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A bstract

W e study the part of the renom alized, cuto QED light—front H am iltonian that does
not change particle num ber. T he H am iltonian contains interactions that m ust be treated
In second-order bound state perturbation theory to obtain hyper ne structure. W e show
that a sin ple uniary transform ation leads directly to the fam iliar B reitFerm i soin-spn
and tensor interactions, which can be treated in degenerate rst-order bound-state per-

turbation theory, thus sim plifying analytic light-front Q ED calculations. To the order in
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m om enta we need to consider, this transform ation is equivalent to a M elosh rotation. W e

also study how the sin ilarity transform ation a ects spih-orbit interactions.



1 Introduction

Light-front Ham ittonian eld theory is being developed as a tool for solving bound state
problem s in QCD E}',EZ]. Cuto s are introduced that can be lowered usihg a sin ilarity
renom alization group B], and renom alization can be com pleted either using coupling
coherence E!] or by xing countertem s to repair symm etries violated by the cuto s. In
the sin plest procedure the renom alized, cuto Ham itonians are com puted perturba-
tively and m ay then be diagonalized non-perturbatively to obtain low —lying bound states.
Eadch stage has an approxin ation schem e associated w ith i: in the st step, the e ec—
tive H am iltonian is calculated to a given order in perturbation theory; and in the second
step the e ective H am iltonian is divided into a dom Inant part, which de nes the starting
bound-state wave functions, and a perturbation, which is treated to a given order using
bound-state perturbation theory. Interactions that change particlke num ber are treated
perturbatively. A s a consequence, di erent Fock states decoupl and one is keft with
few -body problem s in the leading order. It is therefore in portant to know to what extent
bound states are accurately describbed by the e ective Interactions that do not change par-
ticlke num ber. A principal signature of the truncation errors in these schem es is a violation
of rotational Invariance, which is a dynam ical sym m etry in light-front eld theory.
T here are tw o reasons w hy rotational sym m etry is com plicated in this approach. T he
rst is that we have form ulated the theory on the light front. Rotations are dynam ical,
and light-front spinors depend on the choice of z-axis. In the weak-coupling lim it, how —

ever, one expects that rotations should becom e sin ple because both boost and rotational



symm etries are kinem atic In the nonrelativistic lim . T he second source of com plexiy
is the regularization and renom alization schem e that we use ['j.', :_2]. T his has profound
e ects n QCD [], but in QED, to obtain the lading Interactions cuto s can e ectively
be ram oved. T herefore, to disentangle the two problem s it isusefulto study QED in the
nonrelativistic Iim it.

Joneset al [§] have studied the ground state hyper ne structure of positroniim in this
approach. To second order In the coupling there are new Interactionsbetw een electron and
positron that arise from elim lnating m atrix elem ents of the H am iltonian involving high-
energy photon am ission and absorption. These new interactions have spin-independent
as well as spin-dependent parts. The spin—-independent interaction, combined w ith the
Instantaneous exchange interaction, lads to the Coulomb interaction, and the lkading-—
order problem reduces to the fam iliar equaltin e Schrodinger equation -[_2].

The Iight-front sopin-dependent interactions appear to be di erent from the soin—
dependent interactions found In an equaltin e form ulation, even in the nonrelativistic
lin it. For exam ple, if one calculates the hyper ne splitting In the positroniuim ground
state, rst-orderbound-state perturbation theory gives incorrect results. T he triplet state
is not degenerate, and the energy of the singlkt state is incorrect. T his is because the ef-
fective H am iltonian containsa temm that doesnot give a contrlbbution In  rst-orderbound-
state perturbation theory, but its contribution in second-order bound-state perturbation
theory is of the sam e order in ~ as the tem s contrbuting in the rst order, 0 ( *). Jones
et al EG] e ectively summ ed the second-order bound-state perturbation theory analyti-

cally, and showed that it lads to the correct hyper ne splitting in the ground state of



positronium . K aluza and P imer encountered the sam e problem f_T.], and they com pleted
the sum num erically.

