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A bstract

C orrections to hyper ne splitting and Lamb shift oforder 2 )° induced
by the diagram s w ith radiative photon insertions in the electron line are
calculated In the Fred-Yennie gauge. These contrlbutions are as large as

7725@3) %(Z )’=(n’)@m,=m)’m and 0%6711(7) *@Z )=( n’)Ep Prthe
Lamb shift and hyper ne splitting, respectively. P henom enological im plica—
tions of these results are discussed with special em phasis on the accuracy
of the theoretical predictions for the Lamb shift and experin ental determ i
nation of the Rydberg constant. New m ore precise value of the Rydbery

constant is obtained on the basis of the in proved theory and experin ental
data.



A steady and rapid progress In the goectroscopic m easurem ents in recent
years led to a dram atic Increase ofaccuracy in them easurem ents ofthe R yd—
berg constant fli, 2], ground state 1S Lamb shift in hydrogen and deuterium
B,3,4], classic2S 2P Lamb shift .n hydrogen [,§,%8], and ofthem uonium
hyper ne splitting in the ground state [, 10] (see Tablk 1).

These spectacular experin ental achievem ents constitute a serious chal
lenge to the theory and Intensive theoretical e orts are necessary to m atch
this experin ental accuracy.

T heoretical work on the high order corrections to hyper ne splitting
HFS) and Lamb shift concentrated recently on calculation of nonrecoil con—
trdoutions of order 2 (Z )°. Their m agnitude may run up to several kilo—
hertz orHF' S in the ground state ofm uonium , to ssveraltens ofkilohertz for
n = 2 Lamb shift in hydrogen and m ay be as large as hundreds of kilohertz
for the ground state Lamb shift n hydrogen. Contrbutions of such order
ofm agniude are clearly crucial for com parison of the current and pending
experin ental results w ith the theory.

Aswasshown In 1] orhyper ne splitting and in [I2] for the Lamb shift
there are six gauge invarant sets of diagram s (see Figl), which produce
corrections of order 2 (Z )°. Al these diagram s may be obtained from
the skelkton diagram , which contains two extemal photons attached to the
electron line, w ith the help ofdi erent radiative nsertions. A 1l contrbutions
Induced by the diagram s in Figsla le, containing closed electron loops,
were obtained recently in papers {11,'13, 14, 15] ©r the case of hyper ne
slitting and in papers [12, 16, 17, 1§, 19] for the case of the Lamb shift.
T hese theoretical resultsarenow m ly established since all these corrections
were calculated iIndependently by two di erent groups and the results ofthese
calculations are In excellent agreem ent.

W e report below on the resuls of our calculation of the contributions of
order 2@ )° to HFS and Lamb shift induced by the last gauge nvariant
set of diagram s In Figlf . This set includes nineteen topologically di erent
diagram s P(] presented .n Fig2. The sin plest way to describe these graphs
is to realize that they were obtained from the three graphs for the two-loop
electron selfenergy by nsertion oftwo extemalphotons in allpossible ways.
Really, graphs2a 2care obtained from the two-loop reduchble electron self-
energy diagram , graphs 2d 2k are the result ofallpossibl insertions oftwo
extermalphotons in the rainbow selfenergy diagram , and diagram s21 2s are
connected w ith the overlapping two-Jloop sslfenergy graph. W e have already



calculated contrbutions Induced by the diagram s In Figs2a 2h and Fig21
earlier P@, 21]. Results of the calculation of the contributions produced by
the ram alning diagram s In F ig2 are presented below .

Let us start w ith a brief description ofthe m ain features of our approach
to calculations. As was shown in 22] or HFS and in {12] for the Lamb
shift, contributions to the energy splittings are given by the m atrix elem ents
of the diagram s In Fig2 calculated between free electron spinors with all
extemal electron lines on the m ass shell, progcted on the respective spin
states and m ultiplied by the square at the origin ofthe Schrodinger< oulom b
wave function.

