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A bstract

Correctionsto hyper�ne splitting and Lam b shiftoforder�2(Z�)5 induced

by the diagram s with radiative photon insertions in the electron line are

calculated in the Fried-Yennie gauge. These contributions are as large as

�7:725(3)�2(Z�)5=(�n3)(m r=m )
3m and �0:6711(7)�2(Z�)=(�n3)E F forthe

Lam b shiftand hyper�ne splitting,respectively. Phenom enologicalim plica-

tions ofthese results are discussed with specialem phasis on the accuracy

ofthe theoreticalpredictionsforthe Lam b shiftand experim entaldeterm i-

nation ofthe Rydberg constant. New m ore precise value ofthe Rydberg

constantisobtained on the basisofthe im proved theory and experim ental

data.



A steady and rapid progressin thespectroscopicm easurem entsin recent

yearsled toadram aticincreaseofaccuracy in them easurem entsoftheRyd-

berg constant[1,2],ground state1S Lam b shiftin hydrogen and deuterium

[2,3,4],classic2S� 2P Lam b shiftin hydrogen [5,6,8],and ofthem uonium

hyper�nesplitting in theground state[9,10](seeTable1).

These spectacular experim entalachievem ents constitute a serious chal-

lenge to the theory and intensive theoreticale�ortsare necessary to m atch

thisexperim entalaccuracy.

Theoretical work on the high order corrections to hyper�ne splitting

(HFS)and Lam b shiftconcentrated recently on calculation ofnonrecoilcon-

tributions oforder�2(Z�)5. Their m agnitude m ay run up to severalkilo-

hertzforHFS in theground stateofm uonium ,toseveraltensofkilohertzfor

n = 2 Lam b shiftin hydrogen and m ay beaslargeashundredsofkilohertz

for the ground state Lam b shift in hydrogen. Contributions ofsuch order

ofm agnitude are clearly crucialforcom parison ofthe currentand pending

experim entalresultswith thetheory.

Aswasshown in [11]forhyper�nesplitting and in [12]fortheLam b shift

there are six gauge invariant sets ofdiagram s (see Fig.1),which produce

corrections oforder �2(Z�)5. Allthese diagram s m ay be obtained from

the skeleton diagram ,which containstwo externalphotonsattached to the

electron line,with thehelp ofdi�erentradiativeinsertions.Allcontributions

induced by the diagram s in Figs.1a � 1e,containing closed electron loops,

were obtained recently in papers [11,13,14,15]for the case ofhyper�ne

splitting and in papers [12,16,17,18,19]for the case ofthe Lam b shift.

Thesetheoreticalresultsarenow �rm ly established sinceallthesecorrections

werecalculated independently bytwodi�erentgroupsand theresultsofthese

calculationsarein excellentagreem ent.

W ereportbelow on theresultsofourcalculation ofthecontributionsof

order�2(Z�)5 to HFS and Lam b shiftinduced by the lastgauge invariant

setofdiagram sin Fig.1f.Thissetincludesnineteen topologically di�erent

diagram s[20]presented in Fig.2.Thesim plestway to describethesegraphs

isto realizethatthey were obtained from thethree graphsforthetwo-loop

electron self-energy by insertion oftwo externalphotonsin allpossibleways.

Really,graphs2a� 2careobtained from thetwo-loop reducibleelectron self-

energy diagram ,graphs2d� 2k aretheresultofallpossibleinsertionsoftwo

externalphotonsin therainbow self-energydiagram ,and diagram s2l� 2sare

connected with theoverlapping two-loop self-energy graph.W ehavealready
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calculated contributionsinduced by thediagram sin Figs.2a� 2h and Fig.2l

earlier[20,21]. Resultsofthe calculation ofthe contributionsproduced by

therem aining diagram sin Fig.2 arepresented below.

Letusstartwith a briefdescription ofthem ain featuresofourapproach

to calculations. As was shown in [22]for HFS and in [12]for the Lam b

shift,contributionsto theenergy splittingsaregiven by them atrix elem ents

ofthe diagram s in Fig.2 calculated between free electron spinors with all

externalelectron lines on the m ass shell,projected on the respective spin

statesand m ultiplied by thesquareattheorigin oftheSchr�odinger-Coulom b

wavefunction.

