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A study is carried out of the vacuum polarization in a strong Coulomb field. Radiative corrections are
neglected. A perturbation calculation is avoided by making use of the explicit solutions of the Dirac equation
in a Coulomb field. The Laplace transform of the polarization charge density times #2 is found and used as
a basis for further study. It is proved to be an analytic function of the strength of the inducing charge.
It is verified that the first-order term in a power series expansion in the strength of the inducing charge just
corresponds to the Uehling potential. The third-order term is studied in some detail. The leading term in
the polarization potential close to the inducing charge and the space integral of the induced potential
divided by  are found to all orders in the strength of the inducing charge. Ambiguities are handled by a

method corresponding to regularization.

Some experimental applications are considered. The corrections to the Uehling term in these cases are

found to be small.

I. INTRODUCTION

ECENT measurements of energy level differences

in mu-mesonic atoms have raised the question as

to whether quantum electrodynamical corrections to

these level separations are of observable magnitude.!~$

It is expected that the main quantum electrodynamical

effect on the levels in mu-mesonic atoms would be the

effect of vacuum polarization, arising from the coupling

of the electron-positron field to the Coulomb field of
the nucleus.?

Likewise quantum electrodynamical corrections to
the x-ray fine structure separations in heavy elements
may be of observable magnitude. In this latter case,
vacuum polarization can be expected to be important,
although it is not the only quantum electrodynamical
effect expected to play a role.”8

The phenomenon of vacuum polarization in an
external field, to first order in a power series expansion
in the strength of the inducing field, has been discussed
previously.®!® Furthermore, in the case of a constant
external field, it has been discussed to all orders in the
strength of the inducing field.!*"'2 For the case in which
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the inducing charge is a point charge, the first-order
potential will be referred to as the Uehling potential. It
is well known that it gives rise to a measurable con-
tribution to the Lamb shift in hydrogen. The effect of
the Uehling potential on the x-ray fine structure
separation and on the levels in mu-mesonic atoms has
also been considered.??5:.6.8 Tt may here be remarked
that the Uehling potential falls off exponentially at
large distances from the inducing charge, and behaves
as (Inr)/7 at small distances.

The Uehling potential is the leading term in a per-
turbation expansion in which aZ is treated as a small
expansion parameter. (@ is the fine structure constant,
and Z is the magnitude of the inducing charge, in units
of the elementary charge.) The use of the first-order
term only when considering the effects of vacuum
polarization on hydrogen levels can thus be expected
to be a very good approximation. This may not be the
case when one considers mu-mesonic atoms or x-ray
fine structure in heavy elements, since aZ is then of
order unity. It is thus of interest to consider higher
order effects.

With this in mind, we have undertaken a study of the
vacuum polarization in a strong Coulomb field. We
avoid a perturbation expansion by making use of the
explicit solutions of the Dirac equation in a Coulomb
field. Radiative corrections are neglected.

We first consider the general expression for the
induced charge density and we show how the sum over
states representing the charge density may be broken
up into partial sums referring to different angular
momenta. We next show how these partial sums may be
expressed in terms of a contour integral of the Green’s
functions of the radial Dirac equations. The Green’s
functions are explicitly constructed, and their relevant
propertles discussed. Some further dlscussmn is given
in Appendix I.

The Laplace transform of the polarization charge
density times 72 is found and discussed. The expression
is regulated and renormalized, and shown (in Appendix
II), to be an analytic function of aZ inside the circle

843



844 E.

F1e. 1. Feynman diagram for
the polarization potential using a
Coulomb field interaction repre-
sentation.

|aZ| =1. The first-order term is extracted and shown
to correspond to the Uehling term. The third-order
term is discussed in some detail, and likewise the be-
havior of the polarization potential close to the origin
is discussed. Except for the Uehling term, the charge
renormalization turns out to be finite up to aZ=1.

Higher-than-first-order vacuum polarization effects
on the energy levels of mu-mesonic atoms are con-
sidered and found to be small.

We also study vacuum polarization effects on the
x-ray fine structure separation, arising from the first-
and third-order terms.

The contribution to the Lamb shift in hydrogen from
third-order vacuum polarization is found to be neg-
ligible.

In Appendix III, the asymptotic behavior of the
polarization potential is discussed briefly from the
standpoint of the Euler-Heisenberg Hamiltonian.

In Appendix IV, some summation formulas are
derived.

II. EXPRESSION OF THE POLARIZATION CHARGE
DENSITY AS A SUM OF CONTRIBUTIONS FROM
DIFFERENT ANGULAR MOMENTUM STATES

We are interested in the vacuum expectation value
of the current operator;

Ju=%e{vac| by p— 7| vac), ¢Y)

where —e is the charge of the electron, in the presence
of a Coulomb field arising from a point charge of mag-
nitude eZ located at the origin r=0.

Only the timelike component of (1) is different from
zero, and we may thus write the induced charge density;

p(r)=%e 2 ¢ trace@ (n¥*(r)),
—3e 2 trace@(ny*(r)), (2)

where y(r) is the solution to the time-independent
Dirac equation in a Coulomb field, and (+) indicates
a sum over all positive energy states (=electron states),
and (—) indicates a sum over all negative energy states
(=positron states), as defined by the Coulomb field.
This charge density gives rise to an electrostatic
potential, Vp(r), which may be represented by the
Feynman diagram in Fig. 1, using an interaction repre-
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sentation based on the solutions to the Dirac equation
in the Coulomb field.

The sum (2) is divergent as it stands. In the course
of our study we shall try to give a more proper defi-
nition and to separate the physically meaningful
quantities from meaningless infinities.

We study the Dirac equation in the Coulomb field,
and consider simultaneous eigenstates to K, J, and the
Hamiltonian.®® K has all nonzero integers as eigenvalues,
and J, has the eigenvalues;

m=—k|+5; —|k|+3; -5 | k]| =3 3)

We are then led to radial equations which we write in

the form
(Dst2)[w(x)]=0, 4)
where
0% d k
() x  dx x
D)= R
[d Y
dx %

[w(x)]=[wi(x); w2(2)],
y=aZ=e"Z/4reokc,
x=r(moc/h),
z=E/mqc?

(E is here the energy).
The complete solutions can be written in terms of
the radial eigenfunctions, and spherical harmonics as

(s 9= — - )[Hm-%]%v -10; )
Yi(km; r)= xl—k—[*wlx . 1k—31—3 ;)

(o )= — )[k_m_% P
‘l/2 s I)= ;7’01 X 2%—1 ] |k—31—3% ) ¢);

- (5)

(km; r)z__k_iw (x)[w] Yikrs—s™40; o)

‘p3 ) !k[ x 2 241 |k+31—3 y @)y
ktm+3

:
] Yiern—m40; o).

1
(o 1) =y (3)| 2
Valkm; 1) ;w(x)[ o

The labels % and z are suppressed in w; and w,. Using
addition theorems for spherical harmonics, we find

i trace(y (km; t)y* (km; 1))

m=—]

SR SCHLACE)

2| k|

> w@wt@, G=|k—-1) ©)

m v=1

81, I. Schiff, Quanium Mechanics (McGraw-Hill Book Com-
pany, Inc., New York, 1949), first edition.
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so that
()= Loe() +0-4(0)], )
with

e2|k| 1 fmec
o)
2 4r

X[ o {wi(®)wr* (%) +wa(x)ws* (%) }
—2 o fwi(@)w* (%) +wa(x)we*(x)} ],  (8)

where [w(x)] are solutions to the radial equation (4)
for a given %, and given E, and with appropriate nor-
malization. (+) and (—) indicate respectively sum-
mations over positive and negative energy eigenstates
to the radial equation. After the summation over m the
spherical symmetry of the induced charge density is
apparent.

