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The two-body formalism of Schwinger is modified to consider the case of the hydrogen atom. The proton’s
anomalous moment is treated by adding a Pauli-type term to the Lagrangian. A perturbation theory based
upon the Green’s function is developed and the first-order correction to the Fermi hyperfine splitting of
the ground state is calculated. The method of calculation used is that of Karplus and Klein in their posi-
tronium work. Aside from the usual renormalizations encountered, an extra infinity appears in the calcu-
lation associated with the assumption of a point anomalous magnetic moment for the proton. On the hy-
pothesis that the proton’s moment is actually distributed, cutoffs are inserted. The modified hyperfine
formula leads to a new value of a:1/a=137.0378 for a cutoff at the meson length and 1/¢=137.0374 for

a cutoff at the proton length.

I. INTRODUCTION

DURIN G the past two years, several derivations of
relativistic two-body Green’s function and wave-
function equations have appeared in the literature.
The derivation of Bethe and Salpeter followed the
methods of Feynman while that of Gell-Mann and Low
followed those of Dyson. The approach that we shall
use here is the one given by Schwinger, where use is
made of the technique of variational derivatives with
respect to external sources and the formalism developed
in Schwinger’s “Theory of Quantized Fields. 1.”2

The specific problem in which we shall be interested
is the reduced mass corrections to the Fermi hyperfine
splitting of the ground state of hydrogen. To obtain an
adequate two-body equation for hydrogen, certain
modifications must be made in Schwinger’s derivation.
First, we are here dealing with two distinguishable
particles rather than with two particles of the same
field. Second, account must be taken of the proton’s
meson anomalous moment. The latter is accomplished
phenomenologically by adding a Pauli type term,
1o P, (where i is the anomalous magnetic moment),
to the Lagrangian. The net effect is to allow the proton
to interact with the electromagnetic field via its normal
current and its spin current. ‘

Aside from the usual infinities of quantum electro-
dynamics, two others appear in these calculations. The
first is an ultraviolet divergence in certain of the Pauli
moment terms. This is due to the fact that the Pauli
moment introduces a point dipole. On the assumption
that the anomalous moment is due to a meson-nucleon
interaction, one may postulate that the moment actu-
ally has the extension of the order of the meson Comp-
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ton wavelength and cut off all divergent integrals
accordingly. Fortunately, the results depend upon the
cutoff only logarithmically and hence the calculation is
not sensitive to its precise value. The second difficulty
involves an infrared divergence and is due to the fact
that we have assumed free particle intermediate state
Green’s functions in the perturbation theory. The
appropriate method of treating this difficulty for a
hyperfine splitting has been shown by Karplus and
Klein.® Since the spin-spin interactions are all high
frequency, the infrared divergences will cancel if one
makes the free particle approximation consistently
throughout the entire calculation. As the actual calcu-
lations are similar to the ones done by Karplus and
Klein, they will only be sketched here.

II. THE ELECTRON-PROTON TWO-BODY
GREEN’S FUNCTION

For the system of coupled electron, proton, and
photon fields, the Lagrange function may be taken as*

L=— %[‘Zv Yip (— ial‘_ 61A #)¢+m1‘//]+%[‘;7 77]

_%[‘57 'YM(‘iaﬂ_eZAu)‘ﬁ

- %ﬂ""?uV(auA »— 0,4 u)¢+m2¢’]

+1i[é, ¢ J+Herm. conj.+1FuF oy

“?li{Flw, B,LA,,— 6VAI‘}+JILAM! (2~1)

where ¢ and ¢ are the electron and proton field variables
respectively. Subscripts “1”” and ‘2’ refer to electron
and proton quantities. n and ¢ are the prescribed
external source for the electron and proton fields and J,
for the photon fields.  and ¢ (and their variations)

anti-commute with all fermion field variables. The
equations of motion obtained from (2.1) are

[viu(—19,—e1d ) +m =,

[’Yh(_iau-‘ 82A,‘)
"“%F:,Uh.v(auAv“aVAM)+m2]¢=§-’
avFur=]u+j1#+j2u: Fu,=0,4,—8,4,

3 R. Karplus and A. Klein, Phys. Rev. 87, 848 (1952).
4 Natural units are employed throughout: Z=c=1.

(2.2)
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where . i
Juw=3%al¥, v,