Actualcalculation ofthe m atrix elem ents isim peded by the ultraviolet

and infrared divergences. Infrared problem s are as usualm ore di�cult to

dealwith than theultravioletones.Itiseasy to realizethatin thestandard

Feynm an gauge alldiagram sin Fig.2 are infrared divergentand one hasto

introducetheradiativephoton m assto regularizethisdivergence.Sure,the

�nalresultforthesum ofallcontributionsinduced by thediagram sin Fig.2

isinfrared �nite and should adm ita sm ooth lim itforthe vanishing photon

m ass. However,num ericalrecipes used in calculationsofthe contributions

to theenergy shiftsm akeitim possibleto check analytically independenceof

the resultson the photon m assand one hasto rely on the extrapolation in

the infrared photon m ass. Ofcourse,such approach isstillfeasible,butwe

have preferred to use the gauge invariance ofthe sum ofdiagram sin Fig.2

and to perform allcalculationsin the Fried-Yennie (FY)gauge [23]forthe

radiative photons.Alldiagram sareinfrared �nite in thisrem arkable gauge

and onem ayperform theon-m ass-shellrenorm alization withoutintroduction

ofthe infrared photon m ass (see,e.g.,[22]) avoiding thus the problem of

extrapolation to thevanishing photon m ass.Ofcourse,infrared �nitenessin

the FY gauge isnotgiven forfree,and one hasto pay specialattention to

theinfrared behavioroftheintegrand functionsand to perform cancellation

ofspurious infrared divergences with the help ofintegration by parts over

theFeynm an param eterspriorto m om entum integration.

Calculationofthecontributionstotheenergysplittingsstartswithputting

down theuniversalinfrared diverging skeleton integralscorresponding tothe

electron linewith two externalphotons.Each contribution oforder�2(Z�)5

arisesfrom radiativeinsertionsin theskeleton graph.Correctionsto hyper-

�nesplitting and Lam b shift,produced by thediagram sin Figs.1 and 2 are

given by theexpressions(see,e.g.[22,12])
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�E H F S = 8
Z�

�n3
(
�

�
)2 E F

Z
1

0

dk

k2
LH F S(k); (1)

and

�E L = �16
(Z�)5

�n3

�
�

�

�2 �
m r

m

�3

m

Z
1

0

dk

k4
LL(k); (2)

where k is the m agnitude of the three-dim ensionalm om entum ofthe

externalphotonsm easured in theelectron m assunits,m r = m =(1+ m =M )is

the reduced m assofthe electron-m uon (orelectron-proton)system and E F

istheFerm ienergy ofhyper�nesplitting.ThefunctionsL(k)areconnected

withthenum eratorstructureandspinprojectionofeachparticulargraphand

describeradiativecorrectionsto theskeleton diagram .They arenorm alized

on theskeleton num eratorcontributions.

It should be m entioned that som e ofthe diagram s under consideration

also contain contributions ofthe previous order in Z�. Physicalnature of

thesecontributionsisespecially transparentin thecaseofHFS.They corre-

spond to anom alousm agneticm om ent,theirtrueorderin Z� islowerthan

theirapparentorderand they should besubtracted from theelectron factor

priorto calculation ofthe contributionsto HFS.Analogoussituation holds

also in thecase ofthe Lam b shift.The only di�erence isthatthistim e not

only the Pauliform factorbutalso the slope ofthe Dirac form factorofthe

electron iscapabletoproducelowerordercontribution tothesplitting ofthe

energy levels(see,e.g.[12],[16]and [17]).Technically casesoflowerorder

contributionsboth to HFS and to the Lam b shiftare quite sim ilar. Lower

orderterm sareproduced by theconstantterm sin thelow-frequency asym p-

totic expansion ofthe electron factorin the case ofthe hyper�ne splitting

and by the term sproportionalto the exchanged m om entum squared in the

low-frequency asym ptoticexpansion oftheelectron factorin thecaseofthe

Lam b shift.

These lowerordercontributionsare connected with integration overex-

ternalphoton m om enta ofcharacteristicatom icorderm Z� and theapproxi-

m ation based on theskeleton integralsin eq.(1)and eq.(2)isunadequatefor

theircalculation.In theskeleton integralapproach thesepreviousordercon-

tributionsem erge asthe infrared divergences induced by the low-frequency

term sin theelectron factors.W esubtractleadinglow-frequency term sin the
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low-frequency asym ptoticexpansionsoftheelectron factors,when necessary,

and thusgetrid ofthepreviousordercontributions.

The results ofour calculations ofthe contributions to HFS and Lam b

produced by di�erentdiagram sin theFY gaugearepresented in Table 2 1.