We shall now focus our attention on the radial equa-
tion (4) and for convenience we shall suppress the
index % from the solutions in the next paragraph, as we
have done so far.

III. EXPRESSION OF THE SUMMATION OVER THE
RADIAL EIGENSTATES AS A CONTOUR INTEGRAL
OF THE RADIAL GREEN’S FUNCTION

Let 0 <y <1. The boundary conditions,

(@) [w] finite at =0,

9
(6) [w] bounded at infinity, ©

define the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of the radial
equation (4). Let z be any complex number, nof an
eigenvalue to (4). We may then construct a Green’s
function, K, to the radial equation in the form of a
bilinear sum;

wu(%1; w,* (2 €)
K#V(xlyxz; Z) = )
(e) Z—e€

(10)

where the sum is over all eigenvalues e. This Green’s
function has the property (provided [w] is properly
normalized) ;

(3)11+Z)(K(x1XQ; z))=6(x,——x2). (11)
§
Z - plone
< < [
] +1 "‘l' """
PIR) E(R)

Fic. 2. Contours used in connection with the contour integral
representation of the sum over the energy states,
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Fi1c. 3. Special contours used in the discussion of the contour
integral representation of the sum over the energy states.

The Green’s function is an analytic function of sz,
except possibly at the location of the eigenvalues. The
set of eigenvalues consists of a point set on the real
z-axis, between 0 and 1, and with z=1 as a point of
accumulation, and of the half-lines

z=1 and z=1. (12)

Let us introduce cuts in the z-plane along the half-
lines defined by (12). It will be found that the Green’s
function has simple poles at the discrete eigenvalues
and branch points at z=1 and z=—1, and that it is
otherwise a single-valued analytic function in the cut
plane.

Let us consider the contours E(R) and P(R) in the
cut z-plane. (See Fig. 2.) E(R) is a simple curve, starting
at the point +R+0:, ending at the point +R—0i,
which encircles all the discrete eigenvalues precisely
once. P(R) is a simple curve, starting at the point
— R—01¢, ending at the point —R-0:¢, which encircles
none of the discrete eigenvalues.

After the introductory remarks on the Green’s
function as defined by (10), it is apparent that the sum
over states in (8) that we are interested in can be
represented by:

2 {wi(w)wr*(2) +wa(x)ws*(x)}

(exy Y
-2 {wl(x)wl*(x)+w2(x)w2*(x)}
R
1
= dz trace(K (x,x; 2))
2w E(R’)
1
_— dz trace(K (x,x; 2)) (13)
27

P(R)

in the limit R’, R— . This limit will exist only after
some regularization process has been performed.

In view of the analyticity of the Green’s function, we
may deform the contours E(R’) and P(R). In particular,
we consider the contours C1(R), C2(R), C3(R), C4(R),
I(R), Li(R; R’) and Ly(R; R') shown in Fig. 3.
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Thus
f dz-K=— dz~K——f dz-K~f dz-K
E(R') I(R) C1(R) C4(R)

‘/;1(3; R’)

f dz- K= dz- K+ dz- K+
P(R) I(R) C2(R)

dz-K— dz-K,

L:(R; R")

(14)

dz-K.

C3(R)

This is a convenient set of contours, since it will turn
out that the physically meaningful contribution will
appear as an integral along the contour /(R), while the
ambiguities are connected with the other contours.
Upon regularization of the expression for the charge
density, and passing to the limit R—w and R'—x,
only the integral along the imaginary z-axis will con-
tribute.

0 (22— 1O (213 2)wi @ (23 2) 5
(K(xl,xz;z))=_(x___f_).(w (21; 2)w1 @ (x2; 2)

K(3) we @ (21; 2)w1® (%25 2)

0(961—562)

K(2)

The diagonal elements of K are continuous functions
of x; and x.; the nondiagonal elements have a finite
step-discontinuity at x;=x,. It is apparent that

(Dart2) - (K (21,025 2)) =8 (11— 2),

so that we have indeed found another expression for the
Green’s function. This construction is very similar in
principle to the construction of a Green’s function for
an ordinary second order linear differential equation.!

The solutions [w®] and [w®7] can be expressed in
terms of the functions defined below. We define single
valued functions in the cut plane:

(z+1F by (z+1ho=1;

(18)

(z—1F by (z—1ho=1; (19)
(22— 1)¥=(z+1)i—1)4L
Thus
Im{ (s>—1)}} =0.
Let
s= (=)}
a=s—1yz/ (*—1)},
b=2s+1, (20)

N=k—1iy/(Z—1)%
We will use the following confluent hypergeometric

4 R. Courant and D. Hilbert, Methoden der Mathematischen
Plysik (Verlag Julius Springer, Berlin, 1931), Part I.
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The utility of (13) is a consequence of the fact that
there exists an alternative expression for the Green’s
function in terms of the regular and irregular solutions
to (4) for z not an eigenvalue, so that the summation
over states in (10) can be avoided. Thus: For z not an
eigenvalue, we construct two linearly independent
solutions [w® (x;2)] and [w® (x;2)] to (4), by re-
quiring that [%w®7] be finite at the origin and [w®]
bounded at infinity. Let

K@) =w,® (x; 2)u1 @ (x; 2)— 01D (x5 2)w. @ (x; 2); (15)

then
(8/0x)K (2)=0,

and K (2) 20, if z is not an eigenvalue. Let

(16)

+1 if x>0
6(x)=<+3 ifx=0
0 ifx<0.

Let

w1 D (w15 5)we® (25 2)
we D (015 2)we® (225 2)

( w1® (215 w1 ® (25 2) ;

w1 @ (%1 2)w, D (225 2) ) o

we® (w1; 2)w1 @ (25 2) ;. we® (215 2)wo® (%25 2)

functions:

= T'(p+n)L (gt

F(p,q; )=y ———— 21
&= o @v
T'(p+1—g)T'(g)
G(ﬁ;q;t)Et‘”qwg—qF(PH—q;Z—q;t),
T'(2—q)T'(p)
(22)
H(p;q;)=F(p;q;0)—G(p;q;1), (23)

where
arg (=9 = (1—gq) argt.

For some of the properties of these functions, see Ap-
pendix I. We note here the integral representations

F(p;q;t)
I'(g)

TT(T(—7)

valid when

1
fdxe“x”—l(l-—-x)r"“l, (24)
0

Re{p}>0, Re{q—p}>0;
and

H(p;q;)
_ 1“(17+1—q>e
r(pr(l—gq)

where — 37 <argf<im, valid when Re{p} >0, and ¢ not
a positive integer. For further discussion, see Appendix I.