A ctual caloulation of the m atrix elem ents is in peded by the ultraviolt
and infrared divergences. Infrared problem s are as usualm ore di cukt to
dealw ith than the ultraviolkt ones. It is easy to realize that in the standard
Feynm an gauge alldiagram s in Fig2 are hfrared divergent and one has to
Introduce the radiative photon m ass to reqularize this divergence. Sure, the

nalresul forthe sum ofall contributions induced by the diagram s iIn Fig2
is nfrared nite and should adm it a sn ooth 1m it for the vanishing photon
m ass. However, num erical recipes used In calculations of the contributions
to the energy shiftsm ake it in possible to check analytically independence of
the results on the photon m ass and one has to rely on the extrapolation in
the infrared photon m ass. O £ course, such approach is still feasble, but we
have preferred to use the gauge Invariance of the sum of diagram s in Fig2
and to perform all calculations in the Fried-Yennie Y ) gauge @:3] for the
radiative photons. A Il diagram s are nfrared nite in this rem arkable gauge
and onem ay perfomm the on-m assshell renom alization w ithout introduction
of the nfrared photon mass (e, eg. P2]) avoiding thus the problm of
extrapolation to the vanishing photon m ass. O fcourse, nfrared nieness in
the F'Y gauge is not given for free, and one has to pay special attention to
the infrared behavior of the integrand functions and to perform cancellation
of spurious infrared divergences w ith the help of Integration by parts over
the Feynm an param eters prior to m om entum integration.

C alculation ofthe contribbutionsto the energy solittings startsw ith putting
down the universal infrared diverging skeleton integrals corresponding to the
electron lne w ith two extemal photons. Each contrbution oforder 2 (Z )°
arises from radiative insertions in the skeleton graph. C orrections to hyper-

ne splitting and Lam b shift, produced by the diagram s In Figs.l and 2 are
given by the expressions (see, eg. 2,12))
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where k is the m agniude of the three-dim ensional m om entum of the
extermalphotonsm easured In the electron m assunis,m, = m=Q1+m=M ) is
the reduced m ass of the electron-muon (or electron-proton) system and Er
is the Fem ienergy ofhyper ne splitting. The functions L (k) are connected
w ith the num erator structure and spin pro ection ofeach particular graph and
describe radiative corrections to the skeleton diagram . T hey are nom alized
on the skeleton num erator contrbutions.

Tt should be m entioned that som e of the diagram s under consideration
also contain contrbutions of the previous order n Z . Physical nature of
these contributions is especially transparent In the case of HF'S. T hey corre—
soond to anom alous m agnetic m om ent, their true order in 2  is lower than
their apparent order and they should be subtracted from the electron factor
prior to calculation of the contributions to HEF'S. Analogous situation holds
also in the case ofthe Lamb shift. The only di erence is that this tim e not
only the Pauli form factor but also the slope of the D irac formm factor of the
electron is capable to produce low er order contrioution to the splitting of the
energy levels (see, e. g. [12], [6] and [I7]). Technically cases of lower order
contributions both to HF S and to the Lamb shift are quite sim ilbr. Lower
order temm s are produced by the constant tem s in the low -frequency asym p—
totic expansion of the elctron factor in the case of the hyper ne splitting
and by the tem s proportional to the exchanged m om entum squared in the
Jow -frequency asym ptotic expansion of the electron factor in the case of the
Lamb shift.

T hese Iower order contributions are connected w ith Integration over ex—
temalphoton m om enta of characteristic atom icorderm Z and the approxi-
m ation based on the skeleton integrals in eq.{l) and eq.@) is unadequate for
their calculation . In the skelkton Integral approach these previous order con-—
tributions em erge as the infrared divergences induced by the low —frequency
tem s In the electron factors. W e subtract kading low —-frequency temm s in the



Jow -frequency asym ptotic expansions of the electron factors, when necessary,
and thus get rid of the previous order contributions.

The resuls of our calculations of the contrbutions to HFS and Lamb
produced by di erent diagram s in the FY gauge are presented In Tablk 2 1.
For the total correction of order ?(Z )° to the HFS and the Lamb shift
produced by alldiagram s In Fig2 we obtain
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W hile this work was in progress two other papers were published where
the contributions of the diagram s in Fig2 to HFS [15] and the Lamb shift
P4]were caloulated. T he authors of these works used a com pktely di erent
approach to calculations, in particular, they worked In the Feynm an gauge
and, hence, all contributions of individual diagram s in these works are In—
frared divergent. The numbers cited in [I5, 24] are obtained w ith the help
of extrapolation of the presum ably nfrared nite sum of all contributions in
Fig2 to the vanishing nfrared photon m ass. D espite the great di erences in
the approaches used In the present work and in 15, 24] num erical factors in
eq.3) and eq.¥) are compatblewith 063@) n [§landwih 7:61(16) in
P4], respectively. O ur num bers are about two orders ofm agnitude m ore pre—
cise and further in provem ent of accuracy m ay be achieved. The reason for
this ncreased accuracy is the use ofthe FY gauge, where one can avoid the
extrapolation In the photon m ass. T he price we had paid for this advantage
is the m ore tiresom e analytic work needed to cancel all would be infrared
divergences before integration.
N um erically the correction tom uoniim HF S in the ground state produced
by the diagram s In Fig2 isequalto