Ju=%el §, vaup1— 30’0, o]
For any operator F(x), one may define the quantity
(F(x))= (00| F (x)| 00)/ (01| 0c2), (24)

where o; and ¢, are two space-like surfaces and 0
signifies the vacuum state. The one-particle electron
and proton Green’s functions are defined by the
equations®

G, 1) = /o (@)Y @0) T o
Ga(2, %2) = (8/8¢ (%) ) (%2)) Jr. 0-

By use of the fundamental dynamical principle,? the
one-particle Green’s functions may be expressed by

Gi(w1, 1) =W (x)P (1)) e(x, 21),
Ga(2, x2) =3( (¢ (£2) b (")) 1) (w2, %2").

(2.3)

(2.5)

(2.6)

From the equations of motion (2.2) and the déﬁning
equations (2.5), it can be seen that

[v1u(— 81— ex{A ,(20)) +M1 G 1 (o1, 217) = 8 (21— 1),

I:'Yln (—192,— 32<A n (x2)>) - ﬂ’o'zuvah(A v (x2)>+ﬁflz:| (2.7)
X G2 (22, 22) =8 (%2 —x2'),
where

1)
Ny = ma-+ierys ,
5](061)
(2.8)
0
Nlo=mao+1iexy +iuo9,,0,
* Ty eT,@) e

For the photon field, the equations of motion yield

- 6,2(A n (x)>+ apal'(A v (x»

=Ju (@) +(Gru@)+ (G2 =), (2.9)
where
(J1u(@))=1e1 try1,.G1(%, %), (2.10)
(Jau(®))=1es trysuGa(w, x)— iu' 0y troanGa (%, %),

the symmetric limit being understood on the right of
(2.10). In analogous fashion, the one-particle Maxwell
Green’s function may be defined by

Gur (%, &)
= (8/87,(x') A u (%))
=i[{(4,.®) 4, (")) — (A u(®)X4: ().

5 The variational derivatives with respect to n and ¢ here
(and elsewhere) are right variational derivatives, i.e., if 8,F
= S'F(x)én(x)dx, then 6F/én=F(x). A convention is necessary as
F(x) and é7(x) need not commute,

(2.11)

HYDROGEN 1003

In the Lorentz gauge, this obeys the equation
— G (x, 2)
=0,,0(x—x")+17e; tr’yl“(é/&J,(x’) )G1(x, x)
+ies trys,(8/6T,(x))Ga(x, x)

— i’ Oy troan,(8/6T,(x"))Ga(x, x). (2.12)

The two-particle electron-proton Green’s function is
given by

G12(x1x2, xl’le‘)
= (6/0n(er'))(5/05 (o) YW ()b (22))4) T s, 32)
= — (W (@) (2)P (1) (%) ))e (01, %1) e (w2, %2)
X e(x1, 22)e(®2', %1 ) e(®1, ¥2") (22, #17), (2.13)

and obeys the equations
F1G1e=0(%1—%1")G (%3, x27),

(2.14)
5152G12= ) (xl—— x{)& (xg— x2’).

The &’s are the functional operators on the left of (2.7).

Due to the fact that we have been considering vacuum
states on ¢; and g5, the Green’s functions defined above
have all been outgoing wave Green’s functions. It is
convenient, then, to set the surfaces ¢, and o; at 4
and —o and introduce the ‘“matrix” notation of
Schwinger,!  and p being used for particle operators,
£ and k for photon operators. We also introduce two
quantities which are photon vectors and particle
matrices, v,(£) and o,,(£), such that

@lvu®|2) =78 (x—a")3(¢—x),

(2.15)
(@]ow(®)|2)=0ud (x—a")3(¢—=).
By use of the vertex operators,
Ty2(8)=—[8/8(e1,24 (§)) G127, (2.16)

the variational derivatives in 91 may be re-expressed as
an integral operator M :

MGr1= (m1+ie® Tpv1GiT18)G1= MGy,
MeGo= (matieg* Tp¥:Gal'2G)Ga= MGy,
Y2(£) =v2(§) —i(u'/e3) (k- a2) (§).

