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Long range electromagnetic effects involving neutral systems and effective field theory
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We analyze the electromagnetic scattering of massive particles with and without spin wherein one
particle (or both) is electrically neutral. Using the techniques of effective field theory, we isolate the
leading long distance effects, both classical and quantum mechanical. For spinless systems results are
identical to those obtained earlier via more elaborate dispersive methods. However, we also find new

results if either or both particles carry spin.
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I. INTRODUCTION

There has been a good deal of recent interest in higher
order corrections to electromagnetic scattering. In particu-
lar the one-photon-exchange approximation, which has
traditionally been used to analyze electron scattering has
been shown to be inadequate when applied to the problem
of isolating nucleon form factors via Rosenbluth separa-
tion—inclusion of two-photon-exchange contributions has
been found to be essential in resolving small discrepancies
with the values of these same form factors as obtained from
spin correlation measurements [1]. A second arena where
two-photon-exchange effects are needed is in the analysis
of transverse polarization asymmetry measurements in
electron scattering. Such quantities vanish in the one-pho-
ton-exchange approximation, meaning that the sizable ef-
fects found experimentally must arise from two-photon
effects [2].

Much has been written about such higher order photon
processes and a number of groups have undertaken preci-
sion calculation of such effects [3], which have shown, for
example, that the high energy enhancement of that trans-
verse asymmetry is associated with a logarithm containing
the electron mass. It is not our purpose here to attempt such
detailed calculations of charged particle interactions or to
confront experimental data. Rather our goal is to use the
methods of effective field theory (EFT) in order to analyze
the very longest range (smallest momentum transfer) con-
tributions to the electromagnetic scattering process when
one or both of the scattering particles are neutral. Note that
these long range components are associated with pieces of
the scattering amplitude which are nonanalytic (and sin-
gular) in the small momentum transfer limit. (They have no
relevance therefore to the high energy effects discussed
above.) Some of these corrections are classical

(h-independent) and behave as 1/y/—¢2, v/ — ¢, etc., while
others are quantum mechanical (%#-dependent) and behave

as log—q?, ¢*log—q?, etc., where ¢” is the momentum
transfer [4]. In the case of two spinless charged particles
the lowest order interaction, which arises from one-photon
exchange, is the simple Coulomb interaction, which be-
haves as a/r, where a = e2/4 is the fine structure con-
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stant. The contribution to this charged scattering process
from two-photon exchange is a problem addressed nearly
two decades ago by Feinberg and Sucher using dispersive
methods [5]. Even earlier Iwasaki had studied the classical
piece of this problem using standard noncovariant pertur-
bation theory [6]. Recently we reexamined this problem,
using the methods of EFT [7]. Results for spinless scatter-
ing were found to agree with those of [5,6], but the use of
EFT methods permitted the extraction of new and interest-
ing spin-dependent structure.

Our goal in the present article is to extend these consid-
erations to the case of the electromagnetic scattering of two
nonzero mass particles, at least one of which is neutral. In
this case there exists no lowest order Coulomb potential
and the leading contribution arises from two-photon ex-
change. The interaction of two spinless systems was con-
sidered long ago by Casimir and Polder [8] and by
Feinberg and Sucher [9] in the neutral-neutral case and
by Bernabeu and Tarrach [10] and by Feinberg and Sucher
in the case of the interaction of a neutral and a charged
particle [11]. The first of these calculations was performed
using noncovariant fourth-order perturbation theory, while
the latter evaluations were done using dispersive methods.
In the present paper we reanalyze these problem using EFT
techniques. The basic idea is to calculate the infrared
singular components of the two-photon-exchange dia-
grams, since such terms give rise to the longest order
interactions in coordinate space. In the case of spinless
scattering, we will reproduce the results of previous au-
thors [9-11]. However, the use of EFT methods allows the
straightforward extraction of the new and interesting struc-
ture which arises if either or both particles carry spin.

In the next section we study the interaction of two
neutral particles, while in the following section we look
at the situation when one of these particles is charged. We
present a brief summary in a concluding section.