‘f dxe~*txar 1 (x—1)7"1  (25)
1
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Having made these definitions, we are able to deter-
mine [w®] and [w®7] in terms of the confluent hyper-
geometric functions, by examining the behavior of F
and G at the origin and at infinity, The variables x; and
x2 are real and non-negative, and by (19) we may
write

—ir Sarg{—i-2(z>— 1)} =i, (26)
and thus get
w1 D (x; 2) =1(z— 1) 22 (22— 1)} exp[ix (22— 1)*]
X{NF(a; b; —2ix(2—1)%)
+aF(a+1;b; —2ix(22— 1))},
w, O (x5 2) = (24 1) 22(22— 1) ¥ ] exp[ix (22— 1)*]
X{NF(a; b; —2ix(2—1)%)
_ B — 2 (2— 1)
aF(a+1;b; —2ix(z2—1)%)}, 1)

w1 ® (x; 2) =4 (z— 1)3 2x(22— 1)} ] exp[in (22— 1)1]
X{N-H(a;b; —2ix(z2—1)3)
+aH (a+1;b; —2ix(2— 1))},

we® (x; 2) = (z4+1)} 22(22— 1)} ] exp[1x (22— 1)¥]
X{AH (a;b; —2ix(z2—1)%)
—aH(a+1; b; —2iz(2—1)h)}.

Thus, (a+1—B)T'(b) b

T'(a+1-5)T i

= o * T exp( —).
K(z)=4s\(22—1) T2_r @ e p( . ) (28)

The last result is best obtained by letting x become very
small in the solutions (27), and using (16).

Using (27) and (28) and the definition (17), we may
construct the Green’s functions explicitly in terms of
the confluent hypergeometric functions. By examining
the Green’s function we may establish that (see Ap-
pendix I for some details):

(a) The Green’s function has simple poles at the
discrete eigenvalues. These, of course, lie on the real
z-axis between z=0 and z=1.

(b) With the exception of the poles, the Green’s
function is a single-valued analytic function of z in the
cut z-plane.

(¢) The Green’s function has branch points at z=1
and at z=—1.

(@) With %, (or xs) fixed and finite, and z in the cut
plane, not at a pole, the Green’s function considered as
a function of x, (or #1) is finite at the origin, and bounded
at infinity.

—2i

Dk(x§ z): (22_1)%
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[—2ix (22— 1)1 f dg f dnexp{—-Zix(zZ—l)%(s—n)}{
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We discuss in Appendix I how various propagation
functions may be defined in terms of contour integrals
of the Green’s function, and how these can be used to
solve the time-dependent radial equation.

IV. THE LAPLACE TRANSFORM OF THE TRACE OF
THE GREEN’S FUNCTION WHEN x;=x,=x

Using the results of the preceding section, we find:
Dy (x; 3)=trace(K(x,%; 2)+K_i(x,2; 2))
CT(@r(1=b) [—2ix(z2—1)t]
1I‘ ®)Tr(e+1-0) (2—1)8
Xexp{2ix(2—1)%}

v a2
X{ — 1)%[F(a; b; —2ix(22— 1))

XH(a;b; —2ix(z2—1)?)

+ Fla+1;b; —2ix(s2—1)%)

1+a—b
XH(a+1;0; —2ix(z2-—1)*)]
+az[F(a; b; —2ix(z2—1)%)
XH(a+1;b; —2ix(22— 1))
+F(a+1;b; —2ix(z2—1)})
XH(a;b;—Zix(ﬁ—l)*)]}. (29)
Let

Ei(p; —iz)=f e P*Dy(x; 2)dx. (30)
0

This Laplace transform exists everywhere in the cut
plane when z is not at a pole of K.
We denote:

u=ip/2(2—1)}, (31)

O=[1—1J/[1+uw][1+1(u—1)], (32)
vz [1—][14ut]

e m{ [1+¢(u—1)] } (33)

Using the integral representations (24) and (25), we
get

i'yl'

@— DT (@)T (60— 0a)

X Ea—l (17 _ 1)a—lnb—a—1 (1 — E) b—a—1 Lr

e+ 1) (p—a—1)

Ea(n —_ 1)a17b—-a——-2 (1 —_ E)b—a—ﬂ]

(a4+1-0)
Z[I‘ (@) (b—a)

£a~—1 (1 — 5) b—a—lnb—a—Z (17 _— l)a iL

ka1 — b—a—2,,b—a—1(,, a—1
L Vo] | D
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whence
r) r)
Ek ;__ For) o= a—1 — EYo—a—1,,b—a—1 0y a—1+
; —ir)= z—lf >£ {(22 1)’}lI‘(a)I‘(b a)g (1= ! =1 T'(e+1)Ir'(b—a—1)
Xga’.(l__g)b—a—2 b—a—-Z( _1)aJ+z[ ar(b) )-a(l__g)b—a—? b—-a—l( _l)a-l
T T(a+ DT (b—a—1) T
(a+1_b)F(b) ~1(1 — &\o—a—1,0—a—2(, __ 1\a — &0
oy £ty |G
_ ! f“’ dnl o[ o r=1) N 7 (n—1)° ]
a1, @l futn P Tutn—1F CotnPluto— 137

[ an’~ " (p—1)** (a+1—b)n*~ “‘2(71-1)“”
+3 F
Cutn o Lutn—17+  [utnPfutn—1]
fldl( Ty I’ [1—¢]t | [1—¢Te ]
o L@ +u- (1t tu— 1T [1+u 14t (u—1)JoH
[ a[1—¢] . (a+1-0)[1—t] ]]
4 T
(4wt o1+t (u— 1) T (14wt P [1+t(u—1)T

22—1

with t=1/9. Thus

E(-')—lfld“ .{hl T ]
A B A F o [ I R e awr

a (a+1 b) ‘
] b
(=144 (u— 1)] [14ut] )

V. DIVERGENCE DIFFICULTIES AND 1
REGULARIZATION OF THE E)(p; —iz)= f le
LAPLACE TRANSFORM 2—1J, (22—1)}
According to our earlier considerations, we should 1 1 vg
now perform the contour integrations of (35) in ac- [ ]
cordance with (13) and pass to the limit, and finally [l—t][l-i—ut] [l—l-t(u D] (E—-1)t

sum the result over % as indicated by (8). We should

then get an expression for the Laplace transform of the 1 | 1

. o . . . X |

induced charge density times 72 By inspection of (35), [1—014+ut] [1+tu—1)]
however, it is seen that the result would diverge. In

addition, delicate considerations would arise as to 72 1
what order should be followed in the integrations and +2k[ —ig+ig —EI; Q][[l— Mi-+1(u—1)]
summations. In our opinion, the theory does not give "
any answer to such questions. 1 iya? 1

To deal with this situation, we will proceed as follows: - ]— - g][
We first sum E; over % in accordance with (8). We then (14w]) (2~ 1)* (1—¢Jl1+t(u—1)]
carry out the integration over { (which will give an
infinite term in first order in ). We finally carry out the ] } (37)
contour integrations over z and at the same time we [14ut]
will remove ambiguities by a regularization process.

For convenience, we shall first remove what will be The expression (37) arises from the first three terms

shown to be the Uehling term from our expression. We ~in a power series expansion of (35) in v. Let
write

Ei(p; —is)=Ey (p; —iz)+Ey" (p; —i2), (36) W(p; —i)=2 RE" (p; —1z). (38)
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Let 0<e<3 and 0<6<3.

W' (p; —iz;€;0)= dtZkQ"

1—8
2—1J, k=1 {(22 1)t

L 1
L _1g][[1——t][1+ut] ' [H—t(u—l)]]

+zk[ —ig—3%g _2”:;1 ][[1_t][1j—t(u~1)]

1y5?

1
_[1—I—ut]]_ @—1)h

[1—ig]

X[[l—il-ul:]%[l—t][l—ll—t(u— 1)]] I - 39

It may be shown (see Appendix II) that for # finite,
the order of summation over & and integration over ¢
may be reversed in (38). The expression (38) is thus
consistent with our program, and it is also gratifying
to see that the ambiguity concerning the order of in-
tegration and summation exists only for E;'.

