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A bstract

The m axim alacceleration corrections to the Lam b shift ofone{

electron atom sarecalculated in anon{relativisticapproxim ation.They

are com patible with experim ental results, are in particularly good

agreem ent with the 2S � 2P Lam b shift in hydrogen and reduce by

� 50% the experim ent-theory discrepancy for the 2S � 2P shift in

He+ .
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This paper presents the calculation ofm axim alacceleration (M A) cor-

rectionsto theLam b shiftofone{electron atom sand ions,according to the

m odelofCaianiello and collaborators[1],[2]. The view frequently held [3],

[4]thattheproperacceleration ofa particleislim ited upwardly �ndsin this

m odela geom etricalinterpretation epitom ized by thelineelem ent

d~s2 = ~g��dx
�
dx

� = ds
2

 

1�
j�xj2

A 2

m

!

= �
2(x)ds2 (1)

experienced by the accelerating particle along its worldline. In (1) A m =

2m c3=�h isthe properM A ofthe particleofm assm ,�x� itsacceleration and

ds2 = g��dx
�dx� is the m etric due to a background gravitational�eld. In

the absence ofgravity,g�� isreplaced by the M inkowskim etric tensor���.

Sim ilarresultshavealso been obtained in thecontextofW eylspace[5]and

ofa geom etricalanalogueofVigier’sstochastictheory [6].

Eq.(1)hasseveralim plicationsforrelativistickinem atics[7],theenergy

spectrum ofa uniform ly accelerated particle [8],the periodic structure asa

function ofm om entum in neutrino oscillations[8],theSchwarzschild horizon

[9],the expansion ofthe very early universe [10]and the m assofthe Higgs

boson [11]. Italso m akesthe m etric observer-dependent,asconjectured by

Gibbonsand Hawking[12],and leadsin anaturalwaytohadron con�nem ent

[13].

The extrem e large value that A m takes for allknown particles (A m ’

0:9 1030m m s�2 M eV �1 ) m akes a direct test of Eq. (1) very di�cult.

Nonetheless a realistic test thatm akes use ofphotonsin cavities has been

recently suggested [14]and attem ptsin thisdirection willhopefully lead to

conclusive results.

Recentadvancesin high resolution spectroscopy arenow allowing Lam b

shift m esearem ents ofunprecedented precision,leading in the case ofsim -

ple atom sand ionsto the m oststringenttestsofquantum electrodynam ics

(QED).M A corrections due to the m etric (1)appeardirectly in the Dirac

equation fortheelectron thatm ustnow bewritten in covariantform [15]and

referred to a localM inkowskifram e by m eans ofthe vierbein �eld e a
� (x).

From (1) one �nds e a
� = �(x)� a

� ,where Latin indices refer to the locally

inertialfram e and Greek indices to a generic non{inertialfram e. The co-

variantm atrices
�(x)satisfy theanticom m utation relations f
�(x);
�(x)g

= 2~g��(x),while the covariant derivative D � � @� + !� contains the total
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connection !� =
1

2
�ab!�ab,where�

ab = 1

4
[
a;
b],! a

� b = (���� e
a

� � @�e
a

� )e�b
and ���� represent the usualChristo�elsym bols. Forconform ally 
atm et-

rics !� takes the form !� = 3

2�
�ab�a��;b. By using the transform ations


�(x) = e�a(x)

a so that 
�(x) = ��1 (x)
�,where 
� are the usualcon-

stantDiracm atrices,theDiracequation can bewritten in theform
"

i�h
�
�

@� + i
e

�hc
A �

�

+ i
3�h

2


�(ln�);� � m c�(x)

#

 (x)= 0: (2)

>From (2)oneobtainstheHam iltonian

H = � i�hc~� �~r + e

0


�
A �(x)� i

3�hc

2


0


�(ln�);� + m c

2
�(x)
0; (3)

which isin generalnon{Herm itian [15]. Howeverwhen one splitsthe Dirac

spinor into large and sm allcom ponents, the only non-Herm itian term is

(ln�);0.If� variesslowly in tim e,oristim e-independent,asin the present

case,thisterm can beneglected and Herm iticity isrecovered.

A recentattem ptto estim ate the Lam b shiftcorrectionsdue to (1)was

carried outin thelocalfram eoftheelectron and did notthereforetakeinto

accountproperly the electrom agnetic �eld experienced by the electron [16].

