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The radiative corrections to the photoeffect are evaluated for the K-shell of hydrogenlike atoms to lowest
order in the radiation field. The corrective matrix element is first discussed within the framework of the
bound-state interaction (Furry) picture. We then employ the relativistic Born approximation for the Coulomb
Dirac propagator and the final continuum wave function of the electron to obtain an expression which is
correct to lowest order in aZ, provided aZ/B <1, where B is the velocity of the ejected electron. The
renormalization program is carried out completely, and the lowest-order radiative corrections are given
explicitly in terms of the familiar first-order invariant functions of QED. The matrix element which results is
further analyzed in terms of invariant amplitudes which are expressed as sums of Feynman parameter
integrals. Finally, we evaluate the differential cross section assuming the polarizations of the electron and
photon are not observed. Infrared divergences are eliminated from this cross section by allowing for the
possibility that an unobserved soft photon is emitted along with the photoelectron. Although in general a
numerical evaluation is necessary, analytic expressions are given for the low- and high-energy limits of our
final expression for the radiative corrections to the photoeffect. We find that, while the corrections are small
at low energy, for incident photons in the range 1-10 MeV and for electrons emitted near the forward
direction (finite momentum transfer), the radiative corrections tend to reduce the photoeffect differential cross

section by 1.0 to 7.0%.

I. INTRODUCTION

The list of fundamental atomic processes for
which radiative corrections have been evaluated is
quite impressive. Bound-state energy calcula-
tions include the determination of the Lamb shift
and the radiative corrections to hyperfine struc-
ture splittings. Scattering processes for which
the radiative corrections have been obtained ir-
clude Coulomb scattering, bremsstrahlung, pair
production, and Compton effect. Indeed, almost
the only basic process for which radiative cor-
rections have not heretofore been determined is
the atomic photoeffect.

It is not difficult to adduce reasons for the delay
in calculating the radiative corrections to the
photoeffect. Typically, for a given element, the
photoeffect -amplitude is large only at low photon
energies. At higher energies, where radiative
corrections might be expected to become signifi-
cant, the photoeffect is considerably more diffi-
cult to observe. At the same time, the estimated
errors in the theoretical calculations of the basic
photoeffect cross section at high energy are of the
order of magnitude expected for the radiative cor-
rections. Hence, it has not been possible to sys-
tematically begin a search for possible radiative
effects in atomic photoeffect. Moreover, the
mathematical difficulties of a calculation of the
radiative corrections to the photoeffect appear
rather formidable. For processes such as pair
production or bremsstrahlung, which involve only
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continuum state electrons, the radiative correc-
tions can evidently be discussed completely within
the framework of the Born approximation. There
is, thus, a definite and very successful theoretical
framework available. Similarly, radiative cor-
rections involving only bound electrons, for ex-
ample, the Lamb shift, can be evaluated by means
of standard methods of perturbation theory. The
photoeffect, however, is a scattering process in-
volving both bound and continuum states. In this
case, it is not immediately clear to what extent
the Born approximation can be used or whether
more sophisticated procedures are necessary.

There are, however, valid reasons for consider-
ing the radiative corrections to photoeffect at this |
time. With large computers, numerical calcula-
tions of the basic amplitude can be made with in-
creasing accuracy. Advanced experimental tech-
niques allow more precise determinations of the
photoeffect cross section at high energies. The
point is being approached at which radiative ef-
fects in atomic photoeffect at these energies
should become apparent. It would thus be desirable
to have a theoretical insight into the magnitude of
these corrections in order to encourage their ob-
servation.

The current status of the theory of the atomic
photoetfect, for high incident photon energies, is
summarized in the review article by Pratt et al.!
The basic cross section for photoeffect cannot be
expressed in analytic closed form and numerical
computations are needed to treat the general case.
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Nevertheless, for light elements (@ Z<<1) and rel-
atively high photoelectronvelocities (¢ Z/8< 1), Sau-
ter? has derived a relativistic analytic formulaforthe
cross section in a hydrogenlike atom which is correct
tolowestorder ina Z; i.e., a(a Z)°. Morerecently,
Sauter’s result has been extended by Gavrila® (see also
Nagel?), who evaluated the first Born correction. The
Sauter-Gavrila formula, which has the correct
energy dependence, has been combined with an ex-
pression derived by Pratt,® which gives the cor-
rect Z dependence at high energy, to obtain a com-
posite formula which provides a basis for high en-
ergy predictions. At the same time, significant
theoretical insight has been gained from the reali-
zation that, for energies well above threshold, the
minimum possible momentum transfer to the nu-
cleus, q,.., is of the order of unity (in units of
m,c) so that the most important regions of config-
uration space for the photoeffect matrix element
are of the order of the electron Compton wave-
length. This observation leads to the normalization
screening theory of atomic photoeffect at high en-
ergies and has important implications for the cal-
culation of the radiative corrections as well. In
addition to these analytic results, numerical eval-
uations of the total cross section, employing rela-
tivistic self-consistent-field methods, have been
given for a wide range of photon energies and
atomic numbers and are generally accurate to
about 1%. These results are in agreement with ex-
perimental determinations of the cross section in
this energy range which are of comparable accur-
acy.

In this work, we calculate the radiative correc-
tions to K-shell atomic photoeffect assuming a
point Coulomb atomic potential. Although in prin-
ciple the bound-state interaction picture must be
employed, we consider that the relativistic Bornap-
proximation for the electron propagator and the
final continuum wave function can be used to ob-
tain an expression which is correct to lowest or-
der in @ Z, where « is the fine structure constant
and Z the nuclear charge. This expression for the
corrective matrix element is then valid provided
aZ/B<<1, where 8= |P|/E is the velocity of the
ejected electron. This condition is necessary
to insure that the remainder is, in fact, of rela-
tive order ¢ Z and is the usual requirement for the
convergence of the Born expansion. Thus, in this
instance, our result for the radiative correctionsis
of order a®(a Z)® and is directly related to the Sau-
ter cross section.

In the following section, we will review the der-
ivation of the Sauter approximation to the photo-
effect matrix element. This will serve to intro-
duce the procedure we will follow in evaluating
the radiative corrections. In Sec. IlI, we will con~

sider the Furry diagrams for the lowest-order
(order o) radiative corrections to the photoeffect
process. These include all effects of the atomic poten-
tial and are exact in &Z. Employing the Bornapproxi-
mationfor the final continuum wave function and the
electron propagator, an explicit expressionforthe
lowest order (ina Z) radiative corrections tothe
photoeffect matrix element is given inSec. IV. This
result is then analyzed interms of invariant ampli-
tudes which are given as sums of Feynman-parameter
integrals. Finally, in Sec. VI, we evaluate the
differential cross section, assuming the polari-
zation of the electron and photon is not observed,
and the relevant trace calculations are performed.
Infrared divergences are eliminated from the
cross section by allowing for the possibility that
an unobserved soft photon is emitted along with
the final photoelectron and adding the correspond-
ing cross section. Although in general a numeri-
cal evaluation is necessary, analytic expressions
are given for the nonrelativistic and high-energy
limits of the radiative corrections. In the follow-
ing paper,® we will examine the connection be-
tween our results for photoeffect and the deter-
mination of the radiative corrections to the high-
frequency limit of the bremsstrahlung spectrum,

II. SAUTER MATRIX ELEMENT

Although the Sauter formula for the K-shell
photoeffect cross section in a point Coulomb field
has been discussed in several places,” we will re-
produce here a derivation of the basic matrix
element in order to illustrate the general pro-
cedure which we use to evaluate the radiative cor-
rections. Thus, following Gavrila,® we employ
essentially the Born expansion to obtain the low-
est order in o Z approximation to the photoeffect
matrix element. This result then yields the
Sauter formula directly,

The basic process of photoeffect can be des-
cribed by the Furry diagram of Fig. 1. The trans-
ition matrix element corresponding to this dia-

FIG. 1. Furry (bound-state interaction picture) dia-
gram corresponding to the basic photoeffect process.
The double line denotes an electron propagating in the
atomic field, while the wavy line corresponds to the
incoming photon.
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gram is given in momentum space by

Sy=e@n? [q7,@, G- , 2.1

where the incident photon is specified by four-
momentum k¥ =(w, k), four-polarization e* =(e°, €),
and ¢=¢-y=€,y*=€"°-%- 7, where the y* are
Dirac y matrices. (Our metric, y matrices, and
Dirac spinors are those of Bjorken and Drell.®)
¥;(§) is the initial bound-state wave function of en-
ergy E;, given in momentum space and normalized
such that [|y; |2d®q=(271)™3. ¢, (Q) is the final elec-
tron wave function, which is characterized asymp-
totically as a plane wave of four -momentum
p* =(Ey, D), plus an incoming spherical wave. e is
the magnitude of the charge of the electron in ra-
tionalized units. We also set# =c =m,=1, so that
distances are measured in electron Compton
wavelengths, energies in units of the electron
rest energy, and momenta in units of m,c.