II. NEUTRAL-NEUTRAL SCATTERING

The electromagnetic interaction of two neutral systems
having separation r, the so-called van der Waals force, was
considered long ago by London [12], who gave a simple

© 2008 The American Physical Society


http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.78.013001

BARRY R. HOLSTEIN

form for the interaction potential in terms of the electric
polarizabilities of the two systems—

a“Eaf’Ea)O
47rd

where w, is a typical excitation energy. The form of the
van der Waals potential can be understood in terms of the
energy of the dipole moment of “atom” b (d, = —ex;) in
the electric field created by the dipole moment of “atom’
a—

VvdW(r) -~ ’ (D

—ex e2x,x,,
~— = X 4 _ ab
}[1 dbEb(da) 9 4771”3 47Tr3 (2)

Of course, {(x,) = (x,) = 0, i.e., there exists no average
dipole moment, so this energy change vanishes in first-
order perturbation theory—

AE, = <l//0|-7'[1|¢0> = 0.

However, there is a shift at second order since at any given
instant of time there exists an instantaneous dipole mo-
ment, say in atom a. The corresponding electric field from
atom a at the position of atom b— E,(R)—generates a
correlated electric dipole moment due to its electric polar-
izability:

ex,

d, = 4mabE,(R) = 47Ta§’5477r3. 3)

The electric field generated by this electric dipole moment
then acts back on the original atom, yielding an energy

e’ x2ab

AEvdw ~ _daEb(r) = (4)

dmr®
which is the van der Waals interaction. What makes this
work, then, is the point that one can use the instantaneous
position of one atom to provide an action at a distance
correlation with a second atom in the vicinity. Finally, we
note that the electric polarizability itself can be extracted
by calculating the shift in energy of the atom in the
presence of an external electric field E, in second-order
perturbation theory—

(OleEgx,|n)XnleEyx,0) _ 1

AE® = —AralE2.
§0 Ey - E, 2 TR
(%)
We find then a4 ~ e*(x})/w, and
atalw,
AE, g, ~ ﬁ (6)

so that it is this self-interaction energy which is responsible
for the London form.

Casimir and Polder generated a general form for the
interaction potential from quantum mechanics by using
two-photon exchange and fourth-order noncovariant per-
turbation theory [8]. Their result reproduces the simple
London form at short distance— r =< -1—but at large

@

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 78, 013001 (2008)

distances, when retardation is important, i.e., when a typi-
cal quantum mechanical excitation time Tgy, ~ 1/ is
smaller than the time for light to travel between the two
particles T', ~ r, then the London potential, which depends
upon the correlation between the instantaneous positions of
the two systems, breaks down and the interaction evolves
into the long distance asymptotic form

k-0 —23(agal + By By) + T(afBy + azBiy)
VCasPol(r) - 47’ ’

(N

That the very long distance asymptotic form must vary as
1/r" is clear from simple scaling, as argued by Kaplan
[13]. The argument is elementary—since polarizabilities
have units of volume, and since the interparticle separation
is the only scale in the problem, the form of the potential
must be

a b
_apagp

1’7

V ~

The derivation of the Casimir-Polder form—Eq. (7)—
within modern quantum field theory was given by
Feinberg and Sucher using dispersive methods [9]. In an
impressive calculation using simple assumptions involving
analyticity they were able to obtain the Casimir-Polder
result.

In this section we shall show how the same form can be
obtained in a much simpler and more direct fashion using
the methods of effective field theory. The basic idea is to
calculate the diagram for two-photon exchange between
the two systems and then to retain only the leading non-
analytic—small momentum transfer—terms, since it is
these pieces which lead to the dominant—Ilarge r—behav-
ior of the potential. We first set the generic framework for
our study. We examine the electromagnetic scattering of
two particles—particle a with mass m,, and incoming four-
momentum p; and particle b with mass m, and incoming

a b

FIG. 1. Basic kinematics of electromagnetic scattering.
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four-momentum p;. After undergoing scattering the final
four-momentum of particle a is p, = p; — ¢ and that of
particle b is ps = p3 + g—=cf. Fig. 1. Now we need to be
more specific.

A. Spinless neutral-spinless neutral scattering

First suppose that the two particles are both neutral and
spinless. Then the leading piece of the electromagnetic
amplitude is that for two-photon emission and can be

characterized in terms of the electric and magnetic polar-
|

eza E*bﬁ()
a
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izabilities— a, By—which are in turn defined via the
energies [14]

08EN = —LdmagE? + 4mByB). 8)

For a spinless neutral particle a of mass m, having four-
momentum p;, the amplitude to emit a photon with polar-
ization €, and four-momentum k together with a second
photon having polarization €, and four-momentum g — k
is then

*

Tap(P1 kg — k) = —idmag 5 (€ k- py — ke pl€ye(q —K) - pi = (@ = Ka€y - 1)

. 1 . . )
- 1477-:85&?(EaﬁyaealgkyplS)(EapUAEbp(q - k) P?) (9)

a

The two-photon-exchange diagram between spinless neutral particles is shown in Fig. 2 and is of the form

1 (4m)? d*k —in® —inh?