W e propose an altemative approach. W e nd a sin ple uniary transform ation of the
H am iltonian that altersthe problem atic term so that it entersat rst-order n bound-state
perturbation theory. W e nd the transform ation orderby-order in powers of m om enta.
In order to restore the hyper ne solitting, we need to nd the unitary transform ation only
to the next-toJeading order. A unitary transform ation does not change the eigenvalues,
and the transform ation we obtain m akes the calculation m uch easier. It tums out that the
unitary transform ation to thisorder isan expansion ofthe so called M elosh transform ation
E?]] to next-toJleading order in powers of mom enta. The sin ple form alisn enables us
to study how the sin ilarity transform ation a ects the spin-dependent structure of the

e ective Ham iltonian. This issue is addressed In the third section. The last section

contains our conclisions.

2 Spin-spin interaction in QED

The e ective Ham ittonian for a ferm ion and an antiferm ion generated by the sin ilarity

transform ation B] using coupling coherence E!] is
He = Hpeet Vit Vot Voo ; @)

where H g is the kinetic energy, V; is O (g) em ission and absorption, V, is the O (@°)

instantaneous exchange interaction, and V, o inclides the O (g°) e ective interactions.



For sin plicity, we only consider the case where the ferm ion and antiferm ion have equal

K Inetic energy isdiagonalin m om entum space, and m atrix elem ents ofthe interactions
are nonzero only between statesw ith energy di erence an aller than P—f, which isre ected
by an overall cuto function in the equationsbelow . Ifthe cuto is chosen w thin certain
lin is, the cuto functions can be approxin ated by 1 to krading order in [2:].

M atrix elem ents of the Ham iltonian in a state containing a ferm ion and antiferm ion
pair are as ollow s. T he kinetic energy is diagonal in m om entum space:

p?2+m2 k?2+m2
p+ + k+

T he em ission and absorption of a photon enters at second order.
Let p;i, ki be the light—front threem om enta carried by the ferm ion and antiferm ion;
is i are their Iight-front helictties; u o; ), vk; ) are their spinors; Index i= 1;2 refers
to the miialand nalstates, respectively. T he instantaneous exchange interaction m ixes

states of di erent m om enta:
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and so do the e ective interactions generated by the sim ilarity transform ation:
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whereD (q = 2 + q% g + g ¢ 1is the photon propagator in light-

Q|9
[

front gauge, = 0; + = 1;0;0);g= p1 p istheexchangedmomentum ,withg = £
D1, D, are energy denom nators: D1 = p; B g and D, = k, k q. tis

convenient to add (2) and (3) together, leading to:
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In what llow s, we approxin ate the cuto functions by 1, which is allowed to lading
oxder for the range of cuto sgzm2 2 gm2 'Q].

The\ " term is spn Independent, it vanishes on shell, and it is at least one power
of m om enta higher than the lading spin—-ndependent piece ofthe \g " term . Aswe
explain later, it doesnot a ect spIn-soin and tensor nteractions, but it m ay In uence the
spon-oroit.

In what follow s we use Jacobim om enta:

wherey; = 1 %; and we replace four-com ponent spinors uf; ), vk; ) with two—



com ponent spinors by substiuting:

0 1
s
2 B §
+ 2 B

u; )= — e + m ~ P +B ; ®)

p @ A

0

and sin ilarly vk; ). Here = 0,~ = 0. are D irac m atrices, ; = % * isa

profction operator, and is a two-com ponent spinor,

o 1 0o 1
g x ' *T8 X
0 1

From now on wew illw rite the H am iltonian as an operatorw hich acts in the cross product

space of these tw o-com ponent spinors.

A fter the follow ing change of variables, which de nesp,,

q —— q
2 2 2 2
Pi t M“+ Pip Ky + m“+ kyy,
Xi= qzi ; yi= T i (6)
2 pit+tm? 2 R +m?
whereK; = B, and the threem om entum in the center ofm ass fram e isthen p (?;pz),

w e take the nonrelativistic Ilim it of the H am iltonian.

T he energy denom inators becom e:

+
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and the Interaction H am iltonian reduces to
n #
5 1
A em)? —— A+ d) @+ Vepm)t VvV ®)
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where vy and vgpi, come from theg tem in egn. (). vp is spin—independent and vgpin
depends on spins. d denotes corrections from energy denom nators that we discuss In the

next section, together w ith the soin Independent v that arises from the termm in

eqn. (4).W e have dropped an overall factor ofp X1X, 1 x)(1 =) in theHam ittonian
which is absorbed by a sin ilar factor in the de nition of the two-body wave function.