For the totalcorrection oforder �2(Z�)5 to the HFS and the Lam b shift

produced by alldiagram sin Fig.2 weobtain

�E
(1f)

H F S = �0:6711 (7)
�2(Z�)

�n3
E F ; (3)

and

�E
(1f)

L = �7:725 (3)
�2(Z�)5

�n3
(
m r

m
)3 m : (4)

W hile thiswork wasin progresstwo otherpaperswere published where

the contributions ofthe diagram sin Fig.2 to HFS [15]and the Lam b shift

[24]werecalculated.Theauthorsoftheseworksused a com pletely di�erent

approach to calculations,in particular,they worked in the Feynm an gauge

and,hence,allcontributions ofindividualdiagram s in these works are in-

frared divergent. The num bers cited in [15,24]are obtained with the help

ofextrapolation ofthepresum ably infrared �nitesum ofallcontributionsin

Fig.2 to thevanishing infrared photon m ass.Despitethegreatdi�erencesin

theapproachesused in thepresentwork and in [15,24]num ericalfactorsin

eq.(3)and eq.(4)arecom patiblewith �0:63(4)in [15]and with �7:61(16)in

[24],respectively.Ournum bersareabouttwoordersofm agnitudem orepre-

cise and furtherim provem entofaccuracy m ay be achieved. The reason for

thisincreased accuracy istheuseoftheFY gauge,whereonecan avoid the

extrapolation in thephoton m ass.Thepricewehad paid forthisadvantage

is the m ore tiresom e analytic work needed to cancelallwould be infrared

divergencesbeforeintegration.

Num ericallythecorrection tom uonium HFSinthegroundstateproduced

by thediagram sin Fig.2 isequalto

�E
(1f)

H F S = �0:3701 (4)kHz: (5)

and thetotalcontribution oforder�2(Z�)E F isgiven by

1Detailed accountofourcalculationswillbe presented in a separatepublication.
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�E
(1a� 1f)

H F S = 0:4264 (4)kHz: (6)

TakingintoaccountothertheoreticalcontributionstoHFS and especially

som esm allcontributionsobtained recently (see,e.g.,reviewsin [15,25])and

using forcalculation the value ofthe �ne structure constantasobtained in

[26]onem ayobtain thetheoreticalvalueforthem uonium HFS in theground

state

�E H F S = 4 463 302:55 (0:18)(0:18)(1:33)kHz; (7)

where the �rst error in parenthesis re
ects the uncertainty ofthe �ne

structureconstantitselfand thesecond isinduced by theuncertainty ofthe

contribution oforder�(Z�)2E F .Thethird,and by farthelargestcontribu-

tiontotheerrorin thetheoreticalvalueofHFSisde�ned bytheexperim ental

errorin m easuring electron-m uon m assratio m =M .

The agreem entbetween theory and experim entisexcellent.W ewillnot

dwellon theHFS problem any m oreheresincethephenom enologicalsitua-

tion and thein
uenceoftheresultin eq.(3)on thevalueoftheelectron-m uon

m assratio and the �ne structure constantwasdiscussed in greatdetailre-

cently [15,25].

ThecaseofLam b shiftdeservesm orecom m ents.Num erically thecorrec-

tionsto the 1S and 2S Lam b shiftsproduced by the diagram sin Fig.2 are

equalto

�E
(1f)

L (1S)= �334:2 (1)kHz; (8)

�E
(1f)

L (2S)= �41:78 (2)kHz;

whilerespective totalcontributionsoforder�2(Z�)5m aregiven by

�E
(1a� 1f)

L (1S)= �296:9 (1)kHz; (9)

�E
(1a� 1f)

L (2S)= �37:12 (2)kHz:

Letusdiscussthesign and thescaleofthecorrection in eq.(8).Thesign

m ay be determ ined by considering the electron factor,asde�ned in eq.(2).

Thelow-frequency asym ptoticbehavioroftheelectron factorisdescribed by

theexpresssion (see,e.g.,[17])
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L(k)� (�2F 0

1
(0)�

1

2
F2(0))k

2 = �0:7046225 k2; (10)

where F1(k
2)and F2(k

2)are the two-loop contributionsto the ordinary

Diracand Pauliform factorsoftheelectron (contribution ofthegraphswith

vacuum polarization insertionsin the photon line isom itted in eq.(10)),re-

spectively.W eusein eq.(10)thewell-known valuesfortheslopeoftheDirac

form factorand ofthe Pauliform factoratzero [29,30]. Aswasexplained

aboveonehastosubtractfrom theelectron factorthisleadinglow-frequency

term which producescontribution totheLam b shiftofpreviousorderin Z�.

Itiswellknown from the generalprinciplesthatthe unsubtracted elec-

tron factor has at m ost logarithm ic behavior at in�nity. Hence,the high

m om entum behaviorofthe subtracted electron factoriscom pletely de�ned

by the subtraction term in eq.(10). Then itisclearfrom eq.(2),where the

subtracted electron factor plays the role ofthe integrand,that the contri-

bution to the Lam b shift induced by the graphs in Fig.2 has the negative

sign. One m ay even m ake an estim ate ofthiscontribution from the known

asym ptotic behavioroftheintegrand butwechoose a lesstechnicalpath in

discussion ofthem agnitudeofthiscontribution.