20mimi ) Qm)* K (k—g)?

1 (4ap [ &kl
(

C2tm2md ) 2wt KRk —

OOMZ'y (‘I) =

078 5(p1, kg = K78 5(p3, =k k — q)

7 [ak(n®fps - kpy - (k—q) + p§phk-(k—q) — (k— q)*p5ps - k

— p§kPpy - (k — q)) + By (e’ ¥k, p3s)(€, P (k — @) p3,) Lt (n*Bpy - kpy - (k — q)
+ plaplﬁk (k—q)— (k— Q)aplﬁpl “k— plakﬁpl “(k—q)) + 3%4(5Aaarkgpf)(fapsm(k - CI)KP/f)]-

Performing the indicated contractions and integrating,
using the results in Appendix A, we find the result

Lq4 a b a pb

— 1(ag By + azBi)], (11)

OO:MZY(C]) =

where we have defined L = log—g?. In order to determine
the potential, we Fourier transform and find, using the
results from Appendix B,

FIG. 2. Bubble diagram used to evaluate the electromagnetic
scattering of two neutral systems.

(10)

3
Oovzy(r) = - [(;ZTC]P My, (q)e @7

—23(atab + By BY) + 1(atBly + abBy
4777

(12)

which is the classic result of Casimir and Polder [8].

B. Nonzero spin neutral-spinless neutral scattering

If either neutral particle has spin, the potential becomes
more complex, but is still straightforward. We must now
characterize the system in terms both of its ordinary elec-
tric and magnetic polarizabilities but also in terms of so-
called spin polarizabilities. If the particle a has spin S,
then the leading order spin-dependent generalization of
Eq. (8) has the form [15]

Se8E, = OSEN(S,,, myflSq my) + S«8E@,  (13)

where

>

Se8E® = —4m{y%, S, EXE+ ¥4,S,- BXB

oo

— 294, (E - VS, B+ E;S, - VB)
+2y4,(B- VS, - E+ B,S, - VE))] (14)
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Here §a = (S, m, f|§ [S,, my;) and v4,, Y51, Y ¥4y, are the spin polarizabilities of the particle. The two-photon vertex
of particle a then has the form

GaafbﬁS"TZB(Pl» kg —k = W[aaE(Eaak “p1 — kY€, 'Pl)(fzm(q —k) - p—(q— k)afb “p)

+ ﬂ?w(eaﬁyaGZBk’yplﬁ)(eap(r)\Ezp(q — )7 P S maplSa my;)

+ ¥hi€apysSil(€,(q = k) - pi — (g — K)Pe; - p )k (e2k - py — K€l py)

+ (elk-py —kPes - p)g— B(€2(q— k) - pi — (g — K€, - p))]

+ Y i€apys S PP € (q — k) \p1ck, €4 €5k p 1y

+ ePrio el kipio(g — k)€€, (g — k)rp1e] + 2v5[S, - ke, (g — k) - py

— (g — k)€ p1i€yo€ikipy + S, (g — k)€ k- py — kP€y+ p1)i€y i€

X (q = k) p7 + (€ - k(g — k) - py — (q = k) - ke, * p1)i€y o Sa€i ke p]

+ (€5 (g — k- p;— (g — k) ke, - prli€,.Saey (g — k) py]

+2¥5lSa k(e k- py — kP €, pr)i€,saey(q — K)EpT + S, - (g — k)€, (g — k) - py
—(q — k)€, - pri€pa€a ke pl + i€, ok €1(q — k) pY (€5 - Suk - py — k- Su€5 - py)
+i€pnzalq — k)P €<k pT (€ - Salg — k) - pr — (g — k) - Sa€; - p1)] (15)

and the scattering amplitude becomes

1 (4m)? [ d*k —in®r —inP?