T he corrections from energy denom inators do not In uence the discussion of spin—
dependent structure, because they enter as an overall factor m ultiplying the entire g

temm . Thisw illbecom e clear later. To second order In pow ers of m om enta,

l 2 l 1 2 2 2 2
Vo= 14+ — @+t )t e et e Pt )+ @2z 7 ©

4m 2 2m 2m 4m 2

and
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W e can iInm ediately see that the rst two tem s in vy, which are linear in m om en—

tum , w ill lead to di culties in bound state perturbation theory. In rst-orderbound-state



perturbation theory they integrate to zero, but they enter at the second-order of bound-
state perturbation theory, bringing the sam e power of m om enta as the fam iliar temm
G ~)- @ p) :So In orderto obtain correct splitting of the ground state triplet and
singlet states using this H am iltonian, one has to sum second-order bound-state perturba—
tion theory using all bound—-and scattering electron-positron states E_G]. Let us note that
the ram aining term s n  (10) would give rise to part of the spin-orbit interactions.

T he key to resolving this nuisance is to recognize that the spin-independent vy and
the spin-dependent Vg1, are both multiplied by the sam e energy denom inators. W e try
to nd a uniary transfom ation which, applied to the spin-independent term , would
generate termm s cancelling the unw anted linear tem s, and restoring rotational invariance
nthe @ ~) @ prtem.

C onsider the follow ng transform ation :

i 1p?2
Uu =1+ — P ~ - 1)
2m z 24m?
for each particle . This transformm ation is clearly unitary to second order in m om enta,

which isallwe require here. For two particles a and b in the initial and nal states,

" "

gy~ 1 i . 1k.%% i ) 1p*? 12)
nitial om ® 2z 24m?2 2m ® v, 24m2 '
and
U= 14 - g Lk,"* 1+ © ) Lp,’ 13)
nal om 2 B, 2um? om o2 Mz Hhn
T hen the H am iltonian transfom s as:
H ! UgHU 14)
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leading to new vp and vgpin :

=1 1 2 1 2 2
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to the leading order, and
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T he corrections from energy denom nators (ie. d in egn. (8)) donota ect spin-dependent
Interactions to this order. The term in the unitary transform ation designed to rem ove
G )} also rem oves d (g Y, because d is an overall factor m ultiplying both vy and
Vspin -

T he rotationally noninvariant tem s that do not m ix iniial and nal state m om enta
eg. 4m_12 ©1)2  ~),) can be rem oved by adding term s of that form into the unitary

transformm ation in the second order in m om enta:

U !'U ® ) P ~ 2 a7

4m2 z

T he resultant spin-dependent interactions is:

1
VYspin = m g ) a pr
3i & %) N 3i © )
am 2 2 1 & yp 2 B2 B B
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m 2 m 2
which is the fam iliar B reit¥em i interaction.
The term in egn. (@) which we ignored so far is spin-independent and already

one power ofm om enta higher than the lrading soin-independent term in vy . T herefore, to
order tw o pow ers ofm om enta higher than the lrading spin-ndependent term , it does not
a ect the spin—soin and tensor interactions. Tt m ay a ect the soin-orbit nteractions. But
at least as far as the spin-soin structure, we can now diagonalize the new H am iltonian

using states that are related to the original states as
JTi=UJj i 19)

It should be m entioned that the uniary transform ation as presented here is a next-

to-leading order expansion of the M elosh transform ation L-S]:
m+xM, iP? ~
& z . (20)
[0+ x Mg)2+ P27

3 Sim ilarity transform ation and ne structure

In this section we consider corrections that arise due to the sin ilarity transform ation, ie.
the term and the corrections due to energy denom inators in the g tem in 4).
For com plkteness, we m ention that the nie cuto s also introduce corrections, the size
ofwhich depends on the speci ¢ choice of [22_:]

In the previous considerations we om itted corrections due to energy denom nators in

theg tem In (4),ord In egqn. (8). These corrections do not a ect the spin-dependent
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temm s, but they do produce a spin-independent correction :

w # " #
g 1 e )5
—af om P IR o+ p2)3

o)t ¢ nd

@1)

p
where we have dropped the om npresent x:1x, (1 x)(1 ) asbefore. Sin ilarly, any
corrections of this term due to nite cuto do not a ect spin-dependent interactions.