In general, the one-particle proton operators are
identical to the electron in form with v replaced by ¥.
The variational derivatives in the Maxwell Green’s
function may also be eliminated in favor of the integral
operator P:

(B*4-P1+P2)G=1,
P (&, &)= —ie? Try()Gil'n(§)Gr

(2.17)

(2.18)
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Turning to the two-body equation, one wishes to
recast it into the form :

{[v2(pe—ex{A2)) — 1 o2uy02,(A 2s)+Ms]
X[vi(pr—edd )+ M ]— T2} Gra=111,.

On comparison with (2.14), one sees that the interaction
operator I, is given by

(2.19)

I5G12=G5 (M 1 — 1) G1a, (2.20)
which may be rearrangéd to
I5G12= —ie1es Toyil'sGG1e
—ie1 Tpy:1G1(6/87) (11:G12).  (2.21)

The integral operators discussed in this section may
all be expanded in a power series in ¢%. The lowest-order
interaction is

I® =i Tpy17.G

iy f EdE Y1, (7o E)D1 (8, ). (2.22)

In general, the interaction operator is symmetric in the
proton and electron indices. Thus, to second order it
may be shown that

112= ('ie2 TPF1F2(3)Second order
+ (16%)? Tpy:G2(To'y1'72'G")G728°.  (2.23)
The superscript 0 means zeroth-order function. In

these perturbation expansions for Iy, etc., the free
particle intermediate state assumption has been made.

III. PERTURBATION THEORY

Salpeter® has presented a perturbation theory based
on the two-body wave equation. We present here an
alternate form based upon the Green’s function. From
Eq. (2.13), for the case 1, le> 11, 1y, the Green’s func-
tion may be written as

(O 1| (f (%1) (02) )+-(x1, %2) [$0)
¢ (0g1|00)
N (bo| @ (1) (@) e (e, #17) | 002)
(00| 0a2)
== ¢ Yoy, w2)Pr (r, %), 3.1

where { is some complete set on surface o including the
total field energy. Introducing the center-of-mass and
relative coordinates

X = (myx1)/ (myma)+ (maxs) / (myms)
= U1+ paks,

12=

(3.2)

X=%X1— X2,

¢ E. E. Salpeter, Phys. Rev. 87, 328 (1952).

R. ARNOWITT

the factor exp(iP,:X,) may be separated from yr,
where P,; is the field energy-momentum eigenvalue. In
general, we may set the momentum part to zero. For
the equal-times situation, fi=fy=i(>#"=1'=¢, the
Green’s function becomes

G12(hl‘2t, rlll‘zlt/)
=—3 ¢ Ye(r1rs) exp(—iPo;To) (1:'1s),

where To={—1'.

The eigenvalues, Py, are infinitely degenerate. Such
a set of eigenvalues (and eigenfunctions) may be re-
placed by a discrete set (for the bound states), Pon.
The P,, are complex, the real part representing the
energy of the two-body system, the complex part
representing the possibility of decay (via the emission
of photons and pairs). Thus, Eq. (3.3) may be replaced
by

3.3)

Gra(rirat, 1'12t")
==X 2 ¥a(tits) exp(—iPoTo)¥n(ti'ry),

where ¥, (¥1, ¥2) presumably obeys the two-body wave
equation. The situation is very similar to that of
radioactive « decay. There, the continuum of positive
energy eigenstates is replaced by a discrete set with
complex eigenvalues, the complex part of the energy
representing the possibility of decay of the a particle
out of the nuclear well (in analogy to the decay of the
two-body system via emission processes).

Equation (3.4) may be used as the basis of a pertur-
bation theory for the eigenvalue P,. Before doing this,
however, it is best to extract out the various infinite
constants implicit in electrodynamics. The Green’s
function equation, in the absence of an external field is

3.4)

[(vaprt+My) (vepotMo)—I12)Gre=1115.  (3.5)
It may be shown, to order «, that
vipr+Mi= (1441 (yiprtm/+ M, @), (3.6)

where . is the renormalized mass, 4; is an infinite
constant and M, is a finite residue. Similarly, T'y
may be shown to equal

Ii=(1+47) (v +117), 3.7

where I';(™ is finite. Referring to Eq. (2.23), one sees
that to order «, the factor 14+4,; may be extracted
from all terms of the bracket in (3.5) and be absorbed
into the amplitude of Gis. A similar result holds for the
proton quantities,” completing the mass and Green’s
function renormalizations. The remaining renormal-
ization is that of the charge appearing in the interaction