The expression (39) is a polynomial of second degree
in . Let us write this explicitly as

W' (p; —iz; €5 8)=W O (p; —iz; €; 8)
FYW O (p; —iz; €5 8)+v* WP (p; —iz; €; 8).

Consider the coefficients of the even powers. When
integrated over the contour 7(R), the integrals will
vanish. The only possible contribution actually comes
from the contours Z;(R:R’) and Ls(R:R’), and so is
dependent on the way we pass to the limit in the contour
integration. We will set these terms equal to zero. It is
also clear that the induced charge must change sign
when the inducing charge does, and therefore even
powers of v cannot occur in our result. Evaluating
WO, we get

(40)

W®(p; —iz; €; 0)

Z { 1 [1 3 +1 1
—(z2 1)% 202 2] du  2(14u)

~A()-almee]

+0(e+0(), (41)
W®(p; —iz; €; 0)
1 izt i
=[l+u 1][3(%—1)5/2*2(%—1)%}
+A(p; —1z;€;0), (42)

IN STRONG COULOMB FIELD
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A(p; —i3; €;0)
it

ln(1+u)] +3 @

] [ by
- 9zl 3u? (ZZ— 1)% p=const

1 1 1 1 13
ettt
uw ] (F—1I 2 24 2

! 0 05 43
7«7@)]*’ (94+00). (43)

— 1)

1
+—2

The first sum in (42) is independent of € and 6. Inte-
grated around the contours and passing to the limit R,
R'— o, the only contribution comes from the integral
along the imaginary z-axis. Let =1y in this integration.
Finding the inverse Laplace transform, we thus get for
the induced charge density and the potential, to first

order in v,
vV (1>(r)“47r€07(37r) f [2523_;_‘_12;23
Ccr
xep| - 0ra ], @)
o= () o

Xesp| —— oot a@s)

In the expression for the charge density the infinite
point charge at the origin, required to effect charge
renormalization, has been omitted. The potential (44)
is precisely the Uehling potential.

The contribution from the term A4 in (43) we set
equal to zero. Its actual value depends on the way we
perform the limiting process for the contour. We see
that it is of the form

60+62 (1/P>2:

or, inding the inverse Laplace transform, this corre-
sponds to a charge density

co (1/7)%(r)+c’ (1/7).

Such terms in the charge density vanish upon regulari-
zation, which is easily seen from a study of the dimen-
sions of the coefficients.!®

We now study W' (p; —iz) and write

W (p; —iz)=W"(p; —iz)—v*W® (p; —iz),

15W Pauli and F. Villars, Rev. Modern Phys. 21, 434 (1949).
¢o’ has the dimension of a charge and is therefore mdependent of
the pair field mass, while ¢y, having the dimension of charge
divided by an area must be proportional to the square of the
mass. In the notation of Pauli and Villars, the conditions
So(x)dx=0, Sp(x)x2dx=0, remove these terms.

(46)
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where

VW (p; —iz)

3 1 ldtikgk{ iy |' 1
2—1dy = | (@— D[+ u][1~1]

el )

+kz[ ! ! ]

=04+ t(w—1)] [14ut]

X[i +i 721 +i v?
PR Eﬁg]_

1yz?

(1)}

[ 1 ot
X (1= 1+tu—1)] [1+ut]]

L ue-te]} w)

This expression arises from the third power of vy in a
power series expansion in y of E" in (36).

Let us define the function y(2; x), when |#| <1, by
the power series:

n

® %

n=1 9y

(48)
and let {(x) denote the Riemann zeta function. We
carry out the integration over ¢ in (47) and get
WO (p; —id) =W (p; —iz)—Fi(2— 1)
472 —1522+6 w2 21nu
[ | | @
3(z2—1)2 6(z2—1) (2—1)?

where

2%(2—1)W® @ ; —12)

-——-————{éln3(1+u)+21//(2,u2) In(1—u)
(B2—1)2313

2 7 v dx
—{-—u3———[ln(1—u2)+u2]+2f — In?(1—a?)
3 3 0o X

u

1+u
— Z[In (1—u?) ln—1——+2u3] Inu ]

2 1+u
+———{ ¥ (2,u) ln—l——— 24*

(22—1)u? u
[ 14u
—g[lnl —-2u]+u In2(1+u)+3up (2,u%)
—u

AND N. M. KROLL

1 prdx 1+«
+5f —In(1—4?) In—
0

x . 1—x
1 14u 1+u
— [— In>—-+u ln————4u2] lnu}
2 1—u 1—u
ZZ

2
- <1+u>¢<z,u2>~u2<1~u2>+7;—u3

14u
-—Z[In(l——uz)—--uln—1 +3u2(1—u2)] lnu}
—u

1
—m{ (1—u)y(2,u)

2

— (132, —u>—2u<1—u2>—%2(1+u>

1+u
—-[ln1 +u1n(1—u2)—2u(1-—u2)] lnu}. (50)

—u

The expression W® is a continuous function of # for
positive #%. It further satisfies the relation

[W®(p; —iz)| <ci|u/(@—1)}]

for some ¢, if 0Su=<1. We thus see that W® inte-
grated over the contours C1, Cs, Cs, Cs, L1, Ly vanishes
in the limit R, R'—sw . We shall call W® the “regulated
W® ” and in general denote regulated functions by a
bar. On the other hand, the bracketed expression in
(49) gives a contribution to the contour integral
depending on the manner in which we go to the limit.
The result would be of the form

kit+ko h’lp

Both these terms can be removed by regularization.'®

The remaining terms, W'’(p; —iz), can be handled
in exactly the same way. In this case only the integral
along the imaginary axis of this function contributes
to the contour integral for the charge density, and the
contribution is finite for all 4. To renormalize the charge
it is necessary to remove a term constant in p; the
remainder, denoted by W'’ (p; —iz), then vanishes at
p=0. We have further proved that the integral of W'’
is an analytic function of v in the region |v| <1 (see
Appendix IT).

16 This corresponds to a charge density of the form: ki/8(r)/(r?)
—+%5’(1/7%). This has, of course, no very precise meaning, since in’
order that the Laplace transform “exist” it is necessary that &/
be infinite.
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VI. FURTHER STUDY OF THE RENORMALIZED
LAPLACE TRANSFORM

By the results of the preceding section, and of Ap-
pendix II, a power series expansion in vy can be carried
out. The radius of convergence is |y|=1, and only odd
powers of v will occur. Let us denote

(@)= f dnerep()a?, (51)
($)= >;0 yerHg@rD (), (52)
7 — _ 1 A3 (3)
" (p)=q(p)—vg® (p)—*¢® (p), 53)
¢ (D)=q(®)—vqV(p).
We thus have
qw(p)——v—( ) WO (p;9),  (54)
e (me\? e T g
g <p>=——;;(—h—) / B 6

The induced charge gives rise to an electrostatic poten-
tial Vp(r), according to

1 i 1 p*
Vel)=—— [ ptpidut— [ ptwudn. (56)
7€) vV € vV,
We also define
Ulp)= f Vo(r)e P2xdx, r= (h/moc)x, (57)
0
and get (using Poisson’s equation)
U= ( ) f O AC)
moc/ €9 P

From this we may find the Laplace transform of positive
integral powers of x times the polarization potential by
a differentiation with respect to p.