S840 = S, ~a A _ _
sz(CI) 2‘ mgmlzq (277_)4 k2 (k _ q)2 Tozﬁ(pl’ k! q k) Tsyﬁ(p:i’ k’ k Q) (16)
Performing the various contractions and integration, we find

S,,Omtzo;(q) — SuOmgy(q) + S“O.’Mé’y(q) (17)

with

Lq*

OME(q) = = 25w maglSa ma 23 + By By) — T Bl + aiBiy)] (18)

and

Lg* i

MOM3, (@) = —55 Weaﬁyép?pf q7Sal4ag + By (vi + vin) + 20(ak + By (Vi + ¥ip)) (19)

The first piece here is identical to the form found in the spinless case but is multiplied by the spin-independent factor
(S, maflSa, My;) = 5mafm,,,-- The second component, however, is spin-dependent and more interesting. Working in the
center of mass frame with p; = —p; = pcy and taking the nonrelativistic limit we find

Lg*(m, + my)

SOME,(g) = i =TS, e X LA+ BR) (v + vin) + 20(ak + Bl (vE T ¥ (20)

Taking the Fourier transform, and noting that 7 X pcy = L is the angular momentum, we obtain then
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S,,Ov(r) _ _/ d36]

W e—i@?S(,OMtzot(q)

Y
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—23(abab + B4, Bh) + 7(asBh, + ab B, L Ma +my 5

= <Sa’ maflsa’ Mg

= 1
XV—

mwr

477 m>

Sa* Pem

a

7 [(O{% + Bﬁ/[)(yaEl + 7]?41) + 5(“% + Bﬁ/[)(yaEz + ’YX/[Z)] = <Sa’ maflsar mai>

m, +my >

v —23(agal + B, BY) + 1(as.Bhy + abB%)

Aqrr’

+ S,

ma

.7
: Lﬁ[(a}é + Bh)(vg + v + 5(ah + Bh)(ve, + ¥in)) (21

The potential has a spin-independent piece which is simply
the Casimir-Polder result, accompanied by a shorter range
spin-orbit component, which can be identified by its char-
acteristic spin dependence. Clearly, higher order polariz-
abilities will lead to new and shorter range interactions as
well as spin-spin correlations in the case of scattering of
two neutral particles, both of which carry spin. However,
we will end our discussion here for the neutral-neutral case
and move on to the situation where one of the particles
carries a charge.

III. SPINLESS NEUTRAL-CHARGED PARTICLE
INTERACTION

The long range interaction between a neutral and
charged system was known classically long before its first
quantum mechanical calculation. In this case the presence
of a charge e at the origin leads to an electric field at
location 7 of size E(F) = e/4arr?. If there exists a neutral
particle at this location there will be an induced electric

dipole moment d = 4ma EE. The corresponding interac-
tion energy is
1- - 1 > apa
5E = - EdE ‘ E(;) = - E47TC¥EE2(F) = - ﬁ,
where @ = 4re? is the fine structure constant.

A full quantum mechanical calculation leads to quantum
corrections to this result and was first performed by
Bernabeu and Tarrach using dispersive methods [10]. The
problem was later reexamined dispersively by Feinberg
and Sucher [11]. The result found for the leading long
range potential between charged and neutral-spinless sys-
tems was

_laaE_’_ (llaE~|-5BM)aeh+
2 7 3

We see that the leading term is classical (7-independent)
and agrees with the result found in the simple derivation
above— V,(r) ~ —aag/r*. However, there exist addi-
tional contributions to the potential which are quantum
mechanical in nature and have the form Vg, (r)~
aagh/mr’. Numerically these corrections are tiny.

V(r) = (22)

damr

However, such terms are intriguing in that their origin
appears to be associated with Zitterbewegung. That is,
classically we can define the potential by measuring the
energy when two objects are separated by distance r.
However, in the quantum mechanical case the distance
between two objects is uncertain by an amount of order
the Compton wavelength due to zero point motion— &6r ~
h/m. This leads to the replacement
1 1

I e

which is the form found in our calculations.

1 h
— x4
A e

A. Spinless charged-spinless neutral particle

The EFT evaluation of the charge-neutral interaction
proceeds similarly to that done for two neutral particles,
except that the two-photon emission from the charged
particle is characterized by the usual vertices—for a spin-
less charged particle we have the one- and two-photon
vertices

1 .
OTEL)(Pz» p1) = —ie(p; + p2)y

0.2

. (23)
T;w(]’z, pl) = 21827]/.1,1/'

The relevant diagrams are shown in Fig. 3 and the asso-

%

(a) (b)

FIG. 3. Triangle and bubble diagrams used to evaluate the
electromagnetic scattering of a charged and a neutral system.
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ciated amplitudes are

d*k  MayMps
Qm)* K (k — g)*

41
"Ms,(q) = &

— p§kPps - (k— q)) + Biy (e’ 7k p3, (€ (k — q) p3,)](2py

1477 &k Nap

M3, (9) = Q) 12k —

: (k - CI)) + BM(E)‘aygkypfvﬁ)(Ef\gK#(k - q)Kp?’,U.)]

