the shape of the nonlocal plots, while it is significant for
the relative size of the latter with respect to the local correc-
tion. For simplicity only the electron contribution m = me is
considered.

To get a grasp of how nonlocality affects the running of
the fine structure constant, we have plotted in Fig. 5
the percentage variation on α due to the nonlocal term
αNL(Q), given by the Q2 term of Eq. (76):

αQ2

(
1

M2
γ

+
2α

3πM2
γ

ln

(
Q2

m2

)
− 517α

160πM2
f

ln

(
Q2

m2

))
.

We conclude this section spending a couple of words
about the ultra-high energy regime Q2 ≥ M2. Despite
its limitations, Eq. (76) already hints at possibly large
nonlocal corrections to the running coupling as the non-
locality scale is approached. Eventually, the strong en-
ergy dependency of the nonlocal corrections (for instance
∝ Q2 as opposed to lnQ2 in Eq. (76)), might lower the

energy scale of the Landau Pole of QED, determining a
breakdown of the perturbation theory at scales that may
be well below the 10286eV of the local theory. The com-
plete analysis of this aspect shall be pursued in future
works.

CONCLUSIONS

We have analyzed some of the phenomenological as-
pects of a nonlocal generalization of QED inspired by the
string theory. In particular, considering the non local en-
ergy scales Mj featuring the nonlocality and associated
to the basic fields of massesmf implied in QED, we stud-
ied the low energy |p2| ≪ m2

f ≪ M2
j and intermediate

energy m2
f ≪ |p2| ≪M2

j regimes.

In the low energy regime, we computed, up to one-
loop, the modification of the Coulomb potential induced
by nonlocality. We have shown that this modification in-
duces changes to the usual Lamb shift to the electrostatic
forces such as Coulombian, and Van der Waals interac-
tions. Comparing our results with the data from the
muonic hydrogen anomaly, we set lower bounds on the
nonlocality scales Mj .

In the intermediate energy range, we shown that the
nonlocality affects the running of the electromagnetic
coupling constant. Our results indicate that future ex-
periments on the Lamb shift, or Van der Waals forces
could open new ways in the study of non-local effects,
and could allow to impose effective limits on the non-
locality scale.
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