7The actual calculations of the proton’s mass and vertex
operators appears to run into difficulties due to the extra dipole
divergences mentioned earlier. However, one may show from
general invariance considerations that equations analogous to
(3.6) and (3.7) hold for proton quantities. M2 and T's(” are
infinite but we may assume such integrals have cutoffs. These
difficulties produce no net effects on the finite parts of the calcu-
lations.
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function. It may be shown that the Maxwell Green’s
function, to first order, can be written as

§=(1+B)(8+§7), 3.8)

where B is infinite and of order ¢, and G is finite (to
within the dipole infinities). From (2.23), one may
then write

Ta=e(14+B)[i TpI'Ta(QP+ g —2I®7],  (3.9)

where 7® is the second order interaction of (2.23).
Defining the renormalized charge as

¢?=¢*(1+B), (3.10)

all the charges appearing in /1, may be written in terms
of ¢, to the desired order. Having completed the
renormalizations, we will drop the prime notation and
assume that in all future equations, the quantities
appearing are the renormalized ones. As will be shown
in the Appendix, M ™ and G produce no energy shifts
to the order desired and hence may be neglected. T';”
produces the correction to the hyperfine formula corre-
sponding to the first order anomalous magnetic moment
of the electron. I'; would produce a similar effect for
the proton. As the first case has been included in
previous calculations,® and the second effect may be
assumed to have been included in the experimental
value to be inserted for the protons’s magnetic moment,
these terms also need not be considered further.
Having completed the renormalization, one may
proceed with the perturbation theory. Separating out
from the interaction function a static, non-spin de-
pendent part I,
Ie=I+T, (3.11)

one may define the Green’s function, Gy, by the eqﬁation
[(ysprtma) (yapatme) —I0]Go= 1112 (3.12)

In the electrodynamical case, 7, is proportional to the
Coulomb energy. A first-order expression for Gi» may
be obtained by an iteration procedure:

Gl2=Go+GoI/Go.

Considering the equal times situation where the sepa-
ration T, of (3.4) is a large positive number, an expan-
sion such as (3.4) may always be made for G,, yielding

G12 (l‘ll‘zt, rl'rg’t’)

= Z a ¥l (r1r2) €xp (“‘ ’iPOnOTO)XZnO (1'1'1'2/)
5 (1) exp(—iPo,%) f D (", 2"

XTI (21", 22") exp (iPon W (11'1s),

where the superscript “0”’ means quantities related to
G,. We wish to rearrange (3.14) into a form resembling
(3.4). The phases then will be the energy eigenvalues,

(3.14)

8 R. Karplus and A. Klein, Phys. Rev. 85, 972 (1952).

(3.13)
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the coefficients of each phase the wave functions. To
obtain the phases, one need only consider terms in the
second sum where #=n'2 These terms are

> ://n"(rlrz)[exP(—iPon"T o) f Val(r, 22'")

XIllpno(xl’”, leu)] _no(rllrzl). (3.15)

In combination with the first sum of (3.14), the bracket
may be viewed as the first order expansion of an
exponential, and hence to the required accuracy, the
right side of (3.14) can be written as

— 2 ¥a2(r1rs) eXP(“’iTo)
x| pot=irzo [aorve oo, 10
Thus the first order energy shift becomes

AE® = — (’i/To)fJ/O(xl: %)

XI'(x1x2, x1/x2’)1//°(x;', x2’). (3.17).

To obtain the second-order shift, one iterates twice,
giving, for the diagonal terms,

=2 a ¥ exp(—iPo T} ¥+ n ¥ exp (—iPon"Ty)
X[fll-/n"l'l//n(’-l—f&ZnOI’GoI’xbn"]tpn". (3.18)
Thus the second-order energy shift becomes

AE®=— (3/T,) f PI'GiGoI Y, (3.19)

where, in concordance with our plan of treating the
infrared difficulty, we have replaced the intermediate
state Green’s function Go by the free particle approxi-
mation, G1G2.1°

The energy shifts may be expressed in terms of
momentum integrals. In view of the center-of-mass
dependence, one may write (using a ‘“box normal-
ization”):