Doing the indicated contractions and performing the
integration via the forms given in Appendix A, we find

o=

(25)

ML (q) = — b+58%)L,

2 my,

where we have defined S = 72 /4/—¢?. Adding, we find

Omtol( ) 6]

2, [6m,Sab + L(11ab +585)]

(26)

whose Fourier transform, using the results given in
Appendix B, is

d’q
(2m)?
1 aal (11ab + 585 )ah

- + 27
2 A dm,r @7

Vi) = - M (g)e 77

in complete agreement with Eq. (22). Now consider the
modifications which result if spin is introduced.

B. Charged spin 1/2-spinless neutral particle

In order to see what changes result if the charged particle
carries spin, suppose particle a has spin 1/2. Then the
calculation goes through as before except that we must
use the one- and two-photon vertices

1270(py, p1) = —iei(py)y,ulpy),

28
1272 (py, p1) = 0, (28)

and we find

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 78, 013001 (2008)

[ab(n®ps - kps - (k — q) + p§pSk - (k—q) — (k= @)*p5ps - k

1
2 (2p1 - k))/’

—k—q)° -
Q) (pl_k)z_ma

mE [al(n®Pps - kps - (k— q) + pspik - (k— q) — (k — @) P’ ps - k — p§kP ps

(24)
[
q2
M5, (g) = — [ag(a(pz)u(pl)(n +3Sm,)
1
- a(py)pyulp)EL + 3mas>)
my
" ﬁ@(mpz)u(pl)@ —35m,)
1
+—alpy) psulp))AL + 3Sma>)],
mip
12M% (q) = 0. (29)
Using the identity
1 +
12t = ([ L 22 poput)
4m? ¢
— L € B 755] 30)
m2 wBysqd P19a |

where
S& = 3ia(pa)ysy* u(p;)
is the spin vector and reduces to

NR B
s:380,5,) = (0 xf*;ox,)

in the nonrelativistic limit, the full amplitude can be writ-
ten as

M) =~ 3L [a<p2>u<p1><az(1m +om,S)
5Bt ' €apysPsPL 9" S
X (4L + 3maS)<a2~ B | @31
Taking the nonrelativisitic limit via
ﬁ(Pz)M(P1)§X}l-T)(? 2 gy Sa BrXp1 (32

we find the nonrelativistic amplitude in the center of mass
frame
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2

aq

M) = 5
a

1
X ﬁ,(sﬂs(maag + (my + my)BY) + ——L(8m,
nmy, b
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[(6maSaZ- + L(11ak + 5,8?,1)))(; @S B,

2 2

o = 3my)al + (8m, + 3mb)ﬁ1’{4))]. (33)

We observe that the resulting amplitude contains two components—a spin-independent piece whose form is identical to
that found in the spinless case accompanied by a new spin-dependent form. Taking the Fourier transform, we find the

effective potential

(11ab + 585 ah

at _a
Xi Xi— Sa
dm, ) fA om f,

7b,5((8ma = 3my)al + (8m, + 3mb),8,’{,,))

>
S, £ o, + (g -+ my) 1)

dq '? s 1 aat
v = [ S5 Mg = (-3 45
> «a ah
X V(s e+, mp) Bl —
1 aal (1lab +56%)an 1 -
= < 4E + 5M )X?’TX? - 2
2 4rm,r : 2mgmy,
_ Sha
8mm,r

The potential then has a universal spin-independent form
accompanied by a spin-orbit component, which in turn will
be seen to have a universal structure. In order to verify this
assertion, we proceed to the case that particle a has unit
spin.