E L= 0:3701 (4) kHz: 5)

and the total contrbution of order 2 (Z )Ey isgiven by

1D etailed account of our calculations w ill be presented in a separate publication.



E o = 0:4264 (4) kH z: ©)

Taking into acoount other theoretical contributionsto HF S and especially

som e sm all contributions cbtained recently (see, eg., review s n [15,25]) and

using for calculation the value of the ne structure constant as obtained in

P6]onem ay obtain the theoretical value orthem uonim HF S in the ground
state

E grs = 4463 302:55 (0:18) (0:18) (1:33) kHz; (7)

where the rst error in parenthesis re ects the uncertainty of the ne
structure constant itself and the second is lnduced by the uncertainty ofthe
contrbution oforder (Z )?Er . The third, and by far the Jargest contribu—
tion to the error In the theoreticalvalue of HF' S isde ned by the experin ental
error in m easuring electron-muon m ass ratiom =M .

T he agream ent between theory and experim ent is excellent. W e w ill not
dwellon the HF'S problm any m ore here since the phenom enological situa—
tion and the In uence ofthe result n eqg. (_3) on the value ofthe electron-m uon
m ass ratio and the ne structure constant was discussed In great detail re—
cently [, 25].

The case of Lam b shift deservesm ore com m ents. N um erically the correc—
tions to the 1S and 2S Lamb shifts produced by the diagram s In Fig2 are
equalto

E " @s)= 334:2 (1) kHz; @®)
E " @S)= 41:78 @) kHz;

while respective total contrbutions of order ? (Z )°m are given by

E I(,la 1f)

(la 1f)
E L

@s)= 29:9 (1) kHz; ©)
@s)= 37:12 (2) kHz:

Let us discuss the sign and the scale of the correction in eq.@) . The sign
m ay be determ ined by considering the electron factor, as de ned in eq.@).
T he low —frequency asym ptotic behavior of the electron factor is described by
the expresssion (see, eg., [171))



1
Lk) ( 2F20) 5F2<0))k2= 0:7046225 k*; (10)

where F; (k?) and F, (k?) are the two—loop contributions to the ordinary
D irac and Pauli form factors ofthe electron (contribution ofthe graphsw ith
vacuum polarization insertions in the photon Ine is om itted in eq.Q0)), re-
sectively. W e use i eq.{10) the weltknown values for the slope of the D irac
form factor and of the Pauli form factor at zero R9,30]. A s was explained
above one has to subtract from the electron factor this leading low -frequency
tem which produces contribution to the Lamb shift of previous order in 2

It iswellknown from the general principles that the unsubtracted elec-
tron factor has at m ost logarithm ic behavior at In nity. Hence, the high
m om entum behavior of the subtracted electron factor is com plktely de ned
by the subtraction termm i eq.fl(). Then it is clear from eq.@), where the
subtracted electron factor plays the role of the integrand, that the contri-
bution to the Lamb shift lnduced by the graphs In Fig2 has the negative
sign. Onem ay even m ake an estin ate of this contrbution from the known
asym ptotic behavior of the integrand but we choose a less technical path In
discussion of the m agnitude of this contribution.