The amplitude (2.1) is subject to energy conser-
vation,

E;=E; +w, (2.2)

where E;=(1- Bz)“l/2 with B the velocity of the
emitted electron, and E; =(1 - (112)"‘/2 where
a=aZ. I the photon energy w is much larger than
the binding energy of the K-shell electron (which
is approximately Ej =-3a® for low Z), then (2.2)
reduces to

E;= 1+w (2.3)

neglecting second and higher orders ina Z, For
the derivation of the Sauter formula and for our
lowest-order approximation to the radiative cor-
rections, this form (2.3) of the energy-conserva-
tion relation is sufficient.

In order to evaluate the lowest-order contribu-
tion to (2.1), we use the Born expansion of the
final continuum wave function. Thus, we write

5@ -10) (86 -D+¥ G- 71 )
TP @+FP @), (2.4)

where 7(p) is a free particle Dirac spinor nor-
malized such that 7 (p)u,(p)=1, and

V@ =1°(-a 2)/27% |G| (2.5)

is essentially the Fourier transform of the Cou-
lomb potential. 2 and y$ are the zeroth and
first Born terms, respectively. This approxima-
tion (2.4) for the continuum wave function is valid
provided a Z/8<<1,

For the bound-state wave function we use the
Pauli approximation,

U@ =Ny 1T D, (@6)

which describes the ground state for a Coulomb
potential neglecting terms of higher order in a Z.
In Eq. (2.6), N= (a/7r)5/2 is a normalization factor,
a =9 and I*=(1, 0)

In order to simplify subsequent discussion, we
note the following, Because of the particular ana-
lytic form of the ground-state wave function (2.6),
there may occur a lowering by one unit of the or-
der in @ Z of an integral in which it appears. This
can be seen by observing that one of the repre-
sentations for the three-dimensional & function is
given by

1 A

lim = Ere vy 2@ 2
There are, in fact, two possibilities. I the mo-
mentum § which appears in (2.6) is fixed at some
nonzero value due to the action of an explicit &
function, then provided [{|%>>a? one may neglect
the a® term in the denominator. In this case the
order in o Z of the integral is its nominal order.
On the other hand, if § is not fixed by an explicit
6 function, but rather is integrated over all val-
ues, then, using (2.7), the bound-state wave func-
tion can be replaced to lowest order, by the form

$:i@)=(a2)" 7 2N6@)u; (D) - (2.8).

In this case, there is an additional factor of (@ Z)™!
which lowers the order of the integral in which

$; (@) appears by one unit. In these circumstances,
in order to evaluate the photoeffect matrix element
to a given order in @ Z, all other quantities must
be expressed to at least one order higher. It is
for this reason that we include the first Born cor-
rection z/f;) , in the final continuum wave function
(2.4).

To proceed, we consider the contribution of each
term in the Born expansion (2.4) of the final elec-
tron wave function to the matrix element (2.1).

We define

sp=e@n® [@qIP @ E-B),  (29)

where J}") (§) is defined by (2.4). The Sauter am-
plitude, which is the lowest-order approximation
to (2.1), is then given by

Spi =S +8® . (2.10)

The integration in S{% is immediate, due to the
6 function in . We find, neglecting higher-or-
der corrections® in @ Z, the result

S99 %(gﬂi%u,@m%-m-a]u.«z). (2.11)
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FIG. 2. Feynman diagrams describing the Sauter
amplitude. (The cross denotes interaction with the po-
tential.)

For the leading contribution to S(,‘,?, we use the ex-
pression (2.8) for the bound-state wave function.
Since ¥ (§) contains one power of the potential,
only this approximation for ¢,(q) is needed. The
result for S“) will then be of the same order as
for (7. In this way,

S =e@n (@) NGO G - B g % T (),
(2.12)

where we have used conservation of energy (2.3)
to rewrite the propagator in covariant form. It
is essentially trivial to verify that (2.11) and (2.12)
represent all of the lowest-order contribution to
the matrix element (2.1).

The expression (2.11) for S(") can be further sim-
plified by employing the following relation, which
is valid neglecting terms of relative order (xZ2)?,

1 l->._~> '—‘ e
lﬁ_—ﬁ_l;[l +3@-K) - alu; (D)

1 ->
= 2 R S — D —

@) g VE-Bu@) . (2.13)
With this result, S{} can be written in a form
which is similar to (2.12), so that the Sauter ma-
trix element can be expressed in the symmetric
form,

Ssi=e(27P(aZ) "2 Nu(p)
> > 1
X (X’(p- k) TiF-1 4

e et S EXONCAT
This result, (2.14), is especially attractive since
the right-hand side is manifestly gauge invariant.
It is instructive to note that our final expression
(2.14) for the Sauter amplitude is exactly that
which would be obtained by evaluating the Feynman
diagrams of Fig. 2 assuming the initial (bound)

—J

(e) (f)

(g) ‘?"’V""j(h)

FIG. 3. Furry diagrams which describe the radiative
corrections to photoeffect to lowest order in the radia-
tion field (order «).

electron were described by the wave function,

¥; (@)= (@Z) 72 No@)u; (1) . (2.15)
This expression, aside from the normalization,
corresponds (formally) to the first Born term for
the wave function of a free electron at rest.'® Some
consequences of th1s pomt will be considered in
the following paper.®

III. RADIATIVE CORRECTIONS IN THE FURRY PICTURE

We will now discuss the radiative corrections to
photoeffect in the context of the Furry (bound-
state interaction) picture. In this picture, the
wave functions and electron propagators (Dirac
Coulomb Green’s functions) contain all effects of
the potential so that the resulting matrix element
is exact in ¢ Z. Including self-energy counter-
terms, there are eight Furry diagrams which con-
tribute to lowest order in the radiation field (or-
der @). These diagrams are shown in Fig. 3.
Writing explicitly the contribution of each dia-
gram to the photoeffect transition matrix element
we have the following.

Diagrams (a) and (b) of Fig. 3 represent self-
energy corrections. Their contributions, subject
to energy conservation, are given by

(a)_ 6(277)3(21T0t )(2")8 fdspl d3pz d3P3 d4qD(q) ZP;(Pl)Y“S(Ef q s p1 q: P - ﬁ) ‘)’“S(E,, Pasy ps +E)¢Z/); (ps)

and

: (3.1)
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K= eanyinaan) [@p, @b, @p, a4 (@) T;G,)é5(E ;B -

In these equations, D(g) is the photon propagater, which has the form

1

q?+ie

D(Q)=D(a5 D =

ﬁg) YMS(EI - qo; 52 - ﬁ, 53 - q_)}’ulpi(ﬁa)-

and S(E; D, p’) is the Dirac Coulomb Green’s function. For our purposes the most convenient defi-
nition of S(E; P, ) is in terms of the following (iterated) integral equation'':

-2 [6(§—§') 1

S(E; B, P") = @y

(27r)“ 1

where Y (§) is defined by (2.5). However, we will
also have occasion to refer to the eigenfunction
expansion of S(E; D,p’), which can be written

S(E; B, ) = Sm "’"(")"’"( . (3.5)

Corresponding to each self-energy diagram, there
is a mass counterterm [diagrams (c) and (d) of
Fig. 3], where

RE) =~ ie(2P (35 mg )(27)*

x [ d%p, ap,3,®,) S(Ey; B, Bo + RN (E,)
(3.6)

and

J

F-1+ic B-1+ic VE-5)
_22 m— ( fdaqldaqzﬂa!)s(E;-ﬁ—'ﬁp §,+62)Y(az) ) [‘

(3.2)
(3.3)
1
'—1+ie
e
’—144e 1’ (3.4)

—

R{Y = - ie(2m)*(5mp)(27)*

x [ @, @035 ¢5(E; o K, BIWiB,)
3.7

The use of different mass counterterms for
bound and free electrons in (3.6) and (3.7) re-
quires some comment. For a free particle, the
radiative corrections to the self-energy can only
lead to a change in mass.'?  For a bound electron,
however, interaction with the radiation field also
produces a change in the binding energy. This
correction is essentially the Lamb shift. For con-
sistency, this additional contribution to the self-
energy must be included in mz. Hence, we de-
fine

Sy = =i 2n) [&p, &b, @D (@FB S ~ & B, ~ T, B~ D h B2)

+imo (27)’ fdsp1d4 zd"qé(q")D (q)i;('ﬁ;)‘/“ll’a (ﬁl +'(i)Tl‘[‘y”S(E2; ﬁz -4, ﬁz )]

= GmF +AEB,

where 6m; is the free-particle self-energy cor-
rection and AEy is the radiative correction to the
binding energy, including both self-energy and
vacuum-polarization contributions. In a lowest-
order evaluation of the radiative corrections, of
course, this point is somewhat academic since the
Lamb shift corrections are of higher order in aZ
and may be neglected. It is, however, important
for the general self-consistency of our formalism.
This can be seen from an examination of the self-
energy term, (3.2). [The following remarks also
apply to the vacuum polarization term, see Eq.
(3.10) below.] In this expression, we have written
a factor, S(E;;p, -k, p,), where E; is the energy
of the initial bound state. However, from (3.5) we
see that the Dirac Coulomb Green’s function has
poles at the bound-state energy eigenvalues E, so

(3.8)

that S(E,; D, - &, B,) is not, strictly, defined.
[Note that this infinity is in addition to the diver-
gence of 5m,.] This difficulty is resolved by the
definition (3.8) of 6mp, since in this case the pole
of the Green’s function which appears in (3.2) [to-
gether with the pole in the vacuum-polarization
term (3.10)] is canceled by the corresponding pole
in the mass counterterm (3.7). Thus, the sum of
these diagrams is finite. Effectively, then, for
those diagrams which contain a factor S(E;; P,
-k, D,), this Green’s function may be replaced
by a modified eigenfunction expansion of the
form (3.5) in which the bound state with #=1¢
is omitted.