We expand (50) in powers of p, and carry out the
integration over y. Using (54), we thus have

roo=r=(" VO[5
HGIERHEOI0
L G

*mﬂ-ﬁJﬁ- ®® }

S5u? 13]
72 24

(59)
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converging when 0 Sp <2, or

q<3><p>=~—( ){ (0.112879) (5/2)

+(0.170044) (p/2)*— (0.274793) (p/2)?

—(0.118519) (p/2)* Inp
+(0.303301) (p/2)*+0(p%)}. (59)

The term proportional to p*Inp is not unexpected.
It gives rise to the leading term in the third-order
charge and potential at large distances:

" ( : )( : )4
4qreqr \ 2257/ \mocr ’
e
4r® 2251r Mmocr

(as 7—). The same term can be derived from the
Euler-Heisenberg Lagrangian. (See Appendix III.'7)
For large p, we get ‘

Vp®(r) ~—

(60)

We now return to W'’ (p; ). After an integration by
parts with respect to #, we may write it in the form

W (53 9)
_ fl d‘[l—t][l—l—ut]-{-[l—{-t(u—l)]
[1+yT s D=0+ u—1)]

& row-o(s-arse)]

2yy? fl dt
[y o [14u]i

{ [kQ® cosg

(1457t

vy

—Q¥(k—3kg*—3v? InQ) ]— [ksQ¢ sing

— (Kg— k¢ — 3ky’g InQ— 5v7g) 0% } +N (). (62)

A" (y) is determined so that, identically in y,

lim W (p; y)=0. (63)

17 The discussion in Appendix III implies p””’(r) falls off faster
than (1/77) so that (60) indeed gives the leading term in the
charge density at large distances. Since the Uehling term will be
seen to dominate at small distances, one notes that the induced
charge densities at large and small distances are always of op-
posite sign.
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We find (see Appendix II) The f’s are terms added to remove the (diverging)
terms to first and third order in .

N (y) = v > { N 1___7_2_ » For small y, we may expand
(14920 b=t L2y 1497 T 26 [ 9 o )] e fmoc\®
+ vy } 2y i i apq ¢ (p.-—-())_‘; h) "
R4y 1 [14y" ] n=t k= ,,7 19
—f( )”'?(3)—!-‘“?( ) |+ *S“(b)
{ (n+s)k k ¥? 32
(n45) 149211 n+k  2(n+k)?

——s‘( )——r(é)]JrO(vg) - W)

72ky2 }
— . (64
(n+E)*(1+1?) © X {v5(0.015191)4+7(0.007127) 0 (v")}.  (67)

We may also find the limit of the integral of (62) with For |y| £1, we may write
respect to y, when p goes to infinity. The result is (see

Appendix II) [i 7" ( p):l & (T)s
- ap w=0 4T\ 7%
lim q”'(ﬁ)——— ) Xy5[0.015191]F1(v?). (68)
1 The function F, is shown on the graph in Fig. 4.
L Y Y
X ’ -2 Z k[tan_l(') - _:;] VII. POLARIZATION POTENTIAL AT SMALL
k=l s/ k Gk DISTANCES. CORRECTIONS TO ENERGY
LEVELS IN MU-MESONIC ATOMS
i i Ykn vkn
+4 [ - We return to the question of the polarization charge
n=t k=il (ns)* o (k) at the origin. We combine (61) and (65) and write
2 - 1( ¥ )+ vk ) (h)sl R (
- —k tan— 0Q'=4mr| — ) lim [v3¢® (p)+¢ . 69
Y wts) ot Q o) mLre p)+4¢" ()] )
ky? ' o ]} (65) Expanding for small v, we get
3(ntk)p 2(ntk)

e 2 7 3 1
e R Ol T8 BTN e
The fact that this limit is finite corresponds to the ™ 3 9 6 20 4
presence of a point charge at the origin, just as in the 27 2
case of ¢ (9). G IOR=GORON
¢""’(p) can be expanded in powers of p, for small p, 5 3
and expressions analogous to (65) obtained for each

: : : 34 2 13
coefficient. We have carried out the calculation for the o Soimy -~
lowest terms only, obtaining T [21«5)_!_3;(7) (18+24)§(6)+12§(5)
4 e fmoc\® 1 5
o] -5(%) om @@ |rom], o)
ap w=0) 4m\ 7 4 2
or
x{ 30 [ k[ +2ns] 30" =2 — e{7*(0.020940) 4+~ (0.007121) Fo(y?)}.  (71)
k=t =il (n+ )2+ + (n+s5)[ (n+s)*+7* ] The function Fy has been rather roughly evaluated
2k (nts) numerically and is represented graphically in Fig. 4.
B n+s Fup® =2 fnk(z)} For small v, we have [from (70)]
(n+s5)+L(n+s5)*+v*] Fo(v?)214++2(0.5183)+0 (v4). (72)
= 1 v’ k ks 8Q’ represents the part of the higher-than-first-order
T2 |k s—k +:2_k ——Z(k +s)— (k+5) polarization charge which is located at the origin. Since

the total polarization charge (to higher than first order)
— [ ® — 2 fk“’] } (66) vanishes; —6Q" is the part of the higher-than-first-order
polarization charge located outside the origin. Thus, for
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| /)

(o] 0.5 1.0

7!

Fic. 4. The functions Fo(y%) and Fi(y?) defined in the text in
connection with the polarization potential near the inducing
charge and the space integral of the polarization potential divided
by .

r small compared to the mean radius of the outside
charge distribution, we get for the higher-than-first-
order potential

Ve (r)=Vp(r)—yVpP (r)=26Q'/ (4reer).  (73)

A mean radius, 7¢’, for the charge distribution outside
the origin may be defined by

rp’=47rf r3p’(r)dr/—5Q'
0
g <] 7 o\*
~tim=[ S )+ ) i) /-0
=0 1 9p ap MoC

7 \[1+72(0.2692) F1(v?)
=(0.8579)( — '
=(085 9)(moc)[1+72(0.3401)F0(’Y2)] "

The mean radius is thus about equal to the Compton
wavelength of the electron. It is also interesting to note
that the mean radius does not change much in the
range:

0=y=1

We use (73) to estimate the displacement of energy
levels in mesonic atoms, due to higher than first order
terms in the vacuum polarization.

We use Schrodinger wave functions for a pure
Coulomb field to describe the meson, and assume that
Z is sufficiently high, and the principal quantum
number sufficiently small, so that the meson is well
inside the mean radius (74). We thus find the leading
term in the displacement, AE,’, simply as the expecta-
tion value of the potential Vp'(r). Let E, denote the
unperturbed energy. Then

AE, =(n| Ve (r)|n),
AE,') Eno2—2-80"/ Ze=2a{7*(0.020940)

+4(0.007121)Fo(v?)}.  (75)
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Thus, for uranium, Z=92:
AE,//E,=21.6X10~*

For low Z, the approximation (75), while not so well
justified, is almost certainly an upper limit. The con-
tribution is then particularly small due to the smallness
of ¥.

In this estimate, we have ignored the effect of the
finite nuclear size. Nevertheless, we are confident that
(75) gives a good picture of the order of magnitude
involved. Our conclusion is thus that with present day
experimental accuracy, level displacements in mesonic
atoms, due to vacuum polarization in higher order than
the first, are not detectable.

