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T his paper presents the calculation of m axin al acceleration M A ) cor-
rections to the Lamb shift of one{electron atom s and ions, according to the
m odel of Caianiello and collaborators [I], B1. The view frequently held ],
K1 that the proper acceleration of a particle is lin ited upwardly nds in this
m odel a geom etrical interpretation epitom ized by the line elem ent

d =g dx dx =ds* 1 = = ?x)ds’ @)

experienced by the accelkrating particle along its worldline. In (&) A, =
2m c’=h is the proper M A of the particle ofmassm , x its acceleration and
ds’ = g dx dx isthe metric due to a background gravitational eld. I
the absence of graviy, g is replaced by the M Inkow skim etric tensor

Sin ilar results have also been cbtained in the context of W eyl space B]and
of a geom etrical analogue of V igier’s stochastic theory [@].

Eg. (1) has several in plications for relativistic kinem atics {]], the energy
spectrum  of a uniform Iy accelerated particke [R], the periodic structure as a
finction ofm om entum in neutrino oscillations B], the Schw arzschild horizon
[3], the expansion of the very early universe {13] and the m ass of the H iggs
boson [[1]. It also m akes the m etric observerdependent, as confctured by
G bbonsand Hawking {12], and leads in a naturalway to hadron con nem ent
3.

The extram e large value that A, takes for all known particles @A, '’
09 10m m s? MeV ') makes a direct test of Eq. () very di cuk.
N onetheless a realistic test that m akes use of photons In cavities has been
recently suggested {14] and attem pts i this direction will hopefiilly Jead to
oconclusive resuls.

R ecent advances n high resolution spectroscopy are now allow ing Lamb
shift m esearem ents of unprecedented precision, lading in the case of sin -
plk atom s and ions to the m ost stringent tests of quantum electrodynam ics
QED).MA corrections due to the metric (1) appear directly in the D irac
equation forthe electron that m ust now bew ritten in covariant form [L5] and
referred to a JocalM inkow ski fram e by m eans of the vierbein eld e ¢ (x).
From {jl) one ndse ® = (x) %, where Latin Indices refer to the locally
nertial fram e and G reek indices to a generic non{inertial frame. The co—
variantm atrices  (x) satisfy the anticomm utation relations £ (x); &)g
= 29 (x), whik the covariant derivative D @ + ! contains the total




connection ! = 2 ! ,where ®=3[%; ]! %= ( e?® Qe%e,

and represent the usual Christo el symbols. For conform ally at m et—

rics | takes the om ! = 2 @, .. By using the transfom ations
®) = e _ ) *othat &)= ') ,where arethe usual con-
stant D irac m atrices, the D irac equation can be w ritten in the formm
A\l #
. . e 3h
ih @ +i—-A +i= (@ ) mc ) &)= 0: )
hc 2

>From () one obtains the Ham iltonian

H= te #+e® A &) 13%00 h ), +mcd& ® °; @)

which is in generalnon{Hem itian [13]. However when one splits the D irac
Sonor into large and sn all com ponents, the only non-Hem iian tem is
I ). If varesslowly In tine, or is tim e-dndependent, as in the present
case, this tem can be neglected and H em iticity is recovered.

A recent attem pt to estin ate the Lamb shift corrections due to () was
carried out in the local fram e of the electron and did not therefore take into
account properly the electrom agnetic eld experienced by the electron [14].
Ham ittonian @§) corrects this inadequecy. The calculations are also extended
to include the Lamb shift in deuteriim and He" . Here, as in the previous
M A calulations[l§], the nuckus is considered to be pointlike and its recoil
is neglected.

In QED the Lamb shift corrections are usually calculated by means
of a non{relativistic approxin ation [I']]. This is also done here. For the
ekectric ed E (v) = kZe=r’k = 1=4 0), the confom al factor becom es

=0 = P2 yheer, (zZé=mA,)" ®Z23 16nm and
r> 1y. The calculation ofx isperfom ed classically in a non { relativistic ap—
proxin ation. T his is justi ed because for the electron v=cisatmost  10° .
N eglkcting contrbutions ofthe order0 @ .*), @) 1 (1=2)@r)*. This
expansion requires that in the follow ng only those values of r be chosen that
are above a cut{o ,such that forr> > r o the validity ofthe expansion
ispressrved. The actualvalue of willbe sslected Jater. The length ry has
no fundam ental signi cance In QED and depends In general on the details
of the acceleration m echanisn . It is only the distance at which the electron
would attain, classically, the acoeleration A, irrespective of the probability

of getting there.