Diagrams (e)-(g) of Fig. 3 comprise the vacuum-
polarization contributions to photoeffect. Ex-
plicitly, these yield
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R;?) == 3(2")3(%"a)(2")8fd3 1 dspz d4 3 d4q6(qo)D(q)$f(Bl - ﬁ)yys(Ef; -ﬁly -ﬁz +E)¢/¢i(—ﬁz)Tr[Yp S(E:;; —53 - -q, —133)] )

(3.9)

Rf) = e@nfGra)@n)® [ &, dp,d*p, d'ab(a"D @B BIESE ; By - & By (B, +DTely, SEy; B, - 8, 5,

(3.10)

R = - e(2n)* (310 )(217)8fd3 L @b, g d*q D (w; By = D) (B, : ;) Trly, S(@° +w; B, A +K)ES(@% G, By = By +5,)],

(3.11)

where, again, we note that, due to the definition, (3.8), of 6mp, only states with n #7 contribute to the
Green’s function, S(E;; P, - &, D,), which appears in (3.10).
Finally, the contribution of the vertex correction, diagram (h) of Fig. 3, can be written in the form,

R{Y =e(277)3(%1fa)(27f)8fd3m @p, Ppyd*q D (@)F (B )r*S(Ey = 0% B, =G, Dy +KIES(E; = 0% By, By = T 17,05 (Bs)-

The integrals given in Egs. (3.1), (3.2) and (3.6),
(3.7), (3.9)—(3.12) represent the contributions of the
Furry diagrams of Fig. 3 to the radiative correc-
tions to photoeffect. The evaluation of these terms
including all orders in @ Z evidently presents for-
midable calculational difficulties. For a lowest-
order calculation, however, it is sufficient to em-
ploy the Born approximation for the electron pro-
pagator and final continuum wave function. In this
way, one can evaluate explicitly the contributions
of these diagrams. In the next section, we give
our result for the lowest-order radiative correc-
tions to the photoeffect matrix element obtained
in this manner. "

. We note that it should not be too surprising that
Born-approximation techniques can be employed
in this case, even though the electron is initially
bound. We have already indicated that the prin-
cipal contribution to the photoeffect matrix ele-
ment comes from the region of configuration space
- on the order of the electron Compton wavelength.
Thus, it is the small-distance behavior of the
components of the matrix element which plays the
fundamental role. In these circumstances, one can
generally argue that the use of the Born expansion
is appropriate. As an example, it may be re-
marked that the difference between the evaluation
of the Lamb shift, where an expansion of the pro-
pagator in a Born series is not appropriate,!® and
the formally identical calculation of the radiative
corrections to hyperfine structure, where the
Born expansion can be employed,™ is due to the
fact that in the Lamb shift the typical distance

is the Bohr radius, whereas in the case of the
radiative corrections to hyperfine structure it is
the electron Compton wavelength which sets the
scale. In our calculation of the lowest-order rad-
iative corrections to photoeffect we will see that
the introduction of the Born expansion for the
Dirac Coulomb Green’s function and the final con-

(3.12)

r

tinuum wave function does not induce any patholo-
gies which may indicate a failure of this approxi-
mation. Spurious lower-order terms or gauge
noninvariant contributions, such as are encoun-
tered in the attempt to use the Born expansion for
the evaluation of the Lamb shift,’ simply do not
arise,

1IV. LOWEST-ORDER RADIATIVE CORRECTIONS

With the introduction of the Born approximation
in these circumstances, the calculation of the low=
est-order radiative corrections to the photoeffect
matrix element is straightforward. As a prelim-
inary step, we replace the exact Green’s functions
which appear in the contributions of the Furry
diagrams (a)—(h) by the first two terms on the
right-hand side of Eq. (3.4). That is, we set

s s =2 (0B -B")
S(E7 p’ p ) _(2.”)4 <ﬁ - 1 +i€
1 SN | >
+j£—1+z'e V@-p )[5'-1+ie ’
(4.1)

Cross terms in the resulting product which in-
volve more than one power of the potential and all
higher-order corrections to the electron propa-
gators are neglected. At this stage, however, no
approximations are made for either y,(q) or ¥;(@);
the exact wave functions are retained. Since a
separation of zero and one potential terms from
the many potential contribution to the propagator
would have to be done in any case in order to ef-
fect the renormalization program, it is evident
that at this point no essential approximations will
have been made; those terms omitted can be con-
sidered at a later stage. Moreover, since all in-
finite renormalization effects are contained in the
zero and one potential terms, the remainder will
be finite except for possible infrared divergences.
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At the same time, due to the 6 function which ap-
pears in (4.1), a number of momentum integrations
in the resulting expressions can be done explicitly.
Also, the integration over the 4-momentum of the
virtual photon can be accomplished by the usual
Feynman techniques. Finally, the remaining in-
tegrations involving #(q) and 3;(§) can be effected
by means of the procedure outlined in Sec. II. It
should, of course, be apparent that an expansion
of the transition operator in powers of the poten-
tial does not correspond directly to an expansion
of the matrix element in @ Z. - This is due to the
particular analytic structure of the bound-state
wave function which was noted in the derivation of
the Sauter amplitude. An integration involving
¥;(Q) may involve a lowering by one unit of the or-
der in @ Z of the integral in which it appears, with
the result that both the zero and one potential
terms contribute to lowest order in @ Z, How-
ever, since only one power of « Z is involved,

it is relatively easy, in the case of the radiative
corrections to photoeffect, to extract the lowest-
order term in ¢ Z from the Born expansion of the
transition operator. Moreover, zeroth order in
the potential only contributes to zeroth order in

a Z so that there are no spurious lower-order
terms. We may also remark that higher-order
terms in this series will involve logarithmic con-
tributions which come from higher-order terms
in the expansion of the wave functions and the
transition operator. These logarithmic terms,
however, are not relevant to our discussion of the
lowest-order radiative corrections.

With the substitution of the form, (4.1), for the
exact Dirac-Coulomb-Green’s functions and the
elimination of explicit 6 functions, the contribu-
tion of the zero and one potential terms to the
diagrams (a)-(h) of Fig. 3, after renormalization,
can be written in the form

Ry =e(2m)® (fd3p1 P (B,) M(D,)9: (B, -k)

+_/d31’1 &P, P BN Py, Pz)‘pi(-ﬁz)) .
(4.2)

In this equation, p¥=(E; D,), p¥=(E;, D,), and k¥
= (w, k) is the photon 4-momentum, The zero po-
tential contribution M(p,) arises from the product
of the zero-order terms in the expansion of

S(E; D,D’), and is equivalent to the diagrams
of Fig. 4. N(p,,p,) comprises the one-poten-
tial contribution and originates in the cross
terms between the zero- and the one-potential
parts of the electron propagators. The dia-
grams corresponding to N(p,,p,) are given in
Fig. 5. The explicit results for these terms are
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LY
o

FIG. 4. Diagrams which correspond to the zero-po-
tential contribution M(p,) of the electron propagators.
Contributions due to the mass counterterms are not
shown.

given below.
For M(p,), we have

M(p1)=A(p1, Pl —k) ¢ €—C(P1)£J— K'C(Pl _k) )

(4.3)
where A*(p, p’) and C(p) are the usual vertex and
self-energy functions of QED. They are defined
as follows (for a discussion of these functions and
the vacuum polarization correction, see Bjorken

~and Drell, Ref. 8, Chap. 8):

d*q 1
u
- Ve

_2m)y
-4rnai

where #(P)C(P)=Cu(p)=0, if p*=1, and

{ome =[z;1 - 1+CO) (-1}, ‘1(4.4)

d%q 1 " 1
FEESCR e Y S L e B

(2w

= Trar (ZT= Dy (b, p], (4.5)

where % (P)A*(p, p)u(p)=0, if p>=1. Z, and Z, are
the propagator and wave-function renormalization