The effect of the Uehling potential (44) on level dis-
placements in mesonic atoms has been considered
elsewhere.?#5.6 In this case, the effect must be con-
sidered susceptible to measurements. In some recent
measurements® on x-rays from mesonic atoms, for the
purpose of obtaining a value for the mass of the mu-
meson, there is indeed some indication that the effect
of vacuum polarization has to be considered in the inter-
pretation of the results for consistency with other mass
determinations. In the case of the first-order term, it is
also easy to extend the result to the case of a nucleus of
finite size.®

VIII. EFFECT OF VACUUM POLARIZATION ON X-RAY
FINE STRUCTURE. THIRD-ORDER CONTRIBUTION
TO THE LAMB SHIFT IN HYDROGEN

We consider the effect of vacuum polarization on the
x-ray fine structure separation in heavy elements, in
particular the 2p3—2p;s separation. Our interest in this
question derives from attempts that have been made to
infer something about the nuclear size from an analysis
of measured separations.

Schawlow and Townes”!® have pointed out the
existence of a systematic deviation of the experimental
separation from the theoretical prediction, which varies
rapidly with Z. They demonstrate that such an effect
could be attributed to short range departures from the
Coulomb interaction. An attempt to attribute the
effect entirely to the finite size of the nucleus leads to a
nuclear radius considerably larger than that obtained
from other experiments. It is clear that quantum elec-
trodynamical modifications of the Coulomb interaction
will also contribute to the effect, and indeed if one now
regards the nuclear radius as known from other experi-
ments, one may make use of this effect as a means of
observing quantum electrodynamical effects in heavy
elements.

One such effect, although by no means the only one,
is the effect of vacuum polarization. Estimates of the
contribution from the Uehling potential to the 2p;—2p;
separation have been made previously, taking the
leading term only in an expansion of the expectation

18 A, L. Schawlow and C. H. Townes, Science 115, 284 (1952).
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F1c. 5. The contribution of the Uehling potential to the
2p3—2py separation in heavy elements in units of the Rydberg.

values in 4.8 This approximation turns out to be
inadequate when Z is large, and we have therefore
carried out a more precise computation, as follows:
Using relativistic Coulomb wave functions for the
2p; and 2p; states, we have calculated the level shift
due to the Uehling potential by evaluating the expec-
tation values in the appropriate states. We express the
result in the form of correction factors to the shifts one
would obtain by taking the leading term only in an
expansion in y. Thus
LA
—eQ2p3| VPP |2py)=————C(2py),
11207
(76)
—2moc%’Z8
—e(2p3| YV P | 2p3)= —TI—ZB-‘C(ZP%)-
T

The contribution to the fine structure separation thus
becomes

ApW =R 5pM; 8pW=(a*Z5/80m)C,

C=[9C(2py)—2C(2p) /7,

where R, is the Rydberg constant. C(2py), C(243), C,
and 6p® are given in Table I, and 6p® has been repre-
sented graphically in Fig. 5 for some values of Z.

The large values of C shows that the lowest order
approximation is not justified. Note in particular the
rapid variation of §p® with Z.

We have here neglected the presence of the other
electrons in the atom. They give rise to two corrections
which may properly be considered in this connection.
The first correction is the effect of screening on the
wave functions for the 2p electrons, and is the more

@
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important one. It could in a rough way be depicted as
a diminuition of the parameter Z occurring in the wave
functions for the 2p electrons. It would thus decrease
the parameter C. Such an estimate would, however,
necessarily be rough, since it is the very different be-
havior of the 2p; and 24; wave functions near the
origin that gives rise to the shift due to vacuum
polarization, and only a calculation using “screened”
wave functions could establish how screening affects
this different behavior. The second effect is given by the
difference in radiative corrections to the interactions
between, respectively, the 2p; and 2p; electrons and
the rest of the electrons in the atoms. This can be
expected to be small.

Let us next consider the effect of the third-order
polarization potential on the fine structure separation.
From the Laplace transform (57) it is easy to obtain
the expectation value of Vp® (r) over nonrelativistic
wave functions in a Coulomb field, as an expansion in
powers of p. It is considerably more difficult to find the
expectation values over Dirac wave functions because
of the occurrence of fractional powers of 7 in the ex-
pression for the square of the wave function.

As an orientation we shall first consider the con-
tribution to the fine structure separation for small .
This may be found as follows: We expand the square of
the Dirac wave function in powers of v and take only
the leading term. We thus get (after an integration over
angles)

f dw-22 [y (2p3) 2= (1/24)y (v O (),

‘ (78)
fdw-xzhp(Zp%) 2= (1/24)y (vx)?
XL(v2)*+(9/9v*1+0(v").
Using (57), (58), and (59’), we thus get
e(2p3| vV r® | 2p3) —e(2p3 | v*V p® [ 2p3)
(3/32m)ay*mec(0.01417)+0(v?), (79)

giving the ratio of the third- and first-order shifts:
0p®/6pV 22— (0.212)y24+0(~?).

[In obtaining this result, the constant C has been set
equal to 1 in (77).]

We have tried to improve the estimate given by (80)
by a method which cannot really be strictly justified.

(80)

TasLE I. Values of the parameters defined in Eqs.
(76) and (77). :

z C(2p3) C(2p9) c 5W® 5p@)/3p M)
95 3.82 0.65 4.73 0.287 —0.06
90 3.20 0.65 3.92 0.172 —0.06
85 2.74 0.65 3.33 0.104 —0.06
78 2.24 0.66 2.69 0.0500 —0.06
70 1.85 0.67 2.19 0.0213 —0.05
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We carried out the following computation: Using (57),
(58), and (59’) we find the averages of the polarization
potential V@ over xe?2, x%¢~?= x%¢~?* and x'e~?2. We
then use these averages to find, by interpolation, such
averages as x% P?* where g represents the fractional
exponents occuring in the square of the Dirac wave
function. In this way, we arrive at the values of §,®
given in Table 1. In view of the fact that the numbers
in the last column are fairly small, it did not seem justi-
fied at this time to carry out a more elaborate evalua-
tion. We estimate that the errors in the last column of
Table I may be as high as 509,.

One may thus assume that the Uehling term gives the
main contribution to the shift arising from vacuum
polarization. The shift has the same rapid Z dependence
as the deviation found by Schawlow and Townes,?+!8 and
is of a similar order of magnitude. It has, however the
wrong sign, which may be taken as an indication that
other quantum electrodynamical effects play an im-
portant role.

The contribution from Vp® to the energy level dis-
placement in hydrogen is easily computed, using (57),
(58), and (59). The result is, for the 2s state, 308 cycles/
sec, and therefore entirely negligible.

APPENDIX I

F(p;q;1),G(p;q;t), and H(p; q;¢) are special solu-
tions to the differential equation

[dz+< ) Jpo-o 0
t—+(g—1)——p ¥ (1) =0.
ar 1 dt
G and H are defined so that they satisfy the same well-
known recursion relations as F.