tmay seem at rst sight that the m agnitude of the corrections induced
by the diagram s in Figl1f as presented in eq.{§) are too large. W e would
like to em phasize that, quite opposite, this correction has exactly the scale
one had to envisage before caloulations. Let us discuss this point in slightly
m ore detail. It is helpfiilto recollect that them ain contridution to the Lamb
shift is a radiative correction itself and so it is m iskading to nom alize all
contrbutions to the Lamb shift with the help of this leading order contri-
bution. In this respect the case of the Lamb shift di ers drastically from
the case of HF'S, where the lading Fem i contribution is not the radiative
correction but the classic e ect of the Interaction of two m agnetic m om ents
and sets the natural scale for all radiative corrections. M ain contribution
to the Lamb shift hasthe om 4m @ )*=n® slpe ofthe D irac om factor,
where the slope is roughly speaking = (1=3) (& ¥. The skelkton
factor which sets the scale for the di erent contributions to the Lamb shift
is4m (Z )“*=n°® and tom ake an estin ate of any correction to the Lamb shift
one has to extract this skeleton factor. A 1l other entries in the leading or-
der contribution to the Lamb shift are produced by the radiative correction,
and it is necessary to take into account that the num ber which should be of



order one, as predicts the comm on wisdom for radiative corrections, is the
factor 1=3 before the logarithm which ram ains after extraction of the factor

= , characteristic for the one-loop radiative corrections. T he other subtlety
to be taken Into acoount In estin ating the orders of m agnitude of di erent
corrections is that, unlke the case of radiative corrections to the scattering
am plitudes, in the bound state problem not every factor is accom panied
by an extra factor 1In the denom inator. This isa wellknown feature ofthe
Coulomb problam .

Let us consider as an exercise In the art ofm aking educated estim ates the
correction of order (Z )°m caloulated analytically long tine ago P77, 281.
A ccording to the considerations above the scale of this correction should be
set by the factor 4 Z )°=n®m and the only problm of the theory is to
calculate the num ber of order one before this factor. A nalytic calculation
1, 28] produces this factor .n the form 1+ 11=128 1=2log2 0:739 I
excellent agreem ent w ith our qualitative considerations. Now it is easy to
realize that the naturalscale for the correction oforder 2@ )° is set by the
factor 4 %@ )°=( n®)m . The coe cient before this factor obtained above
and in P4]isabout 1:9 and there is nothing unusual in its m agnitude for
a num erical factor corresponding to a radiative correction.

Consider now current status of the Lamb shift theory. Theoretical pre—
dictions presented below are obtained wih the help of the expressions for
the Lamb shift contrbutions as collected in the reviews [31, 32], am ended,
besides corrections obtained above and in R4], w ith som e other recent resuls
presented in the Table 3. Note that the correction of order 2@ )° in this
Tabl is again of reasonable m agnitude since its scale is set by the factor
4 2@Z )°=(°n’)m asonemay easily check with the help of the argum ents
used above In the discussion of the contrbution of order 2@ )°. On the
badkground of this factor num erical factor 2=27 before the logarithm cube is
quite m oderate.

Last line In Tabl 3 contains a new recoil correction corresoonding to the
Insertions in the Coulomb photon of the muon or hadron vacuum polariza—
tion operators?. . Respective contrbution for the m uon insertion contains an
evident extra electron-muon m ass ratio squared suppression factor relative
to the leading vacuum polarization contribution. W e estin ated hadron con-

2K . Pachucki and S. K arshenboin are also considering these contrioutions (orivate
com m unication from S.K arhenboim ).



trbution approxin ating the spectral fiinction below 1 G &V according to the
vector dom Inance m odel and above 1 G&V we simply used the asym ptotic
quark value for the spectral fanctiony) .

W e use In calculation of the theoretical values for the Lamb shift new
values for the selfenergy contributions to the coe cient C ¢ for the 1S-
and 2S-states [37], and to the function G sy for the 2P ,_,-state 3] and for
the 4S;_,-state 38]. W e also use new valies B8] Gyp (1S12,) = 06187,
Gvp @S1—3) = 08089, Gyp CP1—;) = 00640 and Gyp (4S1—2) = 08066
forthe U ehling part ofthe vacuum polarization contribution. T hese num bers
arethe sum ofcontributionsoforder (Z )° and ofadditionalterm sofhigher
order in Z

From the theoretical point of view the accuracy of calculations is 1im ited
by the m agnitude of the yet uncalculated contrbutions to the Lamb shift.
F irst, there are pure recoil contributions of order (Z ) m =M )m which m ay
beaslargeas13 kH z forthe 1S stateand 0:16 kH z forthe 2S state. Asfaras
we know , such tem s were never discussed in the literature B1]. I is clain ed
in 39]that there are no such contrbutions besides recoil corrections obtained
in [34], but, unfortunately, no proof of this statem ent waspublished. W e w ill
accspt that such ocorrections are absent, especially taking into acoount that
according to the estin ates above they are in any case too sn allto in uence
really the com parison of the theory w ith the experin ental results.