LEET
FE TS

FIG. 5. Diagrams which correspond to the one poten-
tial contribution N(p,,p,) of the electron propagators.
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constants. By Ward’s identity,'® Z, = Z,.
infrared divergence.
The one potential contribution is given by

1

NGy ) =COWB, - B, =B g3 +¢ ==

A is a small photon mass which is necessary to prevent

Y(ﬁl —ﬁz_ﬁ)c(pz)

1 "k;pz)' V(ﬁl—ﬁz"ﬁ)

+A Py, Py +E) - VB, =

1
Dl e Ladey g sy g2

+V(§1 —.52 _K) 'T(plypz +k,pz) c€+e 'T(pu pl - k,pz)' V(ﬁl _-f)z—'ﬁ)

~ (b, = P, = kY ( x/(ﬁ,-ﬁz—msz-l £+f

where C(p) and A*(p, p’) are defined by (4.4) and
(4.5) and TI(p?), the vacuum polarization function,
is defined by

fd"qTr <7“4_:5_1 Y’ di1>

(277) (gpvpz pl’p” )[1— Z3 +H(P2)] )

T —4rai
(4.7)
with [(0)=0. Z, is the charge renormalization
constant. The remaining function, T"” (p,, p,, Ps),
is defined by
d*q 1
T R d 1 5= 4 T R Sge1 e

__(eny*
-4

T* (py, bas P3) , (4.8)

and is discussed, in a different context, by Brown
and Feynman.'® We note that, because of Furry’s
theorem!” and the fact that 22=0, diagram (g)

[Eq. (3.11)] only contributes to the renormaliza~
tion of the electric charge in lowest order.

It can easily be seen that all infinite renormali-
zation effects, expressed through the renormali-
zation constants Z,, Z,, Z,, and 6m;, are included
in the zero and one potential terms. All remaining
contributions are finite except for possible infra-
red divergences. Moreover, it is evident that
these renormalization constants only appear im-
plicitly in our expression (4.2) in terms of the
definition of the physical charge and mass of the
electron. Hence no further renormalization is
necessary, to any order in @ Z, for the calculation
of the radiative corrections to photoeffect to low-
est order in the radiation field (order «). In the
appendix we give an explicit demonstration of the
cancellation of ultraviolet divergences for this
case.

The evaluation of the lowest order (in a Z) con-
tribution to Eq. (4.2) is readily accomplished using
the approach of Sec. II, so that our derivation of

1 - . >
Ty Y6 -5.-B), (4.6)

I

the lowest order radiative corrections parallels
that of the Sauter amplitude. To proceed we con-
sider first the zero-potential contribution. We .
define

M) =e(2n) [ d°p, TP GIMp )G, ~F),  (4.9)

where 3 (p,), defined by Eq. (2.4), is the nth
Born term in the expansion of the final continuum
wave function. The lowest-order contribution of
the zero-potential term is then given by

My =M +M$) (4.10)
where only the lowest-order part of M%) is re-
tained [cf. Eq. (2.10)]. Using the expression (2.6)
for the ground-state wave function, Mf,"i) can be
evaluated immediately. We have

A (PNA (D, p—k) € ~C(P) - €C(p-F)]
X[1+3@-k) - alu; (1)

br _using the relation, (2.13),
‘°>—e(2w)3(az)" *Nap (D) [A(p, p k) - €= C(p—F)]

(4.11)

15 % V(p ;1) . (4.12)

In (4.12), we have also used the fact that % (p)C(p)
=0, to eliminate one of the self-energy functions.
The lowest-order contribution to M} can be ob-
tained by means of the approximation, (2.8), for
the bound-state wave function. Because of the &
function, the integration is immediate. We find

M(fli) = e(21[)3(a Z)_ITT zNﬁf(P)ﬂﬁ - -E) —l/-.{_—;_.—l

X[A(I+E, 1) e=CU+R)Eu; (1), (4.13)

where we have used the fact that C()u;(1)=0.
Since N(p,, p,) contains the potential once, we
only need the zeroth Born term in the expansion
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of the final continuum electron wave function.
Moreover, to lowest order wé can also use the
form (2.8) for the bound-state wave function.

Thus, both of the momentum integrations in (4.2)

are determined by 6 functions. We see immedi-
ately that the lowest-order contribution of the
first two terms of (4.6) is zero, since 7(p)C(p)
=C(l)u;(1)=0. The contribution of the last two
terms of (4.6), the vacuum-polarization correc-
tion, is also simple since the result is propor-
tional to the Sauter amplitude [cf. Eq. (2.14).]
Explicitly, these terms yield

- 1545
NP +ND=-T((p- k=15, (4.14)

This result could have been anticipated, since it
is known® that the only effect of vacuum polariza-
tion, to lowest order, is to modify the potential
by a multiplicative factor. As the Sauter ampli-
tude is linear in V(§), the form (4.14) follows im-
mediately.

The remaining terms of N(p,, p,), corresponding
to the first-order self-energy and vertex correc-
tions, are somewhat more complicated. After
doing the integrations we have, to lowest order,

ND 4 NB 4 N+ N+ N

=e(2w)3-(az)-lvr21vz@<p>{\<p, L)+ V=B £+ gy A0 -k 1) - VE-R

+V@E-K) - TP, L+k, 1) € +e - T(p,p—k, 1) V(ﬁ—ﬁ)}m(l) . (4.15)

This form, however, while relatively simple in appearance, is not particularly convenient for later appli-
cations. Using the expression, (4.8), which defines TH” (p,, p,, p5), it is trivial to show that

i ; k>]ui(l),

(4.16)

with a similar result for % (p)e - T(p, p—%,1)- Vuy(l). Inserting these expressions into (4.15), and rear-
ranging terms, we can rewrite that equation in the form,

BV - 10, 14k, 1) - (D) =0) | 1€ A, Lek) Ve T, Lk, 1) - (€

N%’+N§?+N§°2+N‘;?+N§‘?=e(2w>3<az>-1n2wf<p){( L Ly, 1) vG-R) A L4k VGG BrE &

L -k p-Fk -k
2’{” APp-k 1) -VB-R)+V(B-K) - T®, L +k, 1) a(l)
bk
calp)- T, p—F, 1) - V(ﬁ—i)}u;(l). .17

This result (4.17) is somewhat easier to deal with analytically, since it is manifestly gauge invariant.
Moreover, the introduction of the 4-vector, a”(q)=¢" — (g -€/q - k)k", eliminates about one third of the
terms present in T*” (p,, p,, p,), since k-a(q)=q-a(q)=0. '

Collecting terms, we have the final result for the lowest-order radiative corrections to the photoeffect
matrix element:

1 =W (PIRu; (1)
=My; + Np;

=e<2n>3(az)-*nzzvﬁf(p){[A(p,p—k)-e —£C(p -0 g VBT
—IN( -k =P €y ¥ BB+ A D) VB =R +A G, 1+8) - V- R ""

SPE-F) - T, 14k, 1)+ all) +[p— I, b —k]*}‘uim , (4.18)
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where [p< I, 2— —E]" denotes the matrix adjoint
of the preceding expression followed by the substi-
tutions, p+ [, k<= —k. Thus the transition matrix
R defined by (4.18) is Hermitian. We also note
that the lowest-order radiative corrections defined
by (4.18) are gauge invariant. That is, Ry; is in-
variant under the substitutions,

et ~et + ik? (4.19)

and
VEG-R)-VF@-K) +E(p-k-1)",

where ¢ and £ are arbitrary.

At this point, it is convenient to display explic-
itly the infrared divergent part of R;;. We note
that each of the functions, C(p), A"(p, p’), and
TP (py, by, P5) is infinite in the limit, x~0. Sum-
ming the infrared-divergent terms,®'!¢ we find
that Ry; can be written in the form'®

(4.20)

Ryi=5- (= G+1nx) +20F(p, V)] Sy +Byy ,  (4.21)

where ﬁﬁ is independent of A and S;; is the Sauter
amplitude (2.14). The function F(p, [) is defined
by

1 2
where pZ=1- (2-v)x(1-x) and v=21- p. This
infrared divergence will be eliminated, in the
final results, by the addition of the lowest-order
Compton cross section, in which the incident pho-
ton produces a final real photon on interacting with
the electron. In Sec. VI we will evaluate this con-
tribution explicitly, assuming the energy of the
emitted photon is small compared to the electron
rest energy.

