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In Eq. (21) of our paper, the term �ra in the exponential function should read �re as shown below

〈φ|�(E0)|φ〉 = −zazee2
∫

d3k

(2π )3
Gμν (k0 = 0, �k)〈φ| jμe (�k)ei�k·(�re− �Ra ) jνa (−�k)|φ〉 . (21)

In Eq. (26), an exponential factor is missing. The corrected form is

Gμν (�r) =
∫

d3k

(2π )3
Gμν (�k)ei�k·�r

= 1

4π

{− 1
r , μ = ν = 0,

1
2r

(
δi j + rir j

�r2

)
, μ = i, ν = j.

(26)

In Eq. (32), according to Eqs. (28) and (29) of Ref. [1], the sign of the first and second terms should be minus and the factor
of 1/2 in the first and third terms is fixed. The corrected form reads
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These changes of Ai
a do not affect the results of our paper.

The commutator identity of Eq. (49) of our paper has a misprint in the first term of the right-hand side. The corrected form
should be
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)
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There is a factor of zeza missing from δH6 of Eq. (50) and δE6 of Eq. (63) in our paper. They should be
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There is a term −V12V 2/2 missing from δE1 in Eq. (58) of the original paper. It should be
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The fourth term in the curly braces of δE2 in Eq. (59) of our paper is redundant. The corrected form is
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The authors of this Erratum would like to thank J.-Ph. Karr of LKB for his comments about δH6 and δE6.
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