Wy, ) = exp (iP,X,) V= (2)~ f ers0(p)dp.  (3.20)

9 The off-diagonal elements will give the first-order perturbed
wave functions.

0 Tn turning the expansion of (3.18) into an exponential one
really requires the presence of the term 3 (FAE(WT)? as the expan-
sion must be adequate to second order. This term is actually
present in the second term of the bracket of (3.18), as may be
seen by breaking the G, there into its bilinear sum. Since # is a
bound state, this term corresponds to a low-frequency intermediate
state and hence, for the hyperfine problem, may be neglected.
In (gserllgl)'al, it would seem essential that the rigorous G, be used
in (3.19).
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Defining
I/ (P; P,) = (27r)_4f8_“> (X"X')e—ipxeip’z'

X I (%1%, 21'2%2")dxdx'd (X' — X), (3.21)
one obtains
AE®=—j f PO (p, PP )dpap, (3.22)
AE®=—i f PO (5, 2)Gr(uP+p')
XGa(usP—p)I (2, " WO )dpdp'dp”. (3.23)

The bound-state zeroth-order wave functions obey
the homogeneous equation,

L(y1prt-m) (vepat-me)—Io J°=0.
IV. CALCULATIONS

As shown in the preceding section, the energy shifts
may be obtained in terms of matrix elements of the
interaction between the lowest-order wave functions.
Due to the fact that I, is a static interaction, it is
possible to obtain an adequate solution for the wave
function based upon an iteration scheme stemming
from the nonrelativistic Coulomb wave function.

In momentum space, the lowest-order interaction
(2.22) becomes

(3.24)

(P ) 1€? Y1Ye Ae? Y1u0 2au (?nz— Pa’)
’ @)t (p—p)? ot (p—p)?
A=p'fe. (4.1) -

Selecting out the non-spin-dependent static part for /o,
(3.24) becomes in momentum space,

CuiPotpo— (@1+ p+Bima)]

X [uePo— po— (— 178 P‘f‘ﬂzmz)]‘ﬁ ()
= / 4.2
(21r)" ———ﬁs;ﬁ @®). “2)

o« and B are the usual Dirac matrices. Defining an
equal relative times wave function,

s0)=n [apa(p) +.3)
Salpeter® has shown that an equation for ¢ may be
derived, and that to a first approximation, ¢ is the
Schrédinger Coulomb wave function. Putting this
approximate function in on the right of (4.2), one
obtains the wave function

i (p*+e2u?)¢ (p)

2u(2m)? [pusP s+ po— (ea- p+Bima) ]
X [2Ps— po— (— az* p+Bama) ]

Y(p)=— . (4.4)

R. ARNOWITT

where u is the reduced mass of the electron and
P,=my+me—%a%u is the energy of the ground state of
hydrogen. It is convenient in treating the first order
perturbation shift to return to coordinate space for the
relative time variable via the equation

W0, )= (2m) f iy (pdpe (45)

The calculation of ¢(p, #) is very similar to that done
by Karplus and Klein.? We will only state the result:

¥(p, )= 2m)~H (mrt-mz)"'ad (0) (p*+ou?) 2K (p, ¥), (4.6)
where
K (p, t)= (4E+Eo)'[exp*{ (mi Eo+moEy)
X (2m1+ a1+ p) (2ma— a2 p)— p* (Es— Ey)
X 2mi+ @1 p—2ma+ - p) — (m1Ee+moEy) |}
+exp~{ (2E1Eze(¢)+miEy—msEy)
X (2mi+ a1 p) 2ma— az- p)
—p’L(ErtE2) 2mi+ a1 p—2ma+ a2 p)

. + (2E1Ege())+moEr—miEn)}],  (4.7)
an
eXp:E=e-—i[Ele(t)——ml]tj:e—i[Eze(tH—mz]l’
+1 >0 (4.8)
E= (pP+m?)}, e(t)=
—1 #<0.

¢(0) is the value of the ground-state wave function at
the origin in coordinate space.