C. Charged spin 1-spinless neutral particle

In order to verify our conjecture that the spin-orbit piece
has a universal structure, we perform the scattering calcu-
lation for the case of a charged spin 1 particle, which we
take to be a W boson. In order to determine the correct
interaction vertices we must recall that the electroweak
interaction is a gauge theory. This means that the spin
one Lagrangian which contains the charged W has the
Proca form

1 - m2 B
L :_Z(U“”)2+7U“ (35)
but the SU(2) field tensor U ,,, contains an additional term

on account of the required gauge invariance
7,0, — 7,0, —ikU,x U,  (36)
|

>

U =

2
MY (q) = 2

* a 1 a*
28 I:a%(Ze?- - €4(29L + 12m,S) + m—%ef

8
— 6m,m,S) — — €4 - pyed - psL —
mj, m,m

((8my — 3mp)al + (8m, + 3m,,)3,l;4)). (34)

|

where k is the SU(2) electroweak coupling constant. This
additional term in the field tensor is responsible for the
interactions involving three and four W bosons and for an
“extra” interaction term which has the form of an anoma-
lous magnetic moment and, when added to the simple
Proca moment, increases the predicted gyromagnetic ratio
from its naive value— g"alve = ]—to its standard model
value— gt = 2 [16]. The resulting one- and two-photon
vertices are then found to be

7u(p2, p1) = —iel(p, +p1)ﬂef € — €7, € ">
— € 6 p1+EfMl (p1 — p2)
— € 6f “(p1 = p2))
Tu(P2, p1) = ie (ZgM,, €l — EIMEfV - Emf,,,) (37

where we take the incoming spin 1 particle to have polar-
ization vector €/ satisfying €{ - p; = 0 and the outgoing
particle to have polarization vector €5 satisfying €% - p, =
0. Evaluating the diagrams shown in Fig. 3 we find then

q(20L + 9m,S) — €4 - pa€f - q(L(m, — 8my)

amb

€ - qef - p3(L(m, + 8m;,) + 6mambS))

+ ,BM< 2. €48l — — q@L + 15m,S) — —— €}" - ps€f - q(L(m, — 8my) — 6m,m,S)
a a
8 * *
— S psL = e el pa(Lmy + 8m) + omm, ) |
mj, o
2
aq L a a 4 ax a 1 ax
1.'ng q) = Y- [aE( Teqr - el + S €f Pl ps + W(ef . “p3 t € pyef q))
a b
b ax a 4 ax a 1 ax a ax a
+ B\ 6€§” - € +m—1276f “ p3€Y - p3 +m—127(€f g€l - p3 T €5 - p3ef - q) ) | (38)
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Summing, we determine the total amplitude

[

m,my,

aq®
48m

b

tot( ) —

a

(e

- q(4L + 15m,S) —

1
(e
amp 4
In order to make contact with our previous results, we use
1

the identity
tae = (= a2)

X [_4ima e,u,ByéplﬁquE

a a%

€€ q— €

+2(p1 + p2)u€f - qel - ql
(40)
where we have defined the spin vector
_i a* a
Sap = 2o EnBYSES ﬁfiy(Pl + p))°. 41)
a

The amplitude can then be written as

an

lj\/ltot
12m,

q) = [ @ . ed(ab(11L + 6m,S) + 585,L)

i
W aﬁyﬁpgp{;q’ysg(4ll + 3maS)
a'th

+

b b 1 ax a

X (ag + By) + — € - g€
mll

q(ab(4L — 3m,S) — B4,(20L + 27maS))].

(42)

Comparing with Eq. (31) we see that both the spin-
independent and dipole terms have a universal form.
J

Dy — €0 el - AL + 3mas>) ¥ ,31%4(6}1'* :

g€l - p3 — € - pa€l - @)44L + 3maS)):|.
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1
aE( @ . 94(11L + 6m,S) + —6“* qei - g(20L + 9m,S)

1
€/20L — =) € - qef

a

(39)

There is an additional quadrupole contribution that pre-
sumably is itself universal if higher spin is considered.
In the nonrelativistic limit we have

1 1
0~—_A._> ON__’\,"
€ = - &P, €= o € Py (43)
so that
1 o ag -
€f € = —&F & + &7 P2&] - Py
ma
= &€ pr € X &l - py X Py
2 2 {p1 T EF - piEl pa) (44)
Since
— iy x & = (1, m|S|1, m)=§,, (45)

Equation (44) becomes

6?*'51‘:_@?*"%? 225 “P2 X Py

F o€ “P1€7 - py)  (46)

22 .p1+é.?*

Dropping the last term here, which is O(v?/c?), we find the
nonrelativistic amplitude in the CM frame