Ham iltonian (3)correctsthisinadequecy.Thecalculationsarealsoextended

to include the Lam b shiftin deuterium and He+ . Here,asin the previous

M A calculations[16],the nucleusisconsidered to be pointlike and itsrecoil

isneglected.

In QED the Lam b shift corrections are usually calculated by m eans

ofa non{relativistic approxim ation [17]. This is also done here. For the

electric �eld E (r) = kZe=r2(k = 1=4��0), the conform alfactor becom es

�(r)= (1�
�
r0
r

�
4

)1=2,where r0 � (kZe2=m A m )
1=2 �

p
Z 2:3� 10�14 m and

r> r0.Thecalculation of�x
� isperform ed classically in anon{relativisticap-

proxim ation.Thisisjusti�ed becausefortheelectron v=cisatm ost� 10�3 .

Neglecting contributionsoftheorderO (A �4

m ),�(r)� 1� (1=2)(r0=r)
4.This

expansion requiresthatin thefollowingonly thosevaluesofrbechosen that

areabovea cut{o� �,such thatforr> �> r 0 thevalidity oftheexpansion

ispreserved.Theactualvalueof� willbeselected later.Thelength r0 has

no fundam entalsigni�cance in QED and depends in generalon the details

oftheacceleration m echanism .Itisonly thedistance atwhich theelectron

would attain,classically,the acceleration A m irrespective ofthe probability

ofgetting there.
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By using the expansion for�(r)in (3)one �ndsthatallM A e�ectsare

contained in theperturbativeterm s

H r0 = �
m c2

2

�
r0

r

�
4

� + i
3�hc

4
r
4

0
~� �~r

1

r4
� H + H

0
: (4)

By splitting  (x)into large and sm allcom ponents’ and � and using � =

� i(�h=2m c)~� �~r ’ � ’ oneobtainsfortheperturbation dueto H

�Enlm ’ �
m c2

2
r
4

0

Z

d
3
~r
1

r4
’
�

nlm ’nlm : (5)

Theperturbation dueto H 0vanishes.In (5)’nlm arethewellknown eigen-

functionsforone{electron atom s.Theintegrationsovertheangularvariables

in (5)can beperform ed im m ediately and yield

�E20 = �
m c2

16

�
r0

a0

�
4
��

4

�
a0

�

�

+ 1

�

e
��=a 0 � 8E1

�
�

a0

��

; (6)

�E21 = �
m c2

48

�
r0

a0

�
4

e
��=a 0 ; (7)

�E10 = � 2m c2
�
r0

a0

�
4
��
a0

�

�

e
�2�=a 0 � 2E1

�
2�

a0

��

; (8)

whereE 1(x)=
R
1

1
dye�xy =yand a0 istheBohrradiusdivided by Z.In order

tocalculatethe2S � 2P Lam b shiftcorrectionsitisnow necessary tochoose

the value ofthe cut{o� �. W hile in QED Lam b shiftand �ne structure ef-

fectsarecut{o�independent,thevaluesofthecorrespondingM A corrections

increase when � decreases. Thiscan be understood intuitively because the

electron �ndsitselfin regionsofhigherelectric �eld atsm allervaluesofr.

� isa characteristic length ofthe system . Itm ustalso representa distance

from thenucleusthatcan bereached by theelectron whoseacceleration and

relativeperturbationsdepend on theposition attained.Onem ay tentatively

choose � � a0. According to the wave functions involved,the probability

thattheelectron beatthisdistancerangesbetween 0:1and 0:5.Sm allerval-

uesof� lead to largeracceleration corrections,butare reached with m uch

lowerprobabilities.ThisisthecaseoftheCom pton wavelength oftheelec-

tron whoseuseasa cut{o� isthereforeruled outin thepresentcontext.For

�� a0,Eqs.(6){(8)givethecorrectionstothelevels2S;2P and 1S (Z = 1)
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�E20 � � 22:96kHz,�E21 � � 33:42kHz,�E10 � � 325:45kHz,yielding the

Lam b shift correction �EL = �E20 � �E21 � +10:46kHz. The results are

sum m arized below [18].

a) 2S � 2P Lam b shift for Hydrogen. The m ost recent experim ental

and theoreticalvaluesofthe classic Lam b shiftare reported in Table Iand

com pared with thetheory with M A corrections.Theseam ountto�EL above.

rp istherm scharge radiusofthe proton [19],[20].The M A correctionsare

in very good agreem entwith allexperim entalresultsreported and thevalue

rp = 0:862fm . They also appear to be consistently in the right direction.