Itm ay seem at�rstsightthatthem agnitude ofthecorrectionsinduced

by the diagram s in Fig.1f as presented in eq.(8) are too large. W e would

like to em phasize that,quite opposite,thiscorrection hasexactly the scale

onehad to envisage beforecalculations.Letusdiscussthispointin slightly

m oredetail.Itishelpfultorecollectthatthem ain contribution totheLam b

shift isa radiative correction itselfand so itis m isleading to norm alize all

contributions to the Lam b shift with the help ofthis leading order contri-

bution. In this respect the case ofthe Lam b shift di�ers drastically from

the case ofHFS,where the leading Ferm icontribution isnotthe radiative

correction buttheclassic e�ectoftheinteraction oftwo m agneticm om ents

and sets the naturalscale for allradiative corrections. M ain contribution

to theLam b shifthastheform 4m (Z�)4=n3� slopeoftheDiracform factor,

where the slope is roughly speaking �=� � (1=3)� ln(Z�)� 2. The skeleton

factorwhich setsthe scale forthe di�erentcontributionsto the Lam b shift

is4m (Z�)4=n3 and to m akean estim ateofany correction to theLam b shift

one hasto extractthisskeleton factor. Allotherentries in the leading or-

dercontribution to theLam b shiftareproduced by theradiativecorrection,

and itisnecessary to takeinto accountthatthenum berwhich should beof
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orderone,aspredicts the com m on wisdom forradiative corrections,isthe

factor1=3 beforethelogarithm which rem ainsafterextraction ofthefactor

�=�,characteristicfortheone-loop radiativecorrections.Theothersubtlety

to be taken into accountin estim ating the ordersofm agnitude ofdi�erent

correctionsisthat,unlike the case ofradiative correctionsto the scattering

am plitudes,in the bound state problem notevery factor� isaccom panied

by an extra factor� in thedenom inator.Thisisa wellknown featureofthe

Coulom b problem .

Letusconsiderasan exercisein theartofm akingeducated estim atesthe

correction oforder�(Z�)5m calculated analytically long tim e ago [27,28].

According to theconsiderationsabovethescale ofthiscorrection should be

set by the factor 4�(Z�)5=n3m and the only problem ofthe theory is to

calculate the num ber oforder one before this factor. Analytic calculation

[27,28]produces thisfactorin the form 1+ 11=128� 1=2log2 � 0:739 in

excellent agreem ent with our qualitative considerations. Now it is easy to

realizethatthenaturalscaleforthecorrection oforder�2(Z�)5 issetby the

factor4�2(Z�)5=(�n3)m . The coe�cientbefore thisfactorobtained above

and in [24]isabout�1:9 and there isnothing unusualin itsm agnitude for

a num ericalfactorcorresponding to a radiativecorrection.

Considernow currentstatusofthe Lam b shifttheory. Theoreticalpre-

dictions presented below are obtained with the help ofthe expressions for

the Lam b shiftcontributionsascollected in the reviews [31,32],am ended,

besidescorrectionsobtained aboveand in [24],with som eotherrecentresults

presented in the Table 3. Note thatthe correction oforder�2(Z�)6 in this

Table is again ofreasonable m agnitude since its scale is set by the factor

4�2(Z�)6=(�2n3)m asone m ay easily check with the help ofthe argum ents

used above in the discussion ofthe contribution oforder�2(Z�)5. On the

background ofthisfactornum ericalfactor2=27 beforethelogarithm cubeis

quitem oderate.

Lastlinein Table3 containsa new recoilcorrection corresponding to the

insertionsin the Coulom b photon ofthe m uon orhadron vacuum polariza-

tion operators2.Respective contribution forthe m uon insertion containsan

evident extra electron-m uon m ass ratio squared suppression factorrelative

to theleading vacuum polarization contribution.W eestim ated hadron con-

2K .Pachuckiand S.K arshenboim are also considering these contributions (private

com m unication from S.K arhenboim ).
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tribution approxim ating thespectralfunction below 1 GeV according to the

vector dom inance m odeland above 1 GeV we sim ply used the asym ptotic

quark valueforthespectralfunction3.

W e use in calculation ofthe theoreticalvalues for the Lam b shift new

values for the self-energy contributions to the coe�cient C 60 for the 1S-

and 2S-states[37],and to the function G SE forthe 2P1=2-state [33]and for

the 4S1=2-state [38]. W e also use new values [38]G V P (1S1=2) = �0:6187,

G V P (2S1=2)= �0:8089,G V P (2P1=2)= �0:0640 and G V P (4S1=2)= �0:8066

fortheUehlingpartofthevacuum polarization contribution.Thesenum bers

arethesum ofcontributionsoforder�(Z�)6 andofadditionalterm sofhigher

orderin Z�.

From thetheoreticalpointofview theaccuracy ofcalculationsislim ited

by the m agnitude ofthe yet uncalculated contributions to the Lam b shift.