(4.22)

V. INVARIANT AMPLITUDES

The functions C(p), A*(p,p’), T" (p,, by, Ps), and
I1(g?) which appear in our expression (4.18) for
the lowest-order radiative corrections are rather
complicated. Moreover, although these functions

J

1/2

have been evaluated for certain kinematical situ-
ations, in general the kinematics appropriate to
photoeffect have not been considered. In these
circumstances it would be difficult to give a de-
tailed derivation of the reduction of this expres-
sion to invariant amplitudes. Accordingly, we
will only present here essentially the final results.
In order to simplify the evaluation of our result
(4.18), we introduce a particular set of linearly
independent spinor basis functions ¥,. In this
basis the matrix element R;; will have the form,

Ru= 32 40 0, cos0) ()%, 1), (5.1)

where cosf =5 - % is the cosine of the scattering
angle. We note that, because of parity and time-
reversal invariance, there are only four scalar
amplitudes, A,. The spinor basis functions which
we choose are combinations of Dirac matrices
rather than the usual linear combination of Pauli
spin matrices. In this way we can maintain ex-
plicit relativistic covariance and gauge invariance.
This not only simplifies the expression for the
matrix element; it will also make the trace cal-
culations for the cross section somewhat easier
to perform. Thus we define

Y, =212 2) kY, Y,=21%a2)" VK,
Yy=212%(a2)'[(21- k)(2p- )~ (2L - €)(2p- R)] ¥,
Y,=2n2a Z) Y [(2p- REV - (2p - €)kV], (5.2)

where Y=y (5 -Kk) is given by Eq. (2.5). Although
these basis functions are manifestly gauge invari-
ant with respect to the incident photon, the par-
ticular forms (5.2) imply the choice of the Cou-
lomb gauge for V#(q) in (4.18).

The set of spinor basis functions (5.2) is a nat-
ural set, in that reduction of our expression (4.18)
to invariant amplitudes is achieved most easily
with this basis. For completeness, however, we
should indicate the relation between the Y, and
the usual Pauli matrices. In the Lorentz gauge,
e* =(0,¢), we have

w07 - "L 1 (13 G- 250520 63 ) i,

b -K|?

- =[5, + 1] R
u,@)qug(l)=L%%ﬁlz‘—X;(—wo(kXe)—Efw

_JL 1/2
iy )71 == Goy-gp-axi,

BE 2 1
[B-k[Z E,+1%

Uy (P)Y4ui(l )=

[PrE+dT- (5><€)]> Xi»

(5.3)

1

H@B-8)T - BxK)+20E - 8) = (2p+ LT X ExE}xs,
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where x,=(}) and x, =(}) are Pauli spinors des-
cribing the initial and final electron-spin states.
Hence, the Y, are equivalent to a description in
- terms of the four linearly independent Pauli basis
functions, §-¢, &+ (kx¥), - (HxE), andP-¢
G- (§><E). By choosing a particular coordinate sys-
tem, these reduce to the spinor basis functions
used in other calculations.*

In terms of the ¥,, the Sauter amplitude (2.14)
has the form,

1 1 1
Spi= '%6(217)31\/%): (») < s Y, +; Y,- o Y3> ui(1),

(5.4)

where, we recall, N=(aZ/7)*2, The invariants
k and T are defined by

k=2p - k=2E;w(1-Bcosh), T=21- k=2w, (5.5)
where 8= |p[/E; is the velocity of the emitted
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electron. Note that, neglecting quantities of order
(¢ Z)?, k is just the square of the momentum trans-
ferred to the nucleus,

k=|p-Kk|2 : (5.8)

The infrared-divergence-free part of the radia-
tive corrections to the photoeffect, R;;, which is
defined by Eq. (4.21), can be written in the form

4
Ry =5e(@nPNg= 2 Ry (i, 7 ()Y (1), (5.7)

where the R, are independent of ¢ and ¢ Z. For
simplicity, we write R,, in the form
R,=M, +F, +G,+J,+ P, , (5.8)

where each term in (5.8) corresponds to one term
in (4.18). Explicitly,

27 2 M Ty ()T, (1) =270 2) 77 () ([A(p,p—k>-e - ¢C(p—k)]#—_;é—:-1— VG -F)+ [p— 1, b — _k]’r} wi(l)

is the zero-potential contribution. F, is defined by

27 2 Fnlty ()Y (1)

(5.9)

=21 Z2)™ %, (p) (;:—z[/\(p, 1) VE=-K) 3 + 2D - k) - 20F,(p, DB -K)] +[p— 1,k — _-k]T})‘ui(l) ;

where F(p, 1) is given by Eq. (4.22). G, is defined by

(5.10)

/43

%chﬁ, »Y, ui(l)=2n2(a2)_lﬁ,(1>)< [A@, 1+R) - VB -F) + G + I W B -R) 57 +[p— |,k _k}'r> u(1),

while J, is determined by

N
2= T (B)Y, (1)
2‘”n=1

(5.11)

|43

=222y 0) ( FE=B)- (0, Lok, 1) -all) =20, DW G =R g+ b b o)1)

Finally, P, gives the vacuum polarization contribution,

5 Z P 7, ()Y, (1) = 27%(c 2)™',(p) (y—n((p—k -1 )2);{;,-_—1?_-; VG -8)+[p— I, — —k]*) w(l).

Of these terms, the simplest is the vacuum-
polarization contribution since it is proportional
to the Sauter amplitude. Moreover, the integral
(4.7) defining II(¢2) can be done analytically.® We

have
=I((p ~ k= 1)?) = =II(-«) = (a/27)P(x), (5.14)

where

(5.12)

(5.13)

T

xR [

10 8
P(K)=—§ +3

+_2_ <_5-2> (K+4>’/21n < (x +4)12 +/<1/2> .
3 K K (k +4)72— 172

(5.15)
Hence, using (5.4) and (4.14),



1548 JAMES McENNAN AND MIHAI GAVRILA 15

KP,=TP,=~kTP,=P, P,=0.

(5.16)

The integrals which occur in the zero-potential terms M, can similarly be evaluated analytically,
since the square of the momentum transfer in A¥(p, p—k) is k2=0. Calculating A*(p, p —k) and

C(p) and simplifying, we have

4
ZM B ()Y, uy(1)

=21%(a Z)"'%(p) ({11(1 — k)R +1,(1 = k) (2P k)¢~ (2p - K]} 7 _\;

-y (252

K
X[l —ln/{+< 1——_——;> Ink] (5.18)
and L,(z) is the Euler dilogarithm,
2d
L)=- /. ZTIn(1-x), (5.19)

Expanding the right-hand side of (5.17) in terms
of the Y,, we find

M, =(2/K) (1 = k) +I,(1 = k)= (1/7),(1 +7),

M,=1/T),(1+7)=I,(1+7), (5.20)

My=0, M,=(1/k)I,(1- k),

where I;(1 +7) is obtained from (5.18) by the sub-
stitution, k- — 7. We note that the functions

L;(1 +7) have nonzero imaginary parts. Inordertofix
the sign of Im/;(1 +7) unambiguously, we recallthat
accordingtothe Feynmanprescription, the masses of
the electron and photon have infinitesimal negative
imaginary parts. This implies that 7 has an in-
finitesimal negative imaginary part, so that

In(-7)=In|7]|+im,
er d (5.21)
L,(1 +T)=—f T2 n|1 - x|+imn(1+7) .
o x

On the other hand, I;(1 - «) is real since k> 0.

The expression for F,, defined by Eq. (5.10), can
likewise be evaluated analytically since, in the
vertex function A¥(p, 1), both momenta are on the
mass shell. We find simply

F,=F,=F,=0

L Rt (5.22)
=1 T+4>1/2 ((T+4)1/2+T‘/2 }

F3_2KT[1+2< T In (T+4)1;2—T‘;2> ’

L VG- 4o 1,k -k ),

(5.17)

r

The remaining terms, G, and J,, are quite com-
plicated. Moreover, it is not feasible to evaluate
the Feynman parameter integrals which occur
analytically.’® Accordingly, we will express these
contributions to the invariant amplitudes in terms
of linear combinations of certain definite integrals.

For G, we write

6= 3 6k, 1),

r=08=1

(5.23)
where the integrals G;° have the form
1
G;S(K; T) =f dy r;s(K’ 75 y)grs("; T, y)- (5-24)
0

In (5.24), the I'}® are polynomials in y and the g,
are logarithmic functions of their arguments. Of
the 32 integrals indicated in Eq. (5.23), only 14
are nonzero, For these integrals, the explicit
forms of I';® and g, are given in Table I.

For J, we define

1 3 2
J, =Z 2 3 (k, T)+E Z Ik, T)

=0 5=1 r=0s=1

(5.25)

where H,® can be written

1 1
20, 7)= [ dx [[ 2 02 73,30 (6, 33, ),
0
(5.26)

and J;° has the form

1 1

7o) = [ ax [dy K2 i, 9,75 3, 9).
0 0

(5.27)

6;° and K;° are polynomials in x and y. %, and j,,
are logarithmic in «, 7, x, and y. The arguments
of the integral in Eq. (5.26) for ten nonzero H;®
are given in Table II, while the arguments of the
integral in Eq. (5.27) for the 26 nonzero J7* are
given in Table III.