M) =15, [(6maSaZ + L(1lag +SBREy - &xi + 5 gz Sa " P2 X pl(s—S(m ah + (mg + m,)BYy)
+ ZLbL«sm = 3mp)ag + 8m, + 3mb>ﬂﬁ4)) + migq:T“:q(a%ML —3m,$) — B}(20L + 27maS))],
(47)
where
G:T"q = & - G& - G —1q°e - & = —(Lmg|S -GS -G — 3§11, m;) (48)

involves the quadrupole moment. Taking the Fourier transform we find the effective potential
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3., 1/2
IV(F) :[(21—6;3 Mtot( )e iq'r
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_( laal  (lah +5B%)any,,. ., | R =( b b
_< 5 + ppm— ) € - & —szSa.pCMXV(W(maaE-i-(ma+mb)ﬁM)
ah 12 >( ah
s (8m, — 3my)af + (S, + 3mb),8M)> VT :v(m (e + 9Bl + — s (a - 55!;4))
1 aal  (11a} +585)an\,,. ., 1 - S«
= (—5 i + pp— ) ér - & — S, S, L F(m ab + (m, +my)B%)
Sah 1 24 35ah
3 o ((8my — 3my)al + (8m, + Smb),BM)) — FTa:F (—a(aE +98Y) + o (al — 3,8M)) (49)
7Tma a a r
f
We see then that the potential in the case of spin 0-spin 1 0 oL ,
scattering consists of three components. The first is a spin- M; (‘1 ) = T 12m [(6’" Say + L(11ag + 583))

independent form which is identical to that found earlier in
the case of spin 0-spin 0 and spin O-spin 1/2 scattering.
This piece is accompanied by a shorter range spin-orbit
potential identical to that found in the case of spin O-spin
1/2 scattering. Thus both the spin-independent and spin-
orbit components are seen to be universal, in that they have
identical forms, independent of spin. There exists in the
case of spin 1 an even shorter range quadrupole interaction,
which we suspect is also universal in nature.

D. Nonzero spin neutral particle-spinless charged
particle

A final possibility is that the charged particle is spinless
but the neutral system carries spin. In this case, the neutral
system is characterized not only in terms of the electric and
magnetic polarizabilities but also in terms of the four spin
polarizabilities defined in Eq. (14) The calculation pro-
ceeds as in the case of a spinless neutral particle, but the
two-photon vertex Eq. (15) is used. The resulting diagrams
yield

2

o
VMg, () = — L [ag(lsL 6y S)(S g gy |Sr M)
i
+ meaﬁyap?pfqysﬁ((m +3m,S)ys,
—2Ly%, + (26L + 9m,S)vy%,
— (4L + 6ma5)y§;42):|,
2
o
"M}, (q) = ~ S (~4ak + SBYILLS g maglSur i),

(50)

where we have defined S = 7°/4/—¢°. Adding, we find

X <Sw muflsa’ My
i

+ €apys P PEq"SI((10L + 3m,S) v,

mgnmy

—2Ly%, + (26L + 9m,S)v%,
— (14L + 6maS)7f{42):|. (51)

The effective potential is found as usual by taking the
nonrelativistic limit and Fourier transforming

_ 1 aab (1lab +5B%)an
OV(r) - < 2 4 477'm P )(Sa’ maflsar Mmg;
+
+ D T S L((10L + 3m,S)yh, — 2Lyl

m,ni,r
+ (26L + 9m,S)yh, — (14L + 6m,S)y%,,). (52)

IV. CONCLUSIONS

Above we have examined the long range electromag-
netic interaction between particles with and without spin.
This is not a new issue—the interaction between two
neutral but polarizable particles was examined in 1948
by Casimir and Polder using old-fashioned perturbation
theory [8], while that between a neutral and charged sys-
tem was treated by Bernabeu and Tarrach in the mid-1970s
using dispersive methods [10]. A definitive dispersive
analysis of both problems was given somewhat later by
Feinberg and Sucher [9,11]. Here we examined both prob-
lems using ideas from effective field theory and included
the complications associated with spin. The basic idea of
the EFT approach is that the long range component of the
interaction is generated from the very low momentum
transfer region, specifically from terms which are nonana-
lytic in ¢g°. One can straightforwardly isolate such terms
from a relativistic Feynman diagram calculation and the
resulting Fourier transform yields the effective potential.
The method is direct and generally much easier to imple-
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ment than that used in earlier treatments. In this way we
have easily rederived the results of previous authors. Also,
we have included the effect of spin, which leads to a spin-
orbit interaction. In the case of a neutral particle, we have
used spin polarizabilities to characterize the structure,
while in the case of a charged particle we have used the
usual electromagnetic interaction. Such spin-dependent
effects are shorter range compared to the leading spin-
independent terms, but they can be identified due to their
characteristic spin dependence. In higher order, if both
particles carry spin then there exists an even shorter range
spin-spin correlation. However, we end our discussion
here.