First,therearepurerecoilcontributionsoforder(Z�)6(m =M )m which m ay

beaslargeas1:3kHzforthe1S-stateand 0:16kHzforthe2S-state.Asfaras

weknow,such term swereneverdiscussed in theliterature[31].Itisclaim ed

in [39]thattherearenosuch contributionsbesidesrecoilcorrectionsobtained

in [34],but,unfortunately,noproofofthisstatem entwaspublished.W ewill

acceptthatsuch correctionsare absent,especially taking into accountthat

according to theestim atesabovethey arein any casetoo sm allto in
uence

really thecom parison ofthetheory with theexperim entalresults.

Unknown correction oforder�3(Z�)4 isinduced by thethree-loop slope

ofthe Dirac form factorofthe electron and by the three-loop electron vac-

uum polarization. Natural scale for this correction is set by the factor

4�3(Z�)4=(�3n3)m and we envisage the contributionsabout17 kHz forthe

1S-stateand 2 kHzforthe2S-state.

Next com e uncalculated corrections oforder �2(Z�)6. Contribution of

thisorderis a polynom ialin ln(Z�)� 2,starting with log cube. The factor

beforelogcubewascalculated in [33]and thecontribution ofthelogsquared

term sto thedi�erenceE L(1S)� 8E L(2S)wasobtained in [7].However,the

calculation ofrespective contributions to the separate energy levels is still

m issing.Inthisconditionsitisfairtotakethelogsquared contribution tothe

intervalE L(1S)� 8E L(2S)asan estim ateofthescaleofallyetuncalculated

correctionsofthisorder.W ethusassum ethatuncertaintiesinduced by the

yetuncalculated contributionsoforder�2(Z�)6 constitute15kHzand 2kHz

3The derivation ofthisresultwillbe published elsewhere.
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forthe1S-and 2S-states,respectively.

Thescaleoftheself-energy correction oforder�(Z�)7 issetby thefactor

4�(Z�)7=n3. Thiscontribution isa linearpolynom ialin ln(Z�)� 2. W e are

aware abouttwo recent attem ptsto m ake an estim ate ofthis contribution

[40,7],but,unfortunately,its�nalm agnitudeseem sto bestillunavailable4.

Relying on thescalefactoraboveand theestim atesin [40,7]weassum ethat

thecorrectionsoforder�(Z�)7 areaslargeas17 kHzand 2 kHzto the1S-

and 2S-states,respectively.

Allother theoreticalcontributions to the Lam b shift are sm aller than

those justdiscussed. Hence,we assum e thatthe theoreticaluncertainty of

theexpression fortheLam b shiftisabout28kHzforthe1S-stateand about

4 kHzforthe2S-state.

Theotherlim iton theaccuracy ofthetheoreticalcalculation oftheLam b

shiftisputby the accuracy ofthe m easurem ents ofthe proton rm scharge

radius. As is wellknown there are two contradictory experim entalresults

forthisradius[41,42]and atleastoneofthese experim entalresultsshould

be in error. The accuracy ofthe proton rm scharge radius claim ed by the

authorsof[41,42]producesuncertainty about32 kHz forthe 1S-state and

about4 kHzforthe2S-state.

Letuscom paretheoreticaland experim entaldata fortheclassic2S1=2 �

2P1=2 Lam b shift.Them ostpreciseexperim entaldataaswellastheresultsof

ourtheoreticalcalculationsarepresented in Table4.Theoreticalresultsfor

theenergy shiftsin Table4 contain errorsin theparenthesiswhere the�rst

errorisdeterm ined by theyetuncalculated contributionsto theLam b shift,

discussed above,and thesecond re
ectstheexperim entaluncertainty in the

m easurem ent ofthe proton rm scharge radius. W e have used experim ental

result[6]taking into accountrecenttheoreticalcorrection discovered in [7].

Note,however,that this correction does not e�ect any ofour conclusions.

Therearetwoim m ediateconclusionsofthedatain Table4.First,asalready

m entioned in [24],the resultsofthe proton rm sradiusm easurem entin [41]

should bein errorsincerespectivevalueoftheproton chargeradiusisclearly

inconsistentwithallresultsoftheLam bshiftm easurem ents.Second,wehave

torejecteithertheresultofthem ostprecisem easurem entofthe2S1=2� 2P1=2
splitting,ortheexperim entalvalueoftheprotonchargeradiusasm easured in

4P.M ohrisnow working on the extraction ofthiscorrection from hisrespective high

Z� results(Privatecom m unication from P.M ohr).
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[42]sincetheLam b shiftvaluein [6]contradictstheoreticalvaluecalculated

em ploying the rm s radius in [42]by m ore than �ve standard deviations.