By using the expansion for (r) n {3) one ndsthat allM A e ects are
contained in the perturoative tem s
5 mcd 1 ° L3 1 S @)
= — — I—r~ ¥— :
° 2 r 4 0 4
By splitting (x) into large and snall com ponents ’ and and usihg =
ih=2m o)~ £’ ” one obtains for the perturbation due to H

’ m C2 4 ‘ 3 1 ’ r .
Eim Tro di’g nim . ol * ®)
T he perturbation due to H ° vanishes. In ) ' 11, are the wellknown eigen—
functions for one{electron atom s. T he integrations over the angular variables
in @) can be perform ed inm ediately and yield

mc r, ° a .
B, = T o 4 — +1e *° B8R P (6)
0 0
mcd r ¢
— L e T20.
EQl 48 ao ’ (7)
n ¢ a _ 2
E, = 2mé& = D g2 oy = ®)
do =h)

whereE; &) = Rll dye *¥ =y and a, isthe Bohrradiusdivided by Z . In order
to calculate the 2S5 2P Lamb shift corrections it isnow necessary to choose
the value of the cut{o . W hile in QED Lamb shift and ne structure ef-
fectsare cut{o Independent, the values ofthe correspondingM A corrections
Increase when decreases. This can be understood intuitively because the
electron nds iself in regions of higher electric eld at an aller values of r.
is a characterdistic length of the system . It m ust also represent a distance
from the nucleus that can be reached by the electron whose acceleration and
relative perturbations depend on the position attained. O nem ay tentatively
choose ag. Acocording to the wave functions involved, the probability
that the electron be at this distance rangesbetween 01 and 0:5. Sm allerval-
ues of lead to larger acoeleration corrections, but are reached w ith much
low er probabilities. T his is the case of the C om pton wavelength of the elec—
tron whose use asa cut{o istherefore ruled out in the present context. For
ay, Egs. (6){ §) give the corrections to the kevels 2S;2P and 1S Z = 1)



Bo 2296kHz, XK 3342kHz, B 325:45kH z, yielding the
Lamb shift comrection F = By By +1046kHz. The resuls are
sum m arized below [8].

a) 28 2P Lamb shift for Hydrogen. The m ost recent experin ental
and theoretical values of the classic Lamb shift are reported in Tabl I and
com pared w ith the theory with M A corrections. Thess am ountto E, above.
I, is the m s charge radius of the proton 9], Rd]. TheM A corrections are
in very good agreem ent w ith all experin ental results reported and the value
, = 0862fm . They also appear to be consistently in the right direction.
The coe cients of (6){ () are proportional to powers (Z ) ° from which it
follow s that the M A ocorrections are com parable in m agnitude w ith those
cbtained from perturbative QED up to order ’. Further in provem ents in
experin ental sensitivity m ight Indeed be able to distinguish between theM A
and QED ocontrlbutions. Unfortunately, higher experim ental precision seem s
di cukt to achieve because of the 100M H z natural Iinew idth ofthe 2P state.

b) 1S grwound state Lamb shift 1,5 in Hydrogen. M esearem ents of Lg
have recently becom e very precise by com parison of the 1S 25 resonance
w ith fourtin esthe frequenciesofthe2S 4S and 2S 4D two-photon transi-
tions. TheM A correctionsaregiven by Fy above. T he results are com pared
in Tablk II. The rst line repeats the results before 1992. E xperim ent and
theory were known to agree Within 0:IMHz) for r, = 0:805fm. The M A
corrections also agree within 02M Hz. M ore recently a discrepancy has ap—
peared betw een experin ent and theory w ith the adoption ofthem ore reliable
value r, = 0:862fm Increasing the theoretical estim ate to 8173:12 (6)M H z.
The agreem ent is In proved In this nstance by the M A corrections for the
choice of the new radiis. M ore recent experin ental and theoretical data
are com pared on the last three lines of Tablk II. The M A corrections would
restore by them sslves the agreem ent between experin ent and Q ED w ithout
two Joop corrections. H owever the agreem ent between experin ent and Q ED
In proves signi cantly when the two-loop corrections calculated by Pachucki
P81 are included in the theoretical estin ate and the M A corrections are ex—
clided. These Iattere ects shift the theoreticalestim ateby  0:3M H zbelow
the experim ental resuls. It is interesting to cbserve that the dom inant M A
correction, of order °©, is approxin ately of the sam e m agnitude of the two—
Joop correction oforder ’ which must therefore be considered astruly large.
W hilke the Pachucki calculation restores the agreem ent between theory and
experin ent forhydrogen, it upsets that ofthe2S 2P splitting ofH & P8§].



The M A contrbutions (@)-@) are particularly sensitive to the choice of
. For instance, a 10% increase In the value of <hifts upward the M A
correction from  325kH z to  230kH z, and im proves the agreem ent between
experin ent and M A theory considerably. T his is Jargely due to the presence
of a ground state wave function peak at r= ag.

c) Lamb shj_ﬁ:%Lls %Lzs + L,s In Hydrogen and D euterium . These are
m esearem ents of the L5 Lamb shift by direct com parison of the 1S 25
with the 2S 4S5 twophoton transitions. The M A corrections are deter—
m ined from §) and the corresponding hydrogenic eigeinfinctions and are
Lys = 254kHzand ;Lis  2Los + Lys =  55kH z. The results are com -
pared In Tablk III, where 1y, is the m s charge radius of the nuckus. The
agream ent betw een experin ent and theory is good for hydrogen and rem ains
good w ith the introduction ofM A . For deuterium the agream ent is still rea—
sonable because of uncertainties in the m easurem ent of charge and m atter
radii. The introduction ofM A lowers theoretical estin atesby 55K H z, which
is in the right direction. The M A estin ate based on the earlier calculation
Bd] still &lls w ithin the experin ental error of the m ost recent m easurem ent
e8).