The coe�cients of(6){(8)are proportionalto powers (Z�)6 from which it

follows that the M A corrections are com parable in m agnitude with those

obtained from perturbative QED up to order�7. Furtherim provem ents in

experim entalsensitivity m ightindeed beabletodistinguish between theM A

and QED contributions.Unfortunately,higherexperim entalprecision seem s

di�cultto achievebecauseofthe100M Hznaturallinewidth ofthe2P state.

b) 1S ground state Lam b shiftL1S in Hydrogen. M esearem ents ofL1S

have recently becom e very precise by com parison ofthe 1S � 2S resonance

with fourtim esthefrequenciesofthe2S� 4S and 2S� 4D two-photon transi-

tions.TheM A correctionsaregiven by�E10 above.Theresultsarecom pared

in Table II.The �rstline repeatsthe resultsbefore 1992. Experim ent and

theory were known to agree (within 0:1M Hz) for rp = 0:805fm . The M A

correctionsalso agree within 0:2M Hz. M ore recently a discrepancy hasap-

peared between experim entand theorywith theadoption ofthem orereliable

value rp = 0:862fm increasing the theoreticalestim ate to 8173:12(6)M Hz.

The agreem ent is im proved in this instance by the M A corrections forthe

choice ofthe new radius. M ore recent experim entaland theoreticaldata

arecom pared on the lastthreelinesofTable II.TheM A correctionswould

restoreby them selvestheagreem entbetween experim entand QED without

two loop corrections.Howevertheagreem entbetween experim entand QED

im provessigni�cantly when thetwo-loop correctionscalculated by Pachucki

[25]areincluded in thetheoreticalestim ateand theM A correctionsareex-

cluded.Theselattere�ectsshiftthetheoreticalestim ateby � 0:3M Hzbelow

theexperim entalresults.Itisinteresting to observe thatthedom inantM A

correction,oforder�6,isapproxim ately ofthe sam e m agnitudeofthe two-

loop correction oforder�7 which m ustthereforebeconsidered astruly large.

W hile the Pachuckicalculation restoresthe agreem entbetween theory and

experim entforhydrogen,itupsetsthatofthe2S � 2P splitting ofH e+ [28].
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The M A contributions(6)-(8)are particularly sensitive to the choice of

�. For instance,a 10% increase in the value of� shifts upward the M A

correction from � 325kHzto � 230kHz,and im provestheagreem entbetween

experim entand M A theory considerably.Thisislargely dueto thepresence

ofa ground statewavefunction peak atr= a0.

c)Lam b shift 1

4
L1S �

5

4
L2S + L4S in Hydrogen and Deuterium .Theseare

m esearem ents ofthe L1S Lam b shift by direct com parison ofthe 1S � 2S

with the 2S � 4S two-photon transitions. The M A corrections are deter-

m ined from (5) and the corresponding hydrogenic eigeinfunctions and are

L4S = � 2:54kHz and 1

4
L1S �

5

4
L2S + L4S = � 55kHz. The resultsare com -

pared in Table III,where rch isthe rm scharge radiusofthe nucleus. The

agreem entbetween experim entand theory isgood forhydrogen and rem ains

good with theintroduction ofM A.Fordeuterium theagreem entisstillrea-

sonable because ofuncertainties in the m easurem ent ofcharge and m atter

radii.Theintroduction ofM A lowerstheoreticalestim atesby 55KHz,which

isin the rightdirection. The M A estim ate based on the earliercalculation

[30]stillfallswithin theexperim entalerrorofthem ostrecentm easurem ent

[28].

d) L1S for Deuterium . The M A correction is �E10 and the results are

sum m arized in TableIV.Theagreem entoftheM A theorywith experim entis

again betterin theabsenceoftwo-loop corrections.W hen theseareincluded,

thetheory fallsshortby approxim ately 270kHz.

e)Lam bshift2S� 2P forH e+ .TheM A correctionsishere +0:527M Hz.

The resultsaregiven in Table V.W hile the agreem entbetween experim ent

[32]and theory was good (� 10kHz) before the introduction oftwo-loop

corrections,the latterhave introduced a discrepancy of� 1:27M Hz [28]to

� 1:190M Hz[33].Them ethod ofm easurem entused toobtain theH e+ result

[32]has been recently veri�ed by a parallelhigh-precision m easurem ent of

theLam b shiftin H [33].The discrepancy m ustbetreated seriously and is

unresolved.TheM A contributionsreducesigni�cantly thedisagreem entwith

theory to � 0:74M Hzand � 0:66M Hz,respectively.IftheH e+ experim ents

willcon�rm the predictionsofQED,then the Lam b shiftm easurem ents in

hydrogen willdeterm inetheproton radiusto within a few percent[31].