Unknown correction oforder 3z )* is lnduced by the three-loop slope
of the D irac fomm factor of the electron and by the threedoop electron vac—
uum polarzation. Natural scal for this correction is set by the factor
4 3@z )*=(°n’)m and we envisage the contributions about 17 kH z for the
1S -state and 2 kH z for the 2S5 state.

N ext com e uncalculated corrections of order 2 (Z )°. Contrbution of
this order is a polynomialin n (Z ) 2, starting with log cube. The factor
before Iog cube was caloulated in 3] and the contrbution ofthe log squared
tem sto thedi erence E 4, (IS) 8E; (2S) was obtained In [1]. However, the
calculation of respective contributions to the ssparate energy levels is still
m issing. In this conditions it is fair to take the log squared contribution to the
IntervalEy (1S) 8E (2S) asan estin ate ofthe scale of all yet uncalculated
corrections of this order. W e thus assum e that uncertainties induced by the
yet uncalculated contributions oforder 2 (Z )° constitute 15kH z and 2 kH z

3T he derivation of this result w ill be published elsew here.



for the 1S—and 2S —states, respectively.

T he scale of the selfenergy correction oforder (Z ) 7 isst by the factor
4 (z )’=n3. This contrbution is a linear polynomialin h@ ) %. W e are
aw are about two recent attem pts to m ake an estinm ate of this contribution
d, 7], but, unortunately, its nalm agnitude seem s to be still unavailable’.
Relying on the scale factor above and the estin ates .n 40, 7] we assum e that
the corrections oforder (Z )’ are as large as17 kHz and 2 kH z to the 15—
and 2S -states, regoectively.

A 11 other theoretical contrbutions to the Lamb shift are an aller than
those just discussed. Hence, we assum e that the theoretical uncertainty of
the expression for the Lamb shift is about 28 kH z for the 1S -state and about
4 kH z for the 2S5 —state.

T he other 1im it on the accuracy ofthe theoretical calculation ofthe Lamb
shift is put by the accuracy of the m easurem ents of the proton m s charge
radiis. As iswell known there are two contradictory experim ental results
for this radius @1}, 42] and at Jeast one of these experin ental resuls should
be ;n error. The accuracy of the proton m s charge radius clain ed by the
authors of §1;,42] produces uncertainty about 32 kH z for the 1S -state and
about 4 kH z for the 2S -state.

Let us com pare theoretical and experin ental data for the classic 2S5,
2P 1, Lamb shift. Them ost precise experin entaldata aswellasthe resultsof
our theoretical caloulations are presented in Table 4. T heoretical results for
the energy shifts in Tablk 4 contain errors in the parenthesis where the rst
error is detem ined by the yet uncalculated contributions to the Lamb shift,
discussed above, and the second re ects the experin ental uncertainty in the
m easuram ent of the proton m s charge radiis. W e have used experin ental
resul [6] taking Into acoount recent theoretical correction discovered in B].
N ote, however, that this correction does not e ect any of our conclusions.
T here are two iIn m ediate conclusions ofthe data in Tablk 4. F irst, asalready
mentioned in 4], the resuls of the proton m s radius m easurem ent in f1]
should be In error since regpective value ofthe proton charge radius is clearly
inoonsistent w ith allresults ofthe Lam b shift m easurem ents. Second, we have
to refect eitherthe result ofthem ost precisem easurem ent ofthe 2S,_, 2P,
solitting, orthe experim entalvalue ofthe proton charge radiisasm easured in

4P .M ohr is now working on the extraction of this correction from his respective high
Z resuls (P rivate com m unication from P .M ohr).



¥2] since the Lamb shift value .n ] contradicts theoretical value calculated
em ploying the m s radius .n K2] by more than ve standard deviations.
R esults of two otherm easurem ents of the classic Lam b shift are com patible
w ith the theory, so we w illbelow accept the value ofthe proton charge radius
asobtained in @2]. W e w ill retum to the num bers in three Jast lines .n Table
4 below .