We consider now the first-order energy shift with the
first-order interaction. After subtracting out I,, (4.1)
may be divided into a “charge” and “dipole’” part:

ie®  Bif2 |' (Po“l’u')z]
@y O »
(2m)t (p—pL (-0
Ae? 'Ylu°'2an(Ptx_Pal)
@m)* (')
Substituting 7®M¢ into (3.22) yields

I0%(p, )=
(4.9)

194(p, p')=

Aﬁ:(l)c= —_—
27 (2m)*

(po—pd")*/ (p—p")*
(po—10')?

The po and p,’ integrations may be performed upon
using the usual outgoing wave perscription:

f ¥*(p, Hero!

o1 ag—

emty(p', ). (4.10)

(p—p')—

AEWe= i f ¥*(p, 2) eXP{—i[(p—p’)ZJ*ltl}
27)4 ’
o1 Qe—
. (411
T m*‘ ®9
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Inserting the wave function (4.6) into (4.11) gives!
?|$(0)]?
2(27!')4 (m1+m2)2
y fK(p, —1) exp{—il (p—p')*P}|¢[}
(P*+au?)? Lp—p) P
K(p',?)
X[y a— 11— (4.12)
(o)

The calculation now proceeds exactly as-the corre-
sponding one done by Karplus and Klein. We desire
the @ and a* parts of the integra]l which can be
obtained from the part of the integrand which is large
when at most one of the momentum variable is large.
We also desire the spin-spin interactions as we are
interested only in the hyperfine shift. These two condi-
tions restrict the portions of the integrand which are
relevant. Further, where one momentum variable is
large, we will neglect the o%u? in the corresponding
denominator. This corresponds to the neglecting of
binding effects in the intermediate states and will
produce its quota of infrared divergences. Upon carrying
through these simplifications, the integrations may be
performed yielding

762

AEWe=

2r «
AEWe=""—" 4.0, 6(0)?
3 mimy

[
T w(mitmsy)
o my
X [‘Wh ln-—-+m2 ln—”, (413)
2p 2p

where p is the infrared cutoff.

A similar calculation may be done for the dipole part

of the interaction. The result here is'?

4 al 4o 2a
AEWP=— _¢,. 02[¢(0)|2[1———~——————
3 m T w(mitms)

Mo mi
X [ my In——+my In— H (4.14)
2p 2p

We turn now to the effects of the second-order
interaction [the second term of (2.23)] in the first
order perturbation formula. This interaction contains
the double photon processes and consists of three types
of terms according to whether the proton interacts
zero, once, or twice with the electromagnetic field via
its spin current. In momentum space, the interaction is

7 et f Ni+No+Ns
PP— —
(2m)® [(,U'I-Ps_'l_ P+k)2+mlﬂ[k P'+ﬁ]2
X[ (uePstk—p')2+my* T
(4.15)

1y*(p,?) is not actually the complex conjugate of ¢. An
analysis of its definition, (3.1), will show that for our function,
(4.6), it is actually the time reversed function.

2T should like to thank Dr. W. A. Newcomb for finding an
error in the calculation of this term. ‘
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-where

Ni=v1.[mi—v1(u P p+k)]
Xyryalmo—y2(uaPs— p'+k) Jyan,

Ne=iNy[mi—v1(uiPs+ p+£) Ty noza
X (p'—=p—k)a Mo—2(u2Po—p'+k) Jyay, (4.16)

Ni=—Nyu[mi—v1(uilPstp+E) Ty nome P — p—F)e
X[ma—2(uaPs—p'+k) Josus(k—p'+ p)s.

Since the interaction is already second order, we need
not treat the integrals in the perturbation formula as
accurately as before.

First, one requires only the low-momentum parts of
the wave function and hence may set p and p’ to zero
in I#?, Also, the po poles, unlike the situation in the
first order interaction, will occur at high-frequency
values and give higher order contributions to the energy
shift. Thus it is possible in general to set $ and p’ to
zero in I7?(p, p’). Under these conditions, (3.22)
becomes:

AEW?r=—4(27)4|$(0)|2I77(0, 0). (4.17)

This result is in direct agreement with the idea that for
the hyperfine effects, only small distances are involved
requiring only the wave function at the origin.