Using Pochhammer’s contour P, we may find an

integral representation for F, valid for all p and g,
except when p or p—g¢ is an integer:

—T'(g) exp(—imq)
4T (p)T (g— p) sin(wp) sin[x(¢—p)]

X f dzzP 1 (1—z)T P le?t,  (2)
P

F(p;q;0)=

By deforming this contour, we get the asymptotic ex-
pansions:

I'(q) .
F(p;q;t)= (+0)7g(p; p—qt+1; —d)eim
I'(g—p)
I'(g)
+eltre (1=p;4;9), 3)
Tt
L(p+1—9)
H(p; q;0)=———1t7g(p; p— ; —1),
(#5950 Tl trg(p; p—q+1; —1), (@)

B E. T. Whittaker and G. N. Watson, A Course of Modern
Analysis (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1950), fourth
edition, p. 256,
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when — 3w Sargi < 3w, where
o =sign(arg?),

» T'(n+q)T' (n+p)
s )~ —————— “Tpm
gp; 00~ QT (!

n=0

The integral representations (24) and (25) are easily
established: (24) by direct evaluation of the integral,
and (25) by noting that the integral satisfies the dif-
ferential equation (1), and that it has the same leading
term in the asymptotic expansion as H, as given by (4).
Let us now study K (x1,20;2). If we write (for the

case x1<%3):
1

K(x,%2;2)= > Xl', AmaF(a+n, b; —2ix(2— 1))

n=0 m=0
XH(a+m; b; —2ix(2—1)¥), (5)
we may write

K (1,525 2) = K' (®1,%2; 2) + K"’ (%1,22; ), (6)
Ko )= 3 3 AuaF (a3 b; —2in(—1)Y)

T B ms by —2ist—1), ()

K/ (own;a) = 5 5 AmaF(abn; b; —2in(@— 1))

n=0 m=0

XG(a+m; b; —2ix(z2—1)3). (8)
[w® (z; 2) J=[w® (x; ) ]-[w®(x;2)]. (9

We shall study the behavior of K’/ as we pass the cut
in the z-plane. Let us denote: (where f(z) is a function

of 2)
p>1 or p<—1,

fep=_lim 1@, f-(p=_lm [, 10)
(= D4t=—(p— 1), (11)
b—1=ay+a, (12)
] =IA]=]as|=]a], (13)
(p—1)¥/ (p—1)2=—p/|pl, (14)
Fi(a; by —2ix(p*—1)})
=exp[2ix(p?— 1)1 JF_(a+1;b; —2ix(p*—1)}), (15)
i (ot P 0
[#] My
wle):—(—l)"p ]_)\_]_210%(1)’
|| May
. (16)
SRS ) N e LG N

5] Map T(1—a)T (@)

p A T(1—a)I'(as)
Wo @ = (—1)"2—n W, (u)7
e e T ™
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a AT (a)l'(1—ay)

K_(p)=— K . 7
=~ s (an
Thus:

K_"(%1,%25 p)= K" (1,025 ). (18)

By inspection, we see that X’ has no poles, and that
K" is regular at z=1 and z=—1. Thus; K" (x1,%2; 2)
is a single-valued analytic function in the whole complex
plane. It follows that K’ when integrated along E(R)
or P(R) gives zero. The charge density could thus have
been defined only in terms of K’. However, an examina-
tion of the asymptotic behavior of K’ using (3) shows
that then the method of deforming the contours so
that all physically significant contributions would come
from the integral along the imaginary axis would fail.

Concerning K’ we see that possible poles are located
at the zeros of K (2), i.e., at the points where ¢ is a non-
. positive integer. A closer examination shows that the
poles are precisely at the bound-state eigenvalues, and
the correctly normalized bound-state eigenfunctions
may be obtained from the residues of K’ at these poles.
The correctly normalized continuum state eigenfunc-
tions may likewise be obtained by considering the sum
of the integrals of K’ over the contours L;(R; R’) and
Ly(R; R'), letting R go to R'.

Let us now consider the time-dependent radial equa-
tion:

Let C be some contour in the cut z-plane, which does
not go through a pole of K (x1x2;2). Let

e

= ! dz(K T, 20
(Gelorsts; )=— f 2K (w05 2))e7. (20)

Consider in particular the contours P(R) and E(R)-
These contours define transformations Gy and Gp(r)
such that if [ f(x)] is some “physically well behaved”
function, then:

[f(w; D) s = f G @y ML), (21)

[f(e; ) Jpem= f v Gram (e NG, (22)

0

are solutions of the time-dependent radial equation.
This result is easily verified formally by substituting
(21) or (22) into (20), and inverting the order of inte-
gration and differentiation.
For certain functions f the transformed functions
approach a limit as R goes to infinity. In this case,

[ (5 0)Ie+Lf(w; 0)Ip=Lf(x)]- (23)

We can see this in a somewhat unprecise way as follows:
Let f(x) be expanded in terms of the radial eigen-
functions, (both discrete and continuum eigenfunc-
tions), and let f be such that there is a ¢y such that no
eigenfunction occurs in the expansion whose eigenvalue
is larger in absolute value than co. Let R be larger than
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co. Using the radial equation inside the integrals (21)
and (22), and letting 7—0, the result (23) follows
readily, provided that the interchanges of order of dif-
ferentiation and integration are allowed.

All these remarks are purely formal; to be more
precise means essentially to prove an expansion theorem
for the radial eigenfunctions.

We thus see that the transformations (20) play the
role of time development transformations (“propagation
functions”), and various types of such functions can
be constructed by selecting suitable contours.

The procedure here outlined makes possible the con-
struction of radial propagation functions for each &.
From the matrix elements of the radial propagation
functions and products of spherical harmonics, we may
construct the corresponding propagation functions of
the full Dirac equation in the case of a Coulomb field,
in the form of a sum over k. If we let the strength of the
Coulomb field go to zero, the sum over k2 can be ex-
plicitly carried out, and we obtain the usual propagation
functions for a free Dirac field.

APPENDIX II
We prove here that

f ayw" (p; y)
0

is an analytic function of p and v in the region
Re[p]>0; |v]<1.

w=(1=0/[1+tu—1)], 1

then, after performing an integration by parts, we may
write W' in the form

W (p;9)=W"(p; 9)+W"(p;y),

1 ©
Wi (p; y):f dx 3" T:®(p; 9; %), @
b k=l

Writing

1,
Wz”’(p;y)=f dz Y Te(k)(P;yHC)r
0 k=1

= (1494,

T:\®(p;y; %) ’ &
'y[ 1 1 1

- p_3 14+x(u—1) ' [ 1+u—x]

RO — 3Ok — b0 1nQ]], 3)

]{ kQs® cosg

T,®(p;y; %)

= _ﬁf : {[kQ” cos,
0 [1+u—a[1+x(u—1)] 8

p
— Q4 (k— 3k~ 1y* InQ) ]~ —[£Q’s sing
Yy

(g Mg+ b an—%v2g)Q’°]’- @)
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1t is the behavior of the 7®) at =0 and x=1 which
prevents the analyticity properties of the integral over
W’ from being almost self evident. We therefore split
the x-integration into three intervals

0Sx<e; esx=1-§; 1-6=x=1,
with (5)
0<e<i; 0<éo<i.
We consider the region
Re{p} 20; |v|=vo<1. ()

The idea of the proof is to show that the integral over
the central interval has the desired analyticity proper-
ties, and the other two integrals tend to zero with e and
8, uniformly in the region defined by (6).