d*k 1

Ampl3al = | o Bk — P — pr =

2 1 1
o) Tav(pa PN 0"P 1Y (po, p1 — BT (py — K, py).
a
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APPENDIX A: ONE LOOP INTEGRATION IN EFT

In this section we sketch how our results were obtained.
The basic idea is to calculate the Feynman diagrams shown
in Figs. 3(a) and 3(b). For simplicity we shall assume
spinless scattering. Thus for Fig. 3(b) we find

1 &k Tav(pa PP P (P4, p3)
A 3b ,
=0 ) ey e
(A1)
while for Fig. 3(a)
(A2)

Here the various vertex functions are listed in Sec. III, while for the integrals, all that is needed is the leading nonanalytic

behavior. Thus we use

d*k 1 -

1
I(q) = om k=g = QL + ...,
d*k k i
Iﬂ(q) = (277.)4 kz(k ﬁ q)2 = 3277.2 (q,U«L + .. ‘)’
I I 2, (A3)
IMV(‘])_ (277)4 kz(k q)2 32772 (q,uq,,gL—q nMV6L+)’
[ dk kuk kg i L 1
I/.LVa(q) - (277_)4 kz(k q)2 3277_2 (_q,u,CIVQaE + (T]/.LI/QCY + Nuadv + nva(’I,u,) 12Lq +. )

with L = log—g? for the “‘bubble” integrals and
d*k 1
100 = [ Gy B == ~ L)+
d*k ky i 1 ¢* 1 ¢° m
= = +-S)L—--=8) - +5)+...
JM(P, Q) (277_)4 kz(k — q)z((k — p)2 _ m2) 32772},”2 I:p,u(<1 D) 2)L I S) q,u<L 2 S) ];
d*k k,k, i 3m g% (1 m
Jun(p @) = £ = ~q,9,\L+—S|—pup,—5(5L+S
/w(P q) Qm)* Bk — q)*(k — p)? — m?) 32772m2|: 1ud ( 8 ) Pup m? (2 8 )
1 m 1 1 4? 3 ¢?
+ @\ L+oS)+ + —+t- =L +——
q 7],uv<4 g S) (qupy qypﬂ)(<2 3 m2> T ms)’
d*k k. k, kg —i S5m 1 ¢?
J ,q) = £ = L+22g)+ - L
wva(Ds Q) on’ Rh =g (k= pP =) 32m2m z[qﬂqua< T ) p,,,pypa< 3 )
1 ¢* 1 q?
+(‘],upvpoz+ql/p,upa+szp,upv) 31’1’1 L+E_S +(qMQVpa+qMQapv+qVQap,u)

2 2
X((_l_lq_)L_iq_
3 2m? 32 m
><( ! 2L Lo S):|+
- = - — m ey
67" 164

1
S) + MuvPa + Mpaly + mw,ﬁ(lz 2L) + Murda + Mpady + Mvady)

(A4)
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where § = 72 /4/—¢g?* for their “triangle” counterparts. Similarly higher order forms can be found, either by direct
calculation or by requiring various identities which must be satisfied when the integrals are contracted with p*, g* or n*”.

APPENDIX B: FOURIER INTEGRALS

Here we collect the integrals used to calculate the long range electromagnetic potentials. For the classical effects we use

L9 gl - -1
Q) G
dq ... 12
—ig-r -> 3 —
[(277)3 e ldl wr®’
while for the quantum case we utilize
d*q i 3
- q~r’>2] A
Qm)? ¢ 4" l08d ar’
dq i 60
- q~r->41 >2 — _
f(277)3 ¢ 7 7089 mr!’

(1]

/

/

d3q e*lﬁ?q_lél _ 4”’}
@m)3 / mr®’ (B1)
q s = —i72r;
Q2m)? 914 el
d3q i i15r;
—iq-r _"21 >2 J
2m)? e q;q-10gq ar (B2)
d3q - i420r;
—ig7, 34 >2 J
(277)38 9;4" logq )
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