In conclusion,the agreem ent between M A corrections and experim ent

isatpresent very good forthe 2S � 2P Lam b shiftin hydrogen (� 7kHz)

and com parablewith theagreem entofexperim entswith standard QED with
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and withouttwo-loop corrections.Theagreem entisalsogood forthe 1

4
L1S �

5

4
L2S + L4S in Lam b shift in hydrogen and com parable,in som e instances,

with thatbetween experim entand QED (� 30kHz).Thecorresponding M A

corrections for deuterium fare worse than the conventionaltheory,but no

worse than the disagreem ent (� 38kHz) between the two QED estim ates

considered. For the L1S case in deuterium , the M A theory is worse (�

� 270kHz)than thestandard onein reproducingtheexperim entaldatawhen

two-loop corrections are included,but better than QED alone when these

areexcluded.Thelatterstatem entalso appliesto theL1S shiftin hydrogen.

Finally,theM A correctionsim provetheagreem entbetween experim entand

theoryby� 50% forthe2S� 2P shiftin H e+ .W hilethetwo-loop corrections

have been independently con�rm ed by two groups [31],there seem s room

forim provem enton theexperim entalside regarding thesizesofproton and

ofdeuterium and the nuclei. At the sam e tim e new experim ents,now in

planning stages [27],should resolve som e ofthe discrepancies now existing

between experim entand QED and ultim ately provide stringenttestsofthe

M A theory.
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TableI.2S � 2P Lam b shiftforHydrogen

Experim ent Theory rp M A

(kHz) (kHz) (fm ) (kHz)

1057845(9)[21] 1057810(4)(4)a[22] 0.805(11) 1057820.46

1057851.4(19)[23] 1057829(4)(4)a[22] 0.862(12) 1057839.46

1057839(12)[24] 1057838(6)b[25] 0.862(12) 1057848.46

1057842(12)c[26] 1057839(4)[27] 0.862(12) 1057849.46

a:correction to order�2(Z�)5m

b:two loop corrections,�2(Z�)5m

c:resultofRef.[24]am ended to take into accounta new value of�

7



Table II.L1S in Hydrogen

Experim ent Theory rp M A

(M Hz) (M Hz) (fm ) (M Hz)

8172.82(11)[29] 8172.94(9)[29] 0.805 8172.615

8172.86(6)[30] 8172.97[30] 0.805 8172.645

8172.654(40)[31] 0.805 8172.329

8173.12(6)[30] 0.862 8172.795

8172.874(60)[28] 8173.097(40)a[28] 0.862 8172.772

8172.802(40)b[25] 0.862 8172.477

8172.827(51)[31] 8172.802(30)b[31] 0.862 8172.477

a:withouttwo-loop corrections

b:with two-loop corrections
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Table III.1

4
L1S �

5

4
L2S + L4S

Experim ent Theory rch M A

(M Hz) (M Hz) (fm ) (M Hz)

Hydrogen

868.61(3)[29] 868.64(2) 0.805 868.585

868.66(2) 0.862 868.605

868.630(12)[25],[30] 868.623(5) 0.862 868.568

868.656 0.862 868.601

Deuterium

869.839(21)[30] 869.8624[30] 2.115(6)[30] 869.807

869.826(20)[28] 869.8243[28] 2.115(6)[28] 869.769
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Table IV.L1S forDeuterium .

Experim ent Theory rch M A

(M Hz) (M Hz) (fm ) (M Hz)

8184.00(8)[30] 8184.13(6)[30] 2.115 8183.805

8183.807(78)[28] 8184.080(47)a[28] 2.115 8183.755

8183.785(47)b[28] 8183.460

a:withouttwo-loop corrections

b:with two-loop corrections
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Table V.2S � 2P Lam b shiftforH e+

Experim ent Theory M A

(M Hz) (M Hz) (M Hz)

14042.52(16)[32] 14042.51(20)a[32] 14043.037

14041.25b[28] 14041.777

14041.33b[33] 14041.857

a:withouttwo-loop corrections

b:with two-loop corrections
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