W e do not Include theoretical predictions for the deuteriim Lamb shift in
Tablk 4, since, taking Into acoount current discrepancies in detem nation of
the deuteron charge radius and solid status ofthe Lam b shift theory, it seem s
preferable to use the deuteron Lamb shift data for extracting the value of
this charge radius rather than for com parison of the Lamb shift theory and
experin ent.

Next we tum to the discussion of the 1S Lamb shift. Unfortunately, its
extraction from the experim ental data is less straightforward. The experi-
m entalists m anaged to ssparate m easurem ent ofthe 1S Lamb shift from the
m easuram ent of the R ydberg constant by com paring the frequencies of two
transitionsw ith di erent m ain quantum num bers and excluding the large lev—
els separation depending on the Rydberg constant. In this m anner certain
com binations of 15, 25 and of higher levels Lam b shifts are experin entally
obtained. It is pretty easy to com pare these experim entaldata in I, 2,3, 4]
w ith the theory above and after trivial calculations we have found an excel-
lent agream ent between the theory and experim ent. W e w ill not put down
these results here.

U nbiased extraction of the 1S Lamb shift from the experin ental data is
still a problem . Tt is In possble to avoid using to this end the experin ental
valie of the 25 Lamb shift, and the em erging value of the 1S Lamb shift
dependsthuson the experim entalresul forthe2S,., 2P, splitting. H igher
kvels Lamb shifts, which also enter the problm may be safely calculated
w ith su cient accuracy. T he standard approach accspted by allexperin ental
groups consists In adopting one orthe other2S,., 2P, experin entalresul
and extracting thus the value ofthe 1S Lamb shift. A llvalues in Tabl 1 for
the 1S Lamb shift are obtained in thism annerw ith the help of experin ental
values in [§] or in Q] or the classic Lamb shift. These values should be
com pared w ith our theoretical prediction

E . @AS)= 8172729 (28) (32) kH z; 11)
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where again the rst error isdetermm ined by the yet uncalculated contribu—
tions to the Lamb shift and the second re ects the experin ental uncertainty
In the m easuram ent of the proton m s charge radius.

T he results of all experin ents m entioned in Tabl 1 are pretty consistent
and their agreem ent w ith the theoretical value in eq.{11) is satisfactory but
not spectacular. It isnecessary to recollect at thispoint that the "experin en—
talvalues" in the Table depend on the experin entalvalue ofthe 25, 2P,
Lamb shift adopted in their extraction and the change ofthe 1S Lamb shift
value under transition from one experim ental 2S,-, 2P, Lamb shift value
to another m ay be signi cant.

It would be helpfulto nd a way to extract the value of the 1S Lamb
shift from the experim ental data unam biguously w ithout reference to the
281-, 2P, experim ental results, which, whilk being com patibble w ith the
theory, seem to be som ew hat larger than the theoretical prediction. A nat-
uralway to reach this goal is to use the theoretical relation between the 1S
and 2S5 Lamb shifts. A good deal of theoretical contributions to the Lamb
shift scale asn® and, henoe, vanish in the di erence 8E; 2S) E; (1S). In
particular, allm ain sources of the theoretical uncertainty, nam ely, proton
charge radius contribution and alm ost all yet uncalculated corrections to the
Lamb shift m entioned above vanish. Signi cant contribution to this di er-
encem ay be produced only by the term oftheform 2@ )®*h (@ ) ?,which
was calculated recently [1]. Thistemm produces correction about 14 kH z and
the accuracy of the di erence under consideration is determm ined by the yet
uncalculated single log contrbution of the sam e order. Such tem would
not change the log squared term by m ore than fiy percent and, hence, the
uncertainty of the di erence under consideration is about 7 kH z. Hence, we
obtain the relation

8E. 2S) E.L(1S)= ; 12)

where = 187234 (7) kH z.
Now onem ay obtain selfconsistent values for the 1S Lamb shift directly
from the experin ental data in Refs.[3, 4, 2] w ith the help of the relations