Resultsoftwo otherm easurem entsoftheclassic Lam b shiftarecom patible

with thetheory,sowewillbelow acceptthevalueoftheproton chargeradius

asobtained in [42].W ewillreturn tothenum bersin threelastlinesin Table

4 below.

W edonotincludetheoreticalpredictionsforthedeuterium Lam b shiftin

Table4,since,taking into accountcurrentdiscrepanciesin determ ination of

thedeuteron chargeradiusand solid statusoftheLam b shifttheory,itseem s

preferable to use the deuteron Lam b shift data for extracting the value of

thischarge radiusratherthan forcom parison ofthe Lam b shifttheory and

experim ent.

Nextwe turn to the discussion ofthe 1S Lam b shift. Unfortunately,its

extraction from the experim entaldata is less straightforward. The experi-

m entalistsm anaged to separatem easurem entofthe1S Lam b shiftfrom the

m easurem entofthe Rydberg constantby com paring the frequenciesoftwo

transitionswith di�erentm ain quantum num bersand excludingthelargelev-

elsseparation depending on the Rydberg constant. In thism annercertain

com binationsof1S,2S and ofhigherlevelsLam b shiftsare experim entally

obtained.Itispretty easy to com paretheseexperim entaldata in [1,2,3,4]

with thetheory aboveand aftertrivialcalculationswehave found an excel-

lentagreem entbetween the theory and experim ent. W e willnotputdown

theseresultshere.

Unbiased extraction ofthe1S Lam b shiftfrom the experim entaldata is

stilla problem .Itisim possible to avoid using to thisend the experim ental

value ofthe 2S Lam b shift,and the em erging value ofthe 1S Lam b shift

dependsthusontheexperim entalresultforthe2S1=2� 2P1=2 splitting.Higher

levels Lam b shifts,which also enter the problem m ay be safely calculated

with su�cientaccuracy.Thestandard approach accepted byallexperim ental

groupsconsistsin adoptingoneortheother2S1=2� 2P1=2 experim entalresult

and extracting thusthevalueofthe1S Lam b shift.Allvaluesin Table1 for

the1S Lam b shiftareobtained in thism annerwith thehelp ofexperim ental

values in [5]or in [8]for the classic Lam b shift. These values should be

com pared with ourtheoreticalprediction

�E L(1S)= 8 172 729 (28)(32)kHz; (11)
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whereagain the�rsterrorisdeterm ined bytheyetuncalculated contribu-

tionsto theLam b shiftand thesecond re
ectstheexperim entaluncertainty

in them easurem entoftheproton rm schargeradius.

Theresultsofallexperim entsm entioned in Table1 arepretty consistent

and theiragreem entwith thetheoreticalvaluein eq.(11)issatisfactory but

notspectacular.Itisnecessary torecollectatthispointthatthe"experim en-

talvalues"in theTabledepend on theexperim entalvalueofthe2S1=2� 2P1=2
Lam b shiftadopted in theirextraction and thechangeofthe1S Lam b shift

valueundertransition from oneexperim ental2S1=2� 2P1=2 Lam b shiftvalue

to anotherm ay besigni�cant.

It would be helpfulto �nd a way to extract the value ofthe 1S Lam b

shift from the experim entaldata unam biguously without reference to the

2S1=2 � 2P1=2 experim entalresults,which,while being com patible with the

theory,seem to be som ewhatlargerthan the theoreticalprediction. A nat-

uralway to reach thisgoalisto use thetheoreticalrelation between the1S

and 2S Lam b shifts. A good dealoftheoreticalcontributionsto the Lam b

shiftscale asn3 and,hence,vanish in the di�erence 8E L(2S)� E L(1S). In

particular,allm ain sources ofthe theoreticaluncertainty,nam ely,proton

chargeradiuscontribution and alm ostallyetuncalculated correctionstothe

Lam b shiftm entioned above vanish. Signi�cantcontribution to thisdi�er-

encem ay beproduced only by theterm oftheform �2(Z�)6ln(Z�)� 2,which

wascalculated recently [7].Thisterm producescorrection about14kHzand

the accuracy ofthe di�erence underconsideration isdeterm ined by the yet

uncalculated single log contribution ofthe sam e order. Such term would

notchangethelog squared term by m orethan �fty percentand,hence,the

uncertainty ofthedi�erence underconsideration isabout7 kHz.Hence,we

obtain therelation

8E L(2S)� E L(1S)= �; (12)

where�= 187 234 (7)kHz.