Each of the 50 nonzero Feynman parameter in-
tegrals G;°, H}®, and J;° given in Tables I-III is
is well defined® for all (finite) values of « and 7.
Moreover, the imaginary parts of GI, H''and J'
are determined unambiguously from the usual



15

Feynman prescription which implies that 7 has a
small negative imaginary part. (G2, Hy?, and J;°
are real for physical values of k¥ and 7.) Thus,
while an analytic treatment of these integrals is
not feasible, they are amenable to numerical
evaluation.

Although the number of integrals which must be
considered in order to obtain a complete descrip-
tion of the radiative corrections to photoeffect,
including all polarization phenomena, is rather
large, some simplification results when we re-
strict the discussion to the unpolarized cross sec-
tion. In this case, the number of distinct integrals
which must be evaluated is reduced from 50 to 20
since the sum over polarizations results in the
replacement of the spinor basis functions by scalar
functions of the invariants k and 7 so that inte-
grands for the same values of » and s can be com-
bined to form a single integral. Moreover, only
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the real part contributes to the cross section, so
that the imaginary parts can be ignored. In the
following section we derive the expression for the
lowest order radiative corrections to the photo-
effect differential cross section.

V1. CROSS SECTION

With the normalization which we have adopted,
the cross section for photoeffect can be written

do 1 P!
ke 4 SPSY = |2 6.1
a6 =@ 20 | Tl (8-1)

where T/, is the total amplitude. Including radia-
tive corrections to lowest order in aZ, T, is
given by

o —
T4=Sp+ 5 [-(G+1nX2)+2vFo(p,1)IS;; +Ry; s

(6.2)

TABLE I. The functions I'’ and g, given in Eq. (5.24) which comprise the integrands of
the 14 nonzero integrals GI°. In these functions, p2=1+ 1y +ky(1—9), g2=1~ky?, and v

=T+2,
Gr® TRk, 7;59) &rs (K, T59)
2 2
cyt 1/r 2 -yn+ 2y + L BT
2 / R AT AT LT
2 2
02 _lin(a? _yk L oK) gy YK
ok S AT T
G%i w+n/7
1 22—27'
"Eln‘i7
Git —-k=1)/7 . by T
G§? -2/k .
1, af+yx
a2
G2 1/k y
G%l —(L+vy)/7T ,
;12- (1 +%Tzln—-y—-p_.~27)
G§ (k+1-29)/7 yr
GP (2 -Ky)/x \
1 K + YK
2 (- mes)
G —(1+2y)/k . v 4
Gt —v(l-9)/T \
ariyr T —yT
p:’[T%E (1+1?)—'-2-1n1’iy7 )]
Gt -1-@2-xy-xyli/T v v
GY (1+xy?) /
1[1_prf yk. gj+yx
_2[2_112(1_2171“ gT: )]
G%z 2y [k ay v v
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where S;; is the Sauter amplitude (2.14) and R, is

defined by (4.21). Hence,
dO’f,' dU}%) a 2 0)
—— = —_— A
T ﬂ[ (3+1nX2) +2v F (p, l)]
115l
+(2) 50 [R,;S};+S,RY1, (6.3)

where dof}’/dQ is the analog of the Sauter cross
section including polarization. The second term of
(6.3), which is also proportional to the Sauter
cross section, contains the infrared divergent part
of do,,/dS.

In order to relate (6.3) to the physical cross sec-
tion, it is necessary to take into account the fact
that any experiment will have a finite energy res-
olution AE in regard to the possibility of emission
of secondary photons; i.e., any number of photons
of total energy less than AE could be emitted in
the process. Then, for consistency to first order in
in @, we must include the possibility that one pho-
ton of energy less than AE is also emitted along
with the final electron. Thus, to obtain the physi-

cal cross section we must add to (6.3) the cross
section for the inelastic scattering of a photon with
final energy less than AE by the bound K-shell
electron (Compton scattering). This addition of
the Compton cross section will allow the elimina-
tion of the photon mass A from our expression (6.3)
and, hence, give a result which can be compared
with experiment.?

The Compton amplitude for the scattering from
a bound electron is described by the Furry dia-
grams of Fig. 6. For our purposes, however, we
only need to evaluate these diagrams for the K-
shell to lowest order in @Z. This can be accomp-
lished without difficulty using the Born approxima-
tion for the intermediate electron propagators and
essentially the same procedure as that outlined
for the calculation of the radiative corrections.

" Hence, we will omit details of this calculation and

simply present the final result for the lowest-order
contribution to the Compton-effect transition mat-
rix element G;; assuming the initial and final elec-
tron states in this case are the same as in our
expression (4.18) for the radiative corrections to
photoeffect. We find

TABLE II. The functions ©}° and %, given in Eq. (5.26) which comprise the integrands of
the 10 nonzero integrals H”s. In these functions, p%=x7+ [Ty(1—y)— k(1 —%)2+ ky(L—x) + 1,
gi=—xx+[ty(1=9)—kyl (1 —-%)2+ ky(l—x)+ 1, and v="T+ 2,

HTS ors (k,7;%,y) hes (k,T5%,9)
01 px—x*r
Hj ~(1~-x) p2 (1+ 71n _m)
HP? (1-x)
02 _.1.. + XK
Hj (1-x)/k 1-%n R
gz qx
H}? L-x)@ +2)/k
HY 1-x)[0+2)(1-x)y—x7] /T
1r pl_xT
1 p2 [ +—2-(1+—-2-ln o )]
H} 1=x)v+2)(1-x)y+x7] /T x
H}z, -%(1~x)
H%z x(1-x)
111 xk XK, q2+xk
ELY TRy E Rl
ag I _q”i[z qi( T >]

H2 —(1-%)(@+2)[1-y +xy] /k
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TABLE III. The functions K}° and j,s given in Eq. (5.27) which comprise the integrands of the 26 nonzero integrals
J7S, Tn these functions, p2=xT +[7y(1-9)— k911 —%)2+ ky(1-%)+ 1, g2 =2+ [Ty(1 =)= ky) (1 - 2)%+ ky (L —x)+ 1, k}
=1+7Ty(l—-y), and v=T+2,

J:"s .K:s(x,r;x,y) Jrs (K, T3%,Y)

ot A7), yaA-n-—yld-x)—1
J3 —v/T k3(1 k§ + PI—xT )

02 _ 16 &), [yd —y)—ykl(1—x)-1
J9 v /k kf(lnkf,+ 2 )
Ji —(1-x)[¥2+ 2+ 27(L—x)] /T

1 2 1/1 pl_xt 1
J3 —A=x)V2+2+ 271 —x) + VYL -x)+x]] /T pf(pf an—TT-——p—,?—xT)
I3 (1 -x)@/n[1-y +x]

1
J; 1-x)[1-y+xy]
J I (L =2)[(v+ 1)(1 =x) (L —9) +2(1—x)y + 3%] )
J%z (L-x%)[1-y +xy]

171 q2+xk 1
‘ i\ In F——— g
J 3 —(1=x)[2(1 -y + xy)—xk] /k d (qx XK ?,,+xu)
JP 1 —x)[(K—'r)(l—x)y—KTx—Z] /K .
\
JH (1 =)L =229 (1 = 9)— k(¥ + 2) x(1 — %)y
+4(T+ )(1-x)y +21/7
1 24T, pi— xT
J§ 1 -2\ +y —xy) + V(1 =2x)—k (¥ + 2x(1 -%)y1/T T (1+ T 2%-?3_967)
J3 A -0)3[-T(1=x)(1=9)+ k + T)x] /T
I 1 -x)%[1-2(1-x)(1-y) +vxl J
JE —1=x)A-%)(1=9) (1= + %) +(L=%)p (1 + 2%)+ 2x]
IR —(1=%)[(1=%)2(1L—9)(1=-29)+x(L—%)y —x% L (1 —2—x£<—1nq" +xK 2x:c )
I (1= 0) {2 e+ ) (L —9)= 7= ) (L—9) 9+ (k= D (1= 0) =} /| B A
JP 1-%{(1-221=29)[(c+7) (L= y)— V] + v (k= 2)x (L-2)(1~Y)
HT—)x(L=x)y + (T + 1) (k= 2)x% /k

J3 x(1=x)2y/T)-T(1=%)(1 =y)+ V]
J3t 2 (1=%)2x/T) =71 -%)(1 —p)+ V] 1 /1 oxr 3@m)? . pR-xT x7)2
gt 1-0%{1 =021+ A+ 21 -m)2+ (T k)] + 57 /7 @2 P T en N T ‘p,?(pf—xf)_)
gt 2(1=0)HIT(1-x)(1-y)-7]
g 2(1-x)lT1—x)1 —y)+ 2]
J3 x(1=%)%l7(1 —%)(1-y)+2] 1 /1 20 3p)? . gl xx )2 )
I —A-0)% {1+ 1y +xy)[T(1—x)(L-y)+ kx]} /k (q27 (5'71',?'+ @ ™ m gl

Ji —x(1 =) (T/K)[T(1 =) (1 ~y)+2]
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cﬁ=e2(2w)3(az)-1n2Na,<p)[<¢,imét_ T hit b ]}i_ - é,) 15+1€,-115i- V@, -E)

+X,(p+kf_ki)ﬁlé,-—lé,— 1 (if{‘l']éi" lgi"‘(’i - {Zj.. 1£f>

1 . >
+Kf i;+igf_1Y(p+kf_ki

where k} is the 4-momentum of the incident photon,
k; the 4-momentum of the outgoing photon, and

€} and €} are the corresponding polarization 4-
vectors.