8 32
E, (dS)= 3 F1s 2s 4F2s 4s,.,) ?EL (4S.-;) + ; (13)
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Num erical resuls are presented In Tabl 5. T hese resuls have som ew hat
larger errors than the resgpective results n Tabl 1, however, they do not
depend on the experim ental value of the 25,., 2P;_, Lamb shift and on
the value of the proton charge radius. The accuracy of the selfconsistent
numbers in Tabl 5 ism ainly determ Ined by the accuracy of the frequency
measurem ents in 3, 2, 4]. Factor 4-5 reduction of the experin ental errors
would lead to a sslfconsistent determ nation ofthe 1S Lamb shift w ith the
sam e accuracy as for the values cited n Tablk 1. One may even nvert
the usual approach to the 2S5, 2P;-, and 1S Lamb shift values and ex-—
tract values of the 2S2P Lamb shift from the respective selfconsistent 1S
values (see three last llnes n Tabl 4). These values of the 25,-, 2P
Lamb shift are consistent w ith the results of the direct m easurem ents of the
251, 2P, Lamb shift but have som ewhat larger error bars. However,
selfconsisitent values of the 2S5, 2P, Lamb shift would becom e quite
com petitive w ith the results of the direct m easurem ents after the 4-5 tin es
reduction of the current experim ental errors in the frequency m easurem ents
would be achieved.

R eduction of the errors of the values of the 1S and 2S,., 2P;-, Lamb
shifts opens new ways to a m ore precise determm ination of the R ydberg con—
stant. W e would like to m ention two new directions in the determ nation of
the R ydberg constant value besides the one adopted now (see, eg., I, 2]).
F irst, one can use the selfoonsistent value of the 1S Lamb shift and respec—
tive 251, 2P, Lamb shift to get the value ofthe R ydberg constant. Today
such approach lads to a Joss of accuracy in com parison w ith the current ex—
perin ental value of the R ydberg constant (see Tabl 6, where the rst error
in the s=lfconsistent values of the R ydberg constant is determm ined by the ac—
curacy of the s=elfconsistent Lamb shift values and the second is determ ined
by the accuracy of the frequency m easurem ent), but greater accuracy m ay
be achieved In future. Im portant advantage of such approach is that the
value cbtained In this way is lndependent of the direct experim ental resuls
on 2Si-, 2P, Lamb shift and of the value of the proton charge radius.
Second new approach is sim ply to reect the experin entaldata on the Lamb
shifts and to use for the determ nation of the R ydberg constant directly the
data on the frequencies of transitions between the levels w ith di erent m ain
quantum num bers. Such approach becom es feasble now since the accuracy
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of the theoretical expression for such transitions is de ned by the theoretical
error of the expression for the 1S (or 25) Lamb shift which is about 28 kH z
(and is even an aller for the 2S Lamb shiff) as discussed above and is thus
an aller than the experin ental error of the frequency determm ination. R egpec—
tive values of the R ydberg constant are again presented In Tabk 6, whhere the
rst error is detem ined by the accuracy of the theoretical expression, the
seoond is de ned by the experim ental ervor of the frequency m easurem ent,
and the third one is determm ined by the experim ental error in the determ ina-—
tion ofthe proton charge radius. T he values of the R ydberg constant in two
last Ines in Tabk 6 derived from independent experin ental data [, 1] are
pretty consistent. These values are m ore accurate than the ones obtained
by otherm ethods and are the m ost precise contem porary values of this con-
stant. Natural drawbadck of this approach is, of course, the dependence of
the obtained value of the R ydberg constant on the proton charge radiis.

In conclusion we would lke to em phasize that the high accuracy of the
Lamb shift theory opens new perspectives in determ ination of the R ydbery
constant and ofthe Lamb shift In the 1S—and 2S -states. Four directions of
experin ental nvestigations, nam ely, m ore precise m easurem ent of the tran—
sitions between levels with di erent m ain quantum num bers, m ore precise
m easuram ent of the 1S and 2S5 Lamb shifts, and direct m easurem ent of the
proton charge radiis seem especially prom ising. It is very In portant that all
these experim ents are m utually com plem entary, since they m ay lead to the
values ofthe R ydberg constant of com parabl accuracy based on the di erent
kinds of experim ental data. On the theoretical side calculation of the still
unknow n corrections to the energy levels discussed above w ith the goal of
reduction of the theoretical ervor in determ ination of the 1S Lamb <hift to
the kevel of 1 kH z (and, respectively, of the 2S5 Lamb shift to several tenth
ofkH z) seem s to be both quite perspective and feasible.