The calculation proceeds as follows: first, the spin-
spin parts of the numerator are picked out. The three
poles in the denominator may then be integrated.
Following this, the remaining real variable integrations
may be performed. The final answer is:

2r « 4o
AE(UM_—_—s— ——a1° 02| (0) |2[—+

w1t ™ 27(’(1%2—'”11)

my Ms 4 a\
X {mz In——m, ln——”—{——— —o1-02|$(0)|?
2p il 3m

4a 3a my
[—--‘I-—" n—]+ OL0'1 Uz[d)(())l l"‘*‘
T 2p 6

Mo— My

2p 2p
X {4m2 In—— (3my-+ms) ln—;—} ] (4.18)
ma mq

where P is a dipole ultraviolet cutoff. We have also
assumed that the infrared cutoff is the same as in the
previous calculations.

The final contribution to the energy shift that need
be considered comes from the second-order perturbation
formula. Here we consider only the lowest-order
interaction:

AE®=—j f FOTO(p, D+ID(p, )]

XG1(1Ps+E)Ge(uePs— B)[I We(k, p')

HIOE, pY W (). (4.19)
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As in the previous calculation, one may set p and p’ to
zero in the interaction terms, yielding

AE®=—i(2m)4|$(0)|? f dR[I®¢(0, k)

+IWe(0, k) ]G1(u1Ps+ k) G2 (u2Ps— k)

X[I®e(k, 0)+I©4(k, 0)]. (4.20)

Again there are three types of terms corresponding to
the three possible ways the proton may interact with
the electromagnetic field. The calculation proceeds in
an analogous fashion, giving for the energy shift:

2r «
AE(z)‘—“— —-—(l‘r(l’z[d)(()) [2
mime

[27r (m1+mo)

N Mo 41 a\
X (mz In—-m; ln—) ]——— —o01-02|$(0) ]2
2p 2p 3 m

a m1 (2]
x {__.__[ B Ine—2my m—]}
(my+mo) 2p 2p

1
+)\20120'1 02 ! ¢ (0) I 2( 8—

myt+mo

2p 2%
X [ (3m1—ms) In—-+F4me In—-—] } (4.21)
- my e

V. RESULTS

Adding up the results of the preceding section, the
infrared divergences cancel. Keeping terms only to
order mi/ms, the total shift due to reduced mass
corrections may be written as®®

4m al,
AE=——01-02|$(0)|?
3 my

a my Mo
x[l—— {[3——%(up—1)2]1n—
™ M2lp w1
9 2% 1
o (uy 1? 1n———<#,,—1)2}], (5.0)
4 mo 8

where Ap=1/(2m.)+N and p, is the protons total
magnetic moment expressed in units of the nuclear
magneton. The coefficients in front of the bracket is
the Fermi formula, modified by the usual reduced mass
correction.

Neglecting the shift calculated here, Dumond and
Cohen'* have made a least-squares fitting of atomic

13 This result is in agreement with that obtained by W. A.
Newcomb (private communication).

47 W, M. Dumond and E. R. Cohen, Special Technical
Report No. 1, U. S. Atomic Energy Commission, Nov. 1952
(unpublished). ’
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constants and obtained a value for the fine structure
constant of

1/a=137.03774-0.0016. (5.2)
Including the above corrections, one obtains
137.0378 for p=meson mass,
(5.3)

©137.0374 for p=proton mass,

the contributions from the Dirac and Pauli moments
almost cancelling. The results are fairly insensitive to
the cut-off value. '

In evaluating the validity of the results, two points
should be noted. Though the final formula is independ-
ent of the infrared cutoff we have assumed that all
the cutoffs were equal. Since the divergences come from
intrinsically  different momentum integrations, this
assumption need not be true. Recently, however, the
two-body Green’s function equation has been re-
arranged so that the infrared divergences can be elimi-
nated from the beginning. It appears that the pre-
scriptions used here are correct.!® Difficulties also appear
in dealing with the ultraviolet cutoff. In the dipole
terms which are finite, we have assumed that the upper
limits on the momentum are rigorously at infinity and
have introduced cutoffs only in the divergent terms.
Since the meson mass is not a particularly high fre-
quency this procedure might disturb the values of the
finite terms. The issue could be settled by inserting a
form factor into the Pauli term rather than using
cutoffs, but this would greatly complicate the calcu-
lations.
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APPENDIX

It will be shown here that both () and G produce
no contribution to the hyperfine splitting to the desired
order. The interaction proportional to M is

I(P; P’)=M1(r) (“1Ps+p)[’y2(ﬂ2ps_P)
+ M (u2Ps—p) 1o (p— 9.