We have

vy
Rei (1—72)%:t~—} =u>0 )
p
for some 0 <u <3, depending on v, only.
Q=a[1+2(u—1)1/[1+u—x],
7 { s 14u—s] ]
g=—In{ ——m———1.
p [14=x(u—1)]
We consider W,'"’. Let

As(psy;7)=| dx 2 Te®,

0 k=1
1—8

Ba(p;y57)= dx 3 TP,

. k=1

1 0
Cz(PSyQ')’):f dx 3 To®.
-5 k=1

(a) Let 0 =x <e. Then there is a K, independent of
b, 9, 7, € ¥ such that:

|Q=* cosg| <K,
1= sing| S,
|Qg| =«+K,,

|0g?| 2K, (8)
|Qg*| =x+K,,
|Q InQ| =Ko,

|Qg InQ| <x+K,.
Furthermore,

Q] =%, Q¥ —"} SaKo(3)*,
1 2
= )
1+u—x| |1+4u]
1 1

©)

xH

14x(u—1)

ldxé

r
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Then,
Ax(psys7)=2 | dx-To®, (10)
k=1 J
and
y |y
[A2(p; y;7) | SKqeb——- : (11)
14y [1+u?
for some K; independent of p, v, v, and €. Also,
° |?]
dy-As(p;9;7) | S Kae# ) (12)
0 1+|p|
for some K3 independent of p, v, and e.
(8) Let e =4 <1—4. Then
(13)

1—8

Ba(p;y;7)=2 dx-Ty®,
k=1 J,

and By(p;y;+v) is an analytic function of p and v in
the region

vl <vo, Re{p}>0.
Furthermore,
(Bt i) S K (14)
2 ) 3y = y
Ty [14u?
for some K3 independent of p, y, and v. Then,
[ arBatoini
0
is an analytic function of p and « in the region
|7l <vo, Re{p}>0,
and
- ¥
dyBs(p;y;7)| =K ) (15)
0 1+ p]

for some K4 independent of p and +.
(c) Let 1—§=<x=1. Then,

nQ| =3(1—x)=§, g =3(1—a) =%,
|KQ* cosg—Q* (k—bhgi— 11 InQ| S Ks(1—a)stk,
|ksQ- sing— Q (kg — kg Hiev’g In — b
S Ks(1—x)5xkk2,

for some Kj; independent of p, v, v, and 8. Also,

= ! | 9
Z deg(k) éKG y
k=1, [1+u|2 [145*]
(16)
|| 8

Ca(p;v; =Ks ,
[Ca(p59;57)] TESTI
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for some K¢ independent of p, v, 8, and y. Then,
P4
+12]

an

f Calps y,v)dyl <K
0

for some K7 independent of p, v, 8.
(d) Thus

f ayWwq"' (p; 9)
0

is an analytic function of p and « in the region:
l7] <vo; Re{p}>0.
Furthermore

1 w pl
W)= [ X =3 [ astio,
0

0 k=1 k=1
and

(2]
+1p]

(18)

f dyWy""' (p;9)| S Ks
1]

for some Kjg, depending on <y, only.
The proof for W’ is entirely similar, only the
estimate now becomes

(19)

[ o
0

for some Ky depending on v, only.

Using similar methods, we may prove that the order
of integration over ¢/ and summation over £ may be
reversed in the expression for W®, and the analytic
properties of W® may be studied using (47) in the
text.

Concerning the derivation of the expression (64) for
N’ (y), we see that the contribution from W,"” vanishes
because of (12), (14) and (17). To find the contribution
from W,""" we may set =0 in 7,® in (3) and expand
the denominators in powers of x. Integrating the double
series term by term we get (64).

In deriving (65), we first note that W,"”’ gives no
contribution because of (19). The constant comes from
integrating A"/ (y), and from W,'”’. To find the con-
tribution from W,'"’ we replace f and y by the new vari-
ables (which may be justified):

1 [1—14ut]
it [4e=1]
We let p— and get

(20)

gigg f dyWwy"" (p; )
=—y f d¢ f dn[1— &]‘2 {k?"n cos[y Inn]

1
——ksgn® sin[y Ing ]+ k2% Ing ] — kg
v
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— ¥R InPn ]+ 5k 24 Ink]

~%[ln£][lnn]£2’°nkl- (21)

We then expand [1— {52 in a power series, and inte-
grate the resulting double series term by term.

The expression (66) can be derived by similar
methods. It may be noted that a certain care has to be
exercised in all these integrations, especially in the
regions

t~0;

ti~1; y~oo,

APPENDIX III

We consider the Euler-Heisenberg Lagrangian den-
sity?0.2!:
4E4

L[x])=}e 24—
: 360m2mo'c”

+O0(EY).

E is the electric field strength, and the magnetic field
has been put equal to zero. We assume that the field can
be derived from a spherically symmetric potential, and
thus get the field equations from the variational prin-
ciple:

E=—vV(), afw PArLLV (1)} =0,

d dV
ot ) G =
dr dr  90mmic?

Assuming the leading term to be a Coulomb potential,
we immediately get the asymptotic form of the poten-

tlal.
4715 7{ 2257" (771 67) (78) }
0 0

This agrees with (60).
APPENDIX IV

or

V()=

(a) We may define a function ¢(#; ), when |x| <1
by the power series:
© xk

Y 0)=2 —
_1k

We shall study only ¢(2; x), which occurs in the ex-
pression for W®. We have the integral representation:

1dt
¢(2;x)=—f 71n[1-—tx],
0

when |x| <1. Introducing an appropriate cut in the
x-plane, we may continue y, using the integral repre-

2% W, Heisenberg and H. Euler, Z. Physik 98, 714 (1936).
@t H, Euler, Ann. Physik 26, 398 (1936).
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sentation. In particular we get the relations:

Y(2;1—2)=y¢(2; 1)—=[Ina][In(1—2)]—¢(2; »),
1
V(25 —2)=—p(2; )=} In x—¢(2; —~;),

¥(2; —1)=—3(2; 1),
¥(2; H=(2;1)—31n*(2),
¥(2;1)=¢(2).

(8) In deriving (66) and (67), we have to evaluate
certain double series. We shall tabulate the sums we
have evaluated, and indicate the method. Let >1 and
¢>1. Then:

nL; mz=1[m1’(m+n)‘1 I mq(m+n)7’]

-% £ [——t—]-roro-tt+o.

n=1 m=n+HlLmMPn? m
Let =1 (7 an integer). Then
0 0 1
DD

n=1 m=1 mn(m-+mn)"

ldx
= (=DTe-n [ O] (1))

— (=)= L- D fim a;}
hgg(—%—f dxxr1(1— x)}
o1 T(I(1+e

= (=1L (r—1)IT" lim ayr_l;o RN

<{g] <nJ1r o <n+i+y>2]
[gl(n—}-le—{—y_nj—e)] }

= (r+1)s“(2+r)—l§0§(2+l)s“(f’—l)-
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Using these results, we may easily construct the

table:
o0 o _ 3 ’
n=1 m=1 m(/m-—{-n)Z gﬂ( )
o 1
- =3 2 ,
P e ACEELC)

=37(2)— 35 (4),

n=1 m=1 m2 (m+ 1’&)2

3

n=1

=2(5)—¢(2)¢3),

it

m(m—+n)*

0 0

1
— =30 ()¢ (3)— (11/2)¢(5),
Y s R OXO)= (/2K)

n=1 m=1 m2 (m

- 0

1
> -————)—2= (9/2)5(5)—2¢ (2)¢ (3),

n=1 m=1 w3 (m-+n

0 -] s % 6 1 . 3 ,
E}Em(m_*_ oy £(6)—35%(3)
nY:l mZ=l m—_—f (3)—(4/3);(6),

=32(3)—3¢(6),

ngl m=1 m¥(m-+n)?

Ms
iMs

iy S OO,

3
I
=

Ms
Ms

=f(p—1)—¢(p); p23,

(m+ny?

3
1
3
i

=3 (—D—-r®1; »=23.

||[V]s
uMS

1 (mtn)rtt

The last two relations are trivial if one chosen (1)
as a new variable of summation.

To evaluate these sums numerically, we have used
the tables of Davies for the Riemann zeta function for
integral arguments.?

2 H. T. Davies, Tables of Higher Mathematical Functions, Vol.
II, p. 244.