W e are desply gratefiilto S.G .K arshenboin who took part at the Iniial
stage of this projct as descrdbed in 0, 21]. M . E . is deeply gratefulto H.
G rotch for fruitfiill collaboration on the other corrections oforder % (Z )° to
the Lam b shift and for num erous helpfiil discussions. W e are Indebted to P.
M ohr for helpfiil com m unications on the vacuum polarization contributions
to the Lamb shift and for providing us his new resuls prior to publication.
W e highly appreciate usefiil com m unications wih M . Boshier on the pre-
lim inary resuls of the new measurement of the 1S Lamb shift Z]. M .E.
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Tablk 1. Experin ental Resuls

Interval E (Hz)
Hydrogen, 1S:-, ] 8 172 860 (60)
Hydrogen, 1S:-, ] 8 172 815 (70)
Hydrogen, 1S;-, {] 8 172 844 (55)
Hydrogen, 251, 2P, ] 1057 845 (9)
Hydrogen, 2S,-, 2P, [§,7]| 1057 857%6 (2:)
Hydrogen, 2S;, 2P;_, [] 1057 839 (12)

M uonium , HF'S [] 4 463 302:88 (16)
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Tabl 2. Corrections to HE'S

and Lamb shift

HFS Lamb shift
2&>EF Zﬁfsﬁfpm
a 9=4 0
b 6:65997 (1) 29551 (1)
c 393208 (1) 22231(1)
d 3:903368(79) | 5238023 (56)
e 4566710 (24) | 5056278 (81)
£ 3:404163(22) | 1:016145(1)
g 21684706 (26) |  0:1460233 (52)
h 33-16 153=80
i 0:05524 (21) 551680 (87)
j 7:14860 (39) 7:76648 (19)
k 1:465834(20) | 1:959589(33)
1 1:983298 (95) 1:74815 (38)
m 316956 (16) 187541 (49)
n 359566 (14) 130626 (49)
o 1:80491 (45) 120641 (16)
P 350608 (16) 6:13527 (90)
q 0:80380 (15) 752272 (83)
r 1:05298 (18) 143622 (15)
s 0277203 (27) | 0:930291(78)
| Total| 06711 (7) | 74725 @) |
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Tablk 3.

Som e New Contributions to the Lamb Shift

Level E

ns., B3] 5 C) Bp 2@ m

nS;-, 341 @n2 5H)&rn

nsiL 8l & ) @)

nP; BEl | flGnt i metas  Memtoms
a12)](Zn3)6 n lo-;;)zs 2(22113)6g§_m 4

nSi- s G+ Vlfv;imzé. MEENerad iy

Tabk 4.2S;, 2P;, Lamb Shift

Source of the value

E (kHz)

E xperim ental resul ]

1 057 845 (9)

E xperin ental result 6, 7]

1057 857:6 21)

E xperin ental result §]

1 057 839 (12)

Theory, r, = 0805 (11) fn

1057 810 (4) @)

Theory, r, = 0862 (12) fm

N1

1057 829 (4) @)

Selfconsistent 1S 3]

1057 854 (16)

Selfconsistent 1S 2, 1]

1057 835 (15)

Selfconsistent 1S 4]

1057 847 (13)

Tabl 5. Self€ onsistent 1S Lamb shift values

Source ofthevalue | E (kHz)

Ref. f_j] 8 172 915 (129)
Ref. E] 8 172 763 (117)
Ref. EI] 8 172 858 (107)

T heory, this work 8 172 729 (28) (32)
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Tablk 6. Rydberg C onstant

Source ofthe value | R; (@n 1)

E xperin ent [I] 109 737:315 684 1 (42)

E xperim ent EZ] 109 737:315 683 4 (24)
Selfconsistent EJ,',Q] 109 737:315 686 8 (58) (20)
Selfconsistent [2,@:] 109 737:315 681 1 (52) (14)

T heory and g:] 109 737:315 679 7 (12 ) (20) @14)
T heory and Fg] 109 737:315 680 2 (05) (@14) (0o)
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F igure C aptions

Fig. 1. Six gauge invarant sets of graphs producing corrections of order
2 5
z ).

Fig. 2. Nineteen topologically di erent diagram s wih two radiative
photon insertions in the electron line.
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