Now onem ay obtain self-consistentvaluesforthe1S Lam b shiftdirectly

from theexperim entaldata in Refs.[3,4,2]with thehelp oftherelations

E L(1S)=
8

3
(F1S� 2S � 4F2S� 4S1=2)�

32

3
E L(4S1=2)+

5

3
�; (13)

E L(1S)=
8

3
(F1S� 2S � 4F2S� 4P1=2)�

32

3
E L(4P1=2)+

5

3
�; (14)
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E L(1S)=
40

19
(F1S� 2S �

16

5
F2S� 8D 5=2

)�
128

19
E L(8D 5=2)+

21

19
�: (15)

Num ericalresultsarepresented in Table5.Theseresultshavesom ewhat

larger errors than the respective results in Table 1,however,they do not

depend on the experim entalvalue ofthe 2S1=2 � 2P1=2 Lam b shift and on

the value ofthe proton charge radius. The accuracy ofthe self-consistent

num bersin Table 5 ism ainly determ ined by the accuracy ofthe frequency

m easurem ents in [3,2,4]. Factor4-5 reduction ofthe experim entalerrors

would lead to a self-consistentdeterm ination ofthe1S Lam b shiftwith the

sam e accuracy as for the values cited in Table 1. One m ay even invert

the usualapproach to the 2S1=2 � 2P1=2 and 1S Lam b shiftvaluesand ex-

tractvaluesofthe 2S-2P Lam b shiftfrom the respective self-consistent 1S

values (see three last lines in Table 4). These values ofthe 2S1=2 � 2P1=2
Lam b shiftareconsistentwith theresultsofthedirectm easurem entsofthe

2S1=2 � 2P1=2 Lam b shift but have som ewhat larger error bars. However,

self-consisitent values ofthe 2S1=2 � 2P1=2 Lam b shift would becom e quite

com petitive with the resultsofthe directm easurem entsafterthe 4-5 tim es

reduction ofthecurrentexperim entalerrorsin thefrequency m easurem ents

would beachieved.

Reduction ofthe errorsofthe valuesofthe 1S and 2S1=2 � 2P1=2 Lam b

shiftsopensnew waysto a m ore precise determ ination oftheRydberg con-

stant.W ewould liketo m ention two new directionsin thedeterm ination of

the Rydberg constantvalue besidesthe one adopted now (see,e.g.,[1,2]).

First,onecan usetheself-consistentvalueofthe1S Lam b shiftand respec-

tive2S1=2� 2P1=2 Lam b shifttogetthevalueoftheRydbergconstant.Today

such approach leadsto a lossofaccuracy in com parison with thecurrentex-

perim entalvalueoftheRydberg constant(seeTable6,wherethe�rsterror

in theself-consistentvaluesoftheRydbergconstantisdeterm ined by theac-

curacy oftheself-consistentLam b shiftvaluesand thesecond isdeterm ined

by the accuracy ofthe frequency m easurem ent),butgreateraccuracy m ay

be achieved in future. Im portant advantage ofsuch approach is that the

valueobtained in thisway isindependentofthedirectexperim entalresults

on 2S1=2 � 2P1=2 Lam b shift and ofthe value ofthe proton charge radius.

Second new approach issim ply to rejecttheexperim entaldata on theLam b

shiftsand to useforthedeterm ination oftheRydberg constantdirectly the

data on thefrequenciesoftransitionsbetween thelevelswith di�erentm ain

quantum num bers. Such approach becom esfeasible now since the accuracy

12



ofthetheoreticalexpression forsuch transitionsisde�ned by thetheoretical

erroroftheexpression forthe1S (or2S)Lam b shiftwhich isabout28 kHz

(and iseven sm allerforthe 2S Lam b shift)asdiscussed above and isthus

sm allerthan theexperim entalerrorofthefrequency determ ination.Respec-

tivevaluesoftheRydbergconstantareagain presented in Table6,wherethe

�rst error is determ ined by the accuracy ofthe theoreticalexpression,the

second isde�ned by the experim entalerrorofthe frequency m easurem ent,

and thethird oneisdeterm ined by theexperim entalerrorin thedeterm ina-

tion oftheproton chargeradius.ThevaluesoftheRydberg constantin two

lastlinesin Table 6 derived from independent experim entaldata [2,1]are

pretty consistent. These values are m ore accurate than the ones obtained

by otherm ethodsand arethem ostprecisecontem porary valuesofthiscon-

stant. Naturaldrawback ofthis approach is,ofcourse,the dependence of

theobtained valueoftheRydberg constanton theproton chargeradius.