If we assume the energy resolution is such that
AE <1, then we need retain only those terms in
(6.4) which dominate in the limit #, -~ 0 and thus
consider just the infrared divergent part of the
Compton amplitude.?® In this limit we find

_ (P e
G,i*G}giD—e(—p. k:_—l.k:>sf,, (6.5)

where S;; is the Sauter amplitude. Using (6.5), we
can write the cross section for Compton scattering,
in which the final photon has energy less than AE
<1, in the form,

doff® _adof) 1 f d 3k, Z‘ (1)' €5 _l°€f>2’
T A 2T Jy < ap 2w, B bRy Lk

(6.6)

where dof}’/dQ is again the analog of the Sauter
cross section including polarization which appears
in Eq. (7.3), wf=(|kf|2~}‘>¢2)”2 and the sum in Egq.
(6.6) is extended over the polarizations of the final
(undetected) photon.

The integral in (6.6) has been discussed in many
places.?® For the kinematics which obtain in photo-
effect it can be evaluated analytically. We find,

1 a°ky (P'éf l'<f>2
27 fkfw 20, ; bk, Ik,

= §+1InN2 = 20F (p, 1)+ M), (6.7)

where

W e

ESE

NN

(Y5,7,)=3(2n2/aZ PV2[21 p+2])(2J* €)?,

1

1 e a1
z/+zéi-1’“1‘“{"15—1&-1X’(p+kf*k‘)r——7ffi‘lf}“*“)’

(6.4)

A(w)=——g-— 2In2AFE +'-%'<1+ln

2(AE)2>1_ 1+8
E,+1)5 "1-p

+%[2L2e(1+w/l§l>)- 2L,G(1-w/|5])

+L2(‘( lﬁl +w))— Lz( lﬁl - “’)] (6.8)

and L,(z) is the Euler dilogarithm. We note, from
(6.8), that A(w) is real.

Adding (6.6) to (6.3) and using (6.7), we have
finally, for the physical photoeffect cross section,

_‘19!_"_— do-f('?) < a _1_-|_§_'_ R+ D +
e " an \1T78) @rp 20 SnRAt RS
(6.9)

where A is given by (6.8). We see explicitly that
this expression, (6.9), is indeed free of infrared
divergences.

The cross section (6.9) is completely general in
that it includes all polarization effects. However,
in the following we will consider only the unpolar-
ized differential cross section for the K shell
since it is this quantity which is of primary experi-
mental interest. The unpolarized cross section is
obtained by summing over all possible transitions
from the K shell to the continuum final state of
asymptotic momentum ) and averaging over the
initial photon polarizations. For this purpose, we
note that ~

> (D) YuEd p)Y (1)

m"ymf=*1/2
=3 Tr(f+m)Y (F+m)¥,=1(¥,,¥,), (6.10)

where ¥,=7,Y [y, and m, and m, are the magnetic
quantum numbers of the electron. Evaluating the
traces which result from summing over the elec-
tron-spin states in Eq. (6.9), we have

(Y,,7,)=3(2n2/az)?V3Q2l p)2p k), 3(Y,,Y,)=%(Y,,Y,)==3(21%/a2?(2k V)?,

(¥1,¥5) =5(Y5, V) =3@n%/azPV3(@2I €, (Y, V) =1(Y,, V,)=32n%/aZ?V¥(2p+ k)(2p k= 2-F)

(Y5, 7,) =3(21%/aZ)?(21 k) [2V* R)(2V* p) - V3(2p* B)], 1(V,,T,)=5(V,, T,) =5(202/aZ)? V22T €)®, (6.11)
(Yo, 7,) =3(¥,, T) = =202/ z){2p- [V2(2Lr b+ 2p+ k) —(2V+ B2V )| +4 VA2 €)%},

(Y5, 7)) =1(Y,, ¥y) ==3(20%/aZ)?V3(2J- €)?
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FIG. 6. Furry diagrams which correspond to the
Compton effect from a bound atomic electron.

where 2J° € =(21* £)(2p* €) - (2p* k)(21* €) and V*:

= (V@ -Kk),d). If we now average over the polari-
zation states of the incident photon, then, due to
the gauge invariance of the Y,, we can make the

replacement

> er e ) ~—gh, (6.12)
A=l
so that
3(2J €2~ =2J%==2(k%+ 72 = kTV]
=8P |?w? sin®6 . (6.13)

Using the results (6.11) and (6.13), the radiative
corrections to the unpolarized K-shell photoeffect
differential cross section, to lowest order in aZ,
can be written in the form,

(6.‘14)

&r=d°§?’< o
aw an o)
where?*
-1
6=A+(2—T_£>
\ 7 kT
XxRe[R, +(1=T)R, =(k= 7= 8)R, - 2R,]
.(6.15)
and do{?’/dQ is the Sauter formula,
dof s 81512 sin®p .
—2—=g(aZ) ——=—[4+(w=-1)|p-k|?].
an "0 e e e - DBk

(6.16)

In Eq. (6.15), A is given by Eq. (6.8) while the R,
are defined by Egs. (5.8), (5.14)-(5.16), (5.20),
(5.22)~(5.27), and Tables I-III. (Note that only the
real parts of the R, contribute to 6.) As we have
indicated, this expression is valid provided oZ/8
«<1. .

It will be shown in the following paper® that our
result for the K-shell photoeffect can be simply
extended to the case of any nS, ,, subshell. To the
same order in aZ we find that the corresponding
cross section is obtained by multiplying Eq. (6.14)
by n™® so that

dom/z2_1 dof’ <1 2 6) _
m

aQ n® dQ (6.17)

We note that, for consistency in the case of light
elements, the basic Sauter cross section in Eq.

(6.14) should be replaced by the Sauter-Gavrila
formula®* which includes the @ Z corrections.

For high-Z elements it is also possible that the
accuracy of our expression (6.14) may be improved
by substituting Pratt’s modification® of the Sauter-
Gavrila formula for do{?’/dS.

Even with the simplications which result when
we consider the unpolarized differential cross
section, the final analytic expression for the radi-
ative corrections to photoeffect (6.15) is sufficient-
ly complicated to: require numerical evaluation
for general values of k- and 7. In particular, one
must determine the contributions of the 20 one-
and two-parameter Feynman integrals of the type
given in Tables I-III which remain after integrals
with similar integrands are combined according
to (6.15). Although we have made some prelimin-
ary estimates, the actual computation of these in-
tegrals has not yet been carried out. Neverthe-
less, we can make some quantitative statements
concerning the magnitude of the radiative correc-
tions to photoeffect since we have been able to ob-
tain analytic results for the low- and high-energy
limits of our expresssion (6.15).

VIL. LOW- AND HIGH-ENERGY LIMITS

In the low-energy limit (w < 1) we expand the in-
tegrands of the integrals which define the R, in Eq.
(6.15) in powers of 8, the electron velocity, and
keep only the lowest-order terms. The resulting
integrals can then be evaluated analytically. We
find

(3

-3 (5 - In2AE) + 25 K In2w] + 0(8%)
_%ﬂz ;-g_anAE +2B1nﬁc°se]+o(63). (1.1)

I

We note that this expression (7.1) is of order g2,
which seems’to be a characteristic feature of ra-
diative corrections at low energies calculated in
the Born approximation. It is also found in the re-
sults for the radiative corrections to elastic scat-
tering,?® Compton effect,'® Mgller scattering,?® and
bremsstrahlung.?”"2®¢ However, it should be pointed
out that these results cannot yield the limit g—-0
since they are derived under the assumption
aZ/B<1. In order to treat the case =0, then,
another approach would be necessary.

As a check on our expression (7.1), we note that
it agrees with the expression derived from Fomin’s
result?” for the nonrelativistic limit of the radiative
corrections to bremsstrahlung in the case all of
the energy of the incident electron is carried away
by the photon (§,=0). This will be explained in the
following paper,® where we will explore more fully
the connection between the radiative corrections
to photoeffect and the high-frequency limit of
bremsstrahlung.
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Because 0 is proportional to 82 at low energy,
the radiative corrections are not large in this
region. Moreover, due to the additional factor of
B multiplying cosf, 6(w, cosé) is nearly isotropic.
At energies for which Eq. (7.1) is expected to be
valid (w <5 keV), we find 0=—(a/7)8<10™, (See
Table I of the following paper.)