First-order perturbation theory leads to an energy shift
of

AE=—i f V()M (P otp)[ye(uaPs—p)
+ Mo (uPs— p) W (p)dp.
Due to the §(p—p’) appearing in (A.1) only one

(A1)

(A.2)

15 Conversations with J. Schwinger and R. Karplus.
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momentum integration remains in (A.2) and thus no
spin-spin combinations can be formed. A similar phe-
nomenon occurs in the second-order perturbation shift.

Upon evaluation of the first-order polarization opera-
tors, G™ may be written as

a ® ds
w (p)=— 5;1»;[‘9‘2[ — exp(—sm?)
N

f1(u)
+f mﬁ-}—u(l n)p?

+f Ja(n)

(A3)
m22+u(1 u);iﬂ]
the first term having an extra dipole infinity. These
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terms lead to a second-order interaction. Considering
the constant term first, one obtains an interaction of

I(p,p")=constX4a®A\2yrys, (A4)
which leads to an energy shift of
sE~ [Fomas@hapay,  (A9)

which has no spin-spin part. The evaluation of the
energy shifts from the second and third terms would be
analogous to the evaluation of AE®W¢ except that
interaction is already second order and the low-
frequency pole of Dy has been replaced by a high-
frequency pole. Thus these terms give no contribution
to the desired order.
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A fundamental particle is treated as a unit charge whose rest mass and space time coordinates are variables
of its motion. Classical electrodynamics, in its action at a distance formulation, is obtained from an action
principle which is simpler than the usual one. In this new action principle the rest mass of a particle is varied
as well as the coordinates. The rest masses of interacting particles, although not assumed constant a priori,
become constants as a consequence of the equations of motion. Modifications of the old action principle can
yield purely electromagnetic rest masses which are, however, the same for all particles. Similar modifications
of the new action principle give purely electromagnetic rest masses to all charged fundamental particles. In
this new modification of electrodynamics, particles interacting at ‘small distances no longer have constant

rest masses.

1. INTRODUCTION

F the many fields which play an important role in
quantum physics, the one whose classical counter-
part is most familiar is the electromagnetic field. It has
been known for a long time that classical electro-
dynamics can be formulated in two equivalent forms,
as a field theory (Faraday-Maxwell-Lorentz) or as a
theory of action at a distance between charged par-
ticles.! In the case of electrodynamics the two formula-
tions are of the same order of simplicity. Other fields
(such as meson fields) could also be described classically
in an equivalent action at a distance formulation but,
in general, the two descriptions would not be equally
simple.
In modern physics it is the field-theoretic point of
view which has been stressed. Ignoring quantum
* Supported in part by the Office of Scientific Research; U. S.
Air Force.
1K.Schwarzschild, Nach. Akad. Wiss. Géttingen Math. physik.
KL IIa 1903, 128, 132, 245 (1903); H. Tetrode, Z. Physik 10, 317
(1922); A. D. Fokker, Z. Physik 58, 386 (1929); Physica 9, 33

(1929); 12, 145 (1932); J. A. Wheeler and R. P. Feynman, Revs.
Modern Phys. 17, 157 (1945); 21, 425 (1949).

mechanical considerations such as statistics, each type
of free fundamental particle (photon, electron, meson,
nucleon, etc.) is described by a set of field variables
whose behavior is characterized by a different Lagran-
gian function. Interaction is characterized by additional
Lagrangians which are functions of the field variables
of two or more different fundamental particles. Even
if this kind of description gave good results, it can
hardly be regarded as satisfactory at a time when the
number of fundamental particles is of order 20 and
still increasing.

It may be claimed, with only some measure of truth
perhaps, that all simple field theories modeled on elec-
trodynamics have been examined exhaustively, and
that not one of them shows any indications of explaining
all processes involving fundamental particles. It there-
fore seems worthwhile to investigate systematically all
simple modifications of electrodynamics in its action
at a distance formulation. The present field theories
may well turn out to be asymptotic approximations of
an even more complicated and nonlocal field theory
which corresponds to a simple equivalent action at a