W e now addressthe v term , and its e ect on the spin-orbit interaction. D ropping

p
theom nipresent x1x, (1 x)Q x),the term gives
1 " (P13 P2)@ D1 dD2) P23 P1I)@D, gD 1)#
4P > — + - ©2)
21 %) gD ad Do
To the lowest order in m om enta this equals (for details see appendix):
1 o .
. _ 4 on 2 *IN Pt p2)] 23)
o m o
T he uniary transform ation (14) applied to this tem produoesE:
1 i B+ 23 i i
4g” @m ) n_m 1 — ~), + — : 24
g ( ’ 2 = @ et o ), 4)

A 11 of these corrections are nonanalytic. T his is a consequence of using a nonanalytic
cuto function In the sin ilarity transform ation. If the nonanalytic spin-dependent cor-
rections do not vanish, a sim plk the angular m om entum operator does not em erge even
In the nonrelativistic lim it. Fortunately, these spin-dependent termn s integrate to zero In

the rst order bound state perturbation theory, sihce they are odd under parity. Tem s

! Thisterm can a ect spin-orbit splittings even if one does not use the unitary transform ation to rotate the

soins. In that case, there would be correction in second orderbound state perturbation theory, arising from the

product of (21) with the rsttwo temm sin vgin (see eqn. (10)).
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that appear at higher orders m ust be paired w ith other term s from second order bound
state perturbation theory and with tem s from higher order sin ilarity transform ation.
Corrections which arise dueto nievalieofcuto  do not in uence the lowest order of

soin-dependent interactions for the sam e reasons.

4 Conclusions

W e have studied the part ofthe e ective QED H am ittonian that does not change particle
number. W e have shown that the light-front spin-dependent interactions reduce to the
fam iliar B reit-Ferm i interactions. T hiscan be achieved by a sin ple unitary transform ation
corresponding to a change of spinor basis. A s a consequence of sharp cuto functions
In the sim ilarity transfom ation, there are nonanalytic corrections. These nonanalytic
corrections produce spin-independent corrections at O ( 3), but they do not a ect the
spin-dependent splittings at order O ( ). Photon exchange below the cuto is needed to
rem ove the corrections at order O ( °).

Our prin ary m otivation for restricting the study to the part of Ham ittonian which
does not change the particle numberwas QCD . T he approach suggested by W ilson et al
EL:] builds on suppressing the exchange of Iow energy glions by introducing a ghion m ass.
Thism akes higher Fock states less in portant.

A sfarasaspectsdiscussed here, n Q CD questions about rotational sym m etry becom e

m ore com plicated, because the nite size of ocomes to ply. It is straightforward to

show that the procedure we outlined here does not com pletely restore m anifest rotational
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Invariance In the spin-spin interaction In Q CD . It is still usefii], how ever, because it helps
to separate violations ofm anifest rotational sym m etry caused by usihg light-front soinors

from the violations due to the cuto  [Bl].
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A ppendix: term

Let us concentrate on the expression in the square brackets in egn. (20). From egn. (6)

for the energy denom nators one can see that the energy denom inators have form :

+

ab; = a+X
gD, = a X ; 25)
w here
0 1
X = Q@ qplz \ip22 A (p12 Q2) ; (26)
2 2
m 1+2 m 1+ 2
m m
and
a= 4+ 0 ©°) @7)
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The di erence between the energy denom nators is
gdD1 dD,y=2X : (28)
T heta functions can be expressed as
P1] P23= @E+XJ B XIJ)= @X)

P2 P1I= & XJj B+XJ)= ( ax) : 29)

U sing these expressions, to the lowest nonvanishing order:

" #
P17 P2)@ D1 dDy) N P23 P1)@ D, dD1)
d"'D d'D:
X @) X ( ax) X X 2
=2 2 — 4+ 0 (—) : (30)
a+ X a X a a2

It is easy to show that even if the cuto is kept in place, the nonanalytic corrections

are still present.
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