The high-energy limit of our expression for 6
can also be obtained analytically using well-known
techniques for evaluating the asymptotic behavior
of Feynman-parameter integrals.?® Because the
basic photoeffect cross section is sharply peaked
in the forward direction at high energy it is only
observable in this instance for small angles; i.e.,
finite momentum transfers. Thus, we consider
the case 7> 1 and « finite. (Note that, because of
the kinematics particular to photoeffect, the mini-
mum possible momentum transfer is of order 1 at
energies well above threshold.) We find

8=2(In7 - 1)[In2AE - 3In7] - Ink InT+O(1). (7.2)

This logarithmic dependence of 6 on w and AE is
characteristic of radiative corrections at high en-
ergy.’® In Eq. (7.2) we see that 0 is also weakly
dependent on the momentum transfer.

As an estimate of the order of magnitude of the
corrections in this region we take 7~20 (w=5
MeV), k=5 (9=~10°). In this case

(a/7)6~0.01(In2AE — 1) . \ (7.3)

For AE ~0.10 (~50 keV), we find (a/7)6~-0.03
and for AE ~0.01, (a/7)6=-0.05. In general, for
w in the 1-10 MeV range, an energy resolution
between 5 and 50 keV and for forward angles
(<10°), the radiative corrections (a/7)d range
between -0.01 and -0.07. At sufficiently high en-
ergies these corrections may attain values of
—-0.10 to —0.20. (See Table II of following paper.)
However, in this region the basic photoeffect cross
section itself is very small, and consequently,

J

difficult to observe.

We note, finally, that the simplicity of Eq. (7.2)
allows an analytic derivation of the result for the
high-energy behavior of the total cross section in-
cluding radiative corrections. The dominant high-
energy dependence can be obtained directly from
the relation,

~ 2T (7 (dog
OK-wz./; (dQ>KdK (7.4)

where «, the momentum transfer, is chosen as
the integration variable. By writing

o= (1+aa/m, (7.5)
we find that in the extreme relativistic limit,

A=2(In7 - 1)[In2AE - $1In7] -3 InT+0(1), (7.6)
where
o =4ra(az)®/w (7.7)

is just the asymptotic result for the Sauter
cross section.
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APPENDIX

In this appendix, we give an explicit demonstra-
tion of the cancellation.of ultraviolet divergences
for the case of the lowest-order (in a) radiative
corrections to photoeffect. Because we consider
all orders in @Z (Furry picture), the renormal-
ization program in this instance is somewhat more
interesting than in the free-particle case.

The ultraviolet divergent parts Rf;"i) (A) of the con-
tributions of the Furry diagrams (a)—(h) of Fig. 3
arise solely from the zero and one potential terms
of the exact Coulomb Dirac electron propagators.
Including all orders in aZ, we find the following
divergent contributions from each diagram:

RE)= T ie@a) [ ap, a%p, 36 [0my ~ (27" = 1) (8, = DIS(E3 B, B, + ) 6,6

1. - - > - - > > >
+ 3 13(277)7fd3p1 dsl’z d3p3 (z 1 1-1) Z’[)f(pl) V(p; _pz) S(Ef; D25 Ps +K) ’5{</)1(p3)r

R%(A): %ie(z’”)’,fdspl dspzif(ﬁl) éS(Ei;ﬁ1 —E, 52) [GmF - (Zz—-1 -1) (ﬁz - 1)] ¢l(§2)

+ -;—ie(w J @, a%p,a%, (27 = D T,6) 5B B, B) VG, -5 0B,

¢ 1. . = g e
RF) ()= - g ie(2n)’ émpfdspl a°b, §®,) S(Ey; By, By + k) £4: ),
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(d)(A)* - "13(277)757”1?[‘13?1 asp, ¢f(p1)¢S(Ei,p1_k pz) ; (B,),

1 s s s e
RF(A)=- gie(zﬂ)"’fd"pld“pzdsps (1= 23) 97(5,) Y B, - B2) S(Ey; By, Ds + K) £ ),

1, — > > o - > -
R.S'fi)(A)‘_‘ -3 26(2W)7fd31’1 d3p2 dsp, (1 - Zs) P5(0.) £S(Ey; D, ~ k, pz) V(pz = D3) ¥ (ps), . (A1)
R (A)=-e(2nf (1-Z )fd”Mf ®) £4: (6~ ),
B (W)=e(@n (27 1) [ a9 T,6) 0,6 - B,
where, to order a -
amF— T (nA%+}), Z['=Z7'=1+ 55 (InA%+§+2I00%), Z,=1-5- nA®,

and A is a high-energy cutoff which appears in the
regularization procedure used to define the Feyn-
man integrals for the invariant functions, C(p),
A (p,p’), and I1(¢®). In order to show that these
divergences cancel to order a when the matrix
element for photoeffect is written in terms of the
renormalized charge ep, defined by ep= Zl/2 [e is
the unrenormalized charge which appears in the
contributions (Al1)], we note first that because of
the inclusion of the mass counterterms [diagrams
(c) and (d) of Fig. 3], the matrix element is al-
ready written in terms of the physical electron
mass. Moreover, it is easily seen that in the sum
of the contributions of diagrams (a)-(d), the mass
counterterms cancel identically. Thus, the only
divergences which must be considered are those
of the renormalization constants Z,, Z,, and Z,.

It is well known® that Z, and Z, only give rise to
a spurious charge renormalization which, in fact,
vanishes identically. To show this, we consider
the sum 2:1'2) of the contributions of diagrams
(a)—(d) and (h) of Figs. 3. Using the fact that Z,
=Z, and that

(#~DS(E;B,5)+ [ a% ¥(5-DS(B, )
=[-2i/@2n"6(5-"), (A2)
it is trivial to verify thgt
Z:m =RP(A)+ R (A)+ R (M) + R (A) + REP(A)
=[- 2023 - D+ (27 - 1)
xe(2n® [ @l (5)éi(5-F)
=[- 2023 - D+ (27 - DS, - (a3)

If we now add the basic photoeffect amplitude S,
(of zeroth order in @, but exact in aZ) to the sum

r

274, and multiply the result by a factor Z;!/2 for
each external electron corresponding to the re-
normalization of the electron wave functions, then
we find, to first order in « (again using Z,=2,),

Z =(1/Z,)(S4i+ 24y, 2)

(1,2)
=(1/2,)[1-2(Z;' - 1)+ (Z7* - 1)]Sy,;

=(1/Z,)[1+(Z;* - 1)]'S,;=S (A4)

fi*

Thus, the electron propagator and wave-function
renormalization constants Z, and Z, cancel identi-
cally as they should.

Of the remaining contributions, R{P(A) and
R{P(A) renormalize the electric charge contained
implicitly in the wave functions and propagators
due to the Coulomb potential, while R{¥(A) renor-
malizes the explicit factor e which appears in the
basic photoeffect amplitude S;;. To show this we
consider first R{P(A)+ RE(A). |

It is trivial to verify that, to order «, the dif-
ference between the wave function ¥ (P ) satisfying
the Dirac equation with unrenormalized Coulomb
potential V(q) and the wave function y®(p) satisfy-
ing the Dirac equation with renormalized Coulomb
potential V,(§)=2,V(§) is given by

0(5)-v%5)= 2 [ atp,a%p, (1- 2

X S(E; 5; 51) Y(§1 - 52)11)( 52) .
(A5)
Similarly,
4
(B -T45) =G [ 4%, (1- 2JB()
x¥( ﬁ). - ﬁz)s(E; 5295) .

(A8)
Substituting the left-hand side of Eqs. (A5) and
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(A6) in R{P(A) and R{’(A) and adding the basic
photoeffect amphtude we have, neglecting higher
orders in a,

’
”‘sz R(f)(A)+R(e)(A)

(1,20
=e@n [ a% T, By -K) - e@a’
x [ % [,(5) - V5 (BN (B-F)
- e(2n) [ap T (B[P B-K) - 45 -K)]
=e(2n® [ a*pTHBWIHE-F)
=S4y Ve (AT)

Thus, the sum (A7) yields precisely the basic
photoeffect matrix element corresponding to the

correct renormalized Coulomb potential.

Finally, if we add to our previous result the re-
maining contribution, “"(A) and multiply the sum
by Z;'/? corresponding to the renormalization of
the external photon line, then we have, to first
order in a,

So 0 =z Pz Su+ RP(A)+RIP(A)

(1,2,3)
+R{+R{P(A)+RiP(A)+ RP(A)
(g)(A)+R(h) A)] =Zé/ sﬁ | vovg
=S.(fi_'enorm.)' (A8)

This completes the renormalization program to
this order in a. We see explicitly that all diver-
gent quantities sum up to give precisely the physi-
cal photoeffect cross section. Moreover, as we
have indicated previously this result is exact in
az.
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