In conclusion we would like to em phasize thatthe high accuracy ofthe

Lam b shifttheory opensnew perspectivesin determ ination ofthe Rydberg

constantand oftheLam b shiftin the1S-and 2S-states.Fourdirectionsof

experim entalinvestigations,nam ely,m oreprecise m easurem entofthetran-

sitions between levels with di�erent m ain quantum num bers,m ore precise

m easurem entofthe1S and 2S Lam b shifts,and directm easurem entofthe

proton chargeradiusseem especially prom ising.Itisvery im portantthatall

these experim entsare m utually com plem entary,since they m ay lead to the

valuesoftheRydbergconstantofcom parableaccuracybased on thedi�erent

kinds ofexperim entaldata. On the theoreticalside calculation ofthe still

unknown corrections to the energy levels discussed above with the goalof

reduction ofthe theoreticalerrorin determ ination ofthe 1S Lam b shiftto

the levelof1 kHz (and,respectively,ofthe 2S Lam b shiftto severaltenth

ofkHz)seem sto beboth quiteperspective and feasible.
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Table1.Experim entalResults

Interval �E (kHz)

Hydrogen,1S1=2 [3] 8 172 860 (60)

Hydrogen,1S1=2 [2] 8 172 815 (70)

Hydrogen,1S1=2 [4] 8 172 844 (55)

Hydrogen,2S1=2 � 2P1=2 [5] 1057 845 (9)

Hydrogen,2S1=2 � 2P1=2 [6,7] 1057 857:6 (2:1)

Hydrogen,2S1=2 � 2P1=2 [8] 1057 839 (12)

M uonium ,HFS [9] 4 463 302:88 (16)
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Table2.Correctionsto HFS

and Lam b shift

HFS Lam b shift
�2(Z �)

�n3
E F

�2(Z �)5

�n3
(m r

m
)3m

a 9=4 0

b �6:65997(1) 2:9551(1)

c 3:93208(1) �2:2231(1)

d �3:903368(79) �5:238023(56)

e 4:566710(24) 5:056278(81)

f �3:404163(22) �1:016145(21)

g 2:684706(26) �0:1460233(52)

h 33=16 153=80

i 0:05524(21) �5:51680(87)

j �7:14860(39) �7:76648(79)

k 1:465834(20) 1:959589(33)

l �1:983298(95) 1:74815(38)

m 3:16956(16) 1:87541(49)

n �3:59566(14) �1:30626(49)

o 1:80491(45) �12:0641(16)

p 3:50608(16) 6:13527(90)

q �0:80380(15) �7:52272(83)

r 1:05298(18) 14:3622(15)

s 0:277203(27) �0:930291(78)

Total �0:6711(7) �7:725(3)
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Table3.Som eNew Contributionsto theLam b Shift

Level �E

nS1=2[33] � 8

27

�2(Z �)6

�2n3
� ln

3
[Z�]� 2(m r

m
)3m

nS1=2[34] (4ln2� 7

2
)
(Z �)6

n3
m

M
m

nS1=2[16] (2�
2

9
� 70

27
)m
M

�(Z �)5

�2n3
(m r

m
)3m

nPj [36] f[(217
480

+ 3

16n
�

14

15n2
+ 1

2n3
� �l( 7

192
+ 3

32n

� 1

6n2
)]
(Z �)6

n3
+ �l0:328

3

�2(Z �)6

�2n3
gm

M
m

nS1=2 �4[1
15
(m

m �

)2 + �vi
4�2

f2
v
i
m 2

v
i

+ 2

3

1

1 GeV
2]

�(Z �)4

�n3
m

Table4.2S1=2 � 2P1=2 Lam b Shift

Sourceofthevalue �E (kHz)

Experim entalresult[5] 1 057 845 (9)

Experim entalresult[6,7] 1 057 857:6 (2:1)

Experim entalresult[8] 1 057 839 (12)

Theory,rp = 0:805 (11)fm [41] 1057 810 (4)(4)

Theory,rp = 0:862 (12)fm [42] 1057 829 (4)(4)

Self-consistent1S [3] 1057 854 (16)

Self-consistent1S [2,1] 1057 835 (15)

Self-consistent1S [4] 1057 847 (13)

Table5.Self-Consistent1S Lam b shiftvalues

Sourceofthevalue �E (kHz)

Ref.[3] 8 172 915 (129)

Ref.[2] 8 172 763 (117)

Ref.[4] 8 172 858 (107)

Theory,thiswork 8 172 729 (28)(32)
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Table6.Rydberg Constant

Sourceofthevalue R 1 (cm � 1)

Experim ent[1] 109 737:315 684 1 (42)

Experim ent[2] 109 737:315 683 4 (24)

Self-consistent[1,3] 109 737:315 686 8 (58)(20)

Self-consistent[2,1] 109 737:315 681 1 (52)(14)

Theory and [1] 109 737:315 679 7 (12 )(20)(14)

Theory and [2] 109 737:315 680 2 (05)(14)(06)
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FigureCaptions

Fig.1.Six gaugeinvariantsetsofgraphsproducing correctionsoforder

�2(Z�)5.

Fig. 2. Nineteen topologically di�erent diagram s with two radiative

photon insertionsin theelectron line.
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