d) Lis or Deuterium . The M A ocorrection is E;¢ and the resuls are
sum m arized in Table IV . T he agreem ent oftheM A theory w ith experin ent is
again better in the absence oftw o-Jdoop corrections. W hen these are included,
the theory falls short by approxin ately 270kH z.

e) Lamb shift2S 2P rH & . TheM A oorrections ishere + 0:527M H z.
The results are given in Tablk V . W hile the agream ent between experin ent
B4] and theory was good ( 10kH z) before the introduction of two-loop
corrections, the latter have introduced a discrepancy of  127M Hz iP8] to

1:190M H zﬂ3:3]. Them ethod ofm easurem ent used to cbtain theH & result
[32] has been recently veri ed by a paralkl high-precision m easurem ent of
the Lamb shift n H 33]. The discrepancy must be treated seriously and is
unresolved . The M A contrbutions reduce signi cantly the disagreem ent w ith
theory to  0:74MHzand  0:66M H z, respectively. If the H & experin ents
will con m the predictions of QED , then the Lamb shift m easurem ents in
hydrogen w ill determ ine the proton radius to w ithin a few percent 31].

In oconclusion, the agreem ent between M A ocorrections and experin ent
is at present very good for the 2S 2P Lamb shift In hydrogen ( 7kH z)
and com parable w ith the agreem ent of experin ents w ith standard Q ED w ith



and w ithout tw o-loop corrections. T he agreem ent is also good forthe %L 15
%Lzs + L, In Lamb shift In hydrogen and com parable, In som e instances,
w ith that between experinent and QED ( 30kH z). The corresponding M A
corrections for deuteriuim fare worse than the conventional theory, but no
worse than the disagreement ( 38kH z) between the two QED estim ates
considered. For the Lis case In deuteriim , the M A theory is worse (

270kH z) than the standard one in reproducing the experin entaldata when
two—-Joop corrections are Inclided, but better than QED alone when these
are excluded. T he latter statem ent also applies to the Ls shift In hydrogen.
Finally, the M A corrections in prove the agreem ent between experin ent and
theoryby 50% forthe2S 2P shiftin H &.W hik the two-Jloop corrections
have been independently con m ed by two groups B1], there seem s room
for in provem ent on the experin ental side regarding the sizes of proton and
of deuterium and the nuclei. At the same tin e new experin ents, now In
plnning stages R7], should resolve som e of the discrepancies now existing
between experin ent and QED and ultin ately provide stringent tests of the
M A theory.
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Tabl I.2S

2P Lamb shift for H ydrogen

E xperim ent T heory i MA

kH z) KH z) (fm ) kH z)
1057845 (9) 11 1057810 (4) (4)a P21 0.805(11) 105782046
1057851.4 (19) 3] 1057829 (4) (4)* 4] 0.862(12) 1057839.46
1057839 (12) 4] 1057838(6 [_25 0.862(12) 1057848.46
1057842 (12)° 4] 1057839 @) P71  0.862(12) 1057849.46

a: correction to order 2@ )°

b: two loop corrections,

2(Z

m
)°m

c: resul of Ref. 4] am ended to take into account a new value of



Tablk IT.L;s In Hydrogen

E xperim ent T heory i MA
MHz) MHz) (fm) MH2)
817282 (11) k91 8172.94(9) 4] 0805 8172615
8172.86 (6) [3d] 8172.97 30] 0805 8172.645

8172.654 (40) 311 0805 8172329

817312(6)Bd] 0862 8172.795

8172.874 (60) 8] 8173.097 (40)* pd] 0.862 8172.772
8172.802 (40)° 3] 0862 8172477

8172.827(51) B11 8172.802(30)°[31] 0862 8172477

a: w thout two-Joop corrections
b: wih twoJloop corrections



Tabl ITI. $L1s  2Lps + Lus
E xperin ent T heory Ten MA

M H z) M H z) (fm ) M H z)

H ydrogen
868.61 (3) 9] 868.64 (2) 0.805 868.585
868.66 (2) 0.862 868.605
868.630 (12) £51,Bd]  868.623(5) 0.862 868.568
868.656 0.862 868.601

D eutermuim
869.839(21)3d1  869.8624 3] 2115(6) Bd]  869.807
869.826 20) P41  869.8243P] 2115(6) Pq] 869.769




Table IV . L5 forD euterium .

E xperim ent T heory Toh
M H z) M H z) (fin )

MA
M Hz)

8184.00 (8) Bd] 8184.13(6)3d] 2115 8183.805
8183.807 (78) 81 8184.080 47)* Rg] 2115 8183.755

8183.785 (47)° P41

8183 .460

a: w thout two-Joop corrections
b: wih two-loop corrections
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TabkeV.2S 2P Lamb shift forH e
E xperim ent T heory MA
M Hz) M Hz) M Hz)
1404252 (16) [34] 1404251 (20)* 34] 14043.037

1404125°Rd1  14041.777
1404133°B31 14041857

a: w thout two—-Joop corrections
b: wih two-loop corrections
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