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Van der Waals interactions between two neutral but polarizable systems at a separation R much larger
than the typical size of the systems are at the core of a broad sweep of contemporary problems in settings
ranging from atomic, molecular and condensed matter physics to strong interactions and gravity. In this
paper, we reexamine the dispersive van der Waals interactions between two hydrogen atoms. The novelty of
the analysis resides in the usage of nonrelativistic effective field theories of quantum electrodynamics. In
this framework, the van der Waals potential acquires the meaning of a matching coefficient in an effective
field theory, dubbed van der Waals effective field theory, suited to describe the low-energy dynamics of an
atom pair. It may be computed systematically as a series in R times some typical atomic scale and in the
fine-structure constant @. The van der Waals potential gets short-range contributions and radiative
corrections, which we compute in dimensional regularization and renormalize here for the first time.
Results are given in d space-time dimensions. One can distinguish among different regimes depending on
the relative size between 1/R and the typical atomic bound-state energy, which is of order ma?. Each
regime is characterized by a specific hierarchy of scales and a corresponding tower of effective field
theories. The short-distance regime is characterized by 1/R > ma® and the leading-order van der Waals
potential is the London potential. We also compute next-to-next-to-next-to-leading-order corrections. In the
long-distance regime we have 1/R < ma?. In this regime, the van der Waals potential contains contact
terms, which are parametrically larger than the Casimir-Polder potential that describes the potential at large
distances. In the effective field theory, the Casimir-Polder potential counts as a next-to-next-to-next-to-
leading-order effect. In the intermediate-distance regime, 1/R ~ ma?, a significantly more complex
potential is obtained. We compare this exact result with the two previous limiting cases. We conclude by

commenting on the van der Waals interactions in the hadronic case.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Long-range electromagnetic forces between neutral par-
ticles in the absence of external electromagnetic fields have
been studied for a long time, and are called van der Waals
interactions. In this context, forces are of long range if they
act at distances R between the neutral particles much larger
than the typical size of the particles. In the case of atoms,
van der Waals forces act at distances R > a, where q is
the Bohr radius.

Van der Waals interactions can be of different nature
depending on whether they are generated by permanent
dipoles (or higher multipole moments) or by instantane-
ously induced dipoles (or higher multipoles). In the latter
case, the first studies were done by London in 1930 [1] and
included only the electrostatic Coulomb interaction, i.e., in
a field theory language, only potential or Coulombic
photons. London realized that systems without permanent
dipole moments can still interact electromagnetically at
second order in quantum-mechanical perturbation theory
due to the mutually induced electric dipole moments. More
precisely, they give rise to an attractive interaction that
depends on the distance of the neutral particles as 1/R:
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which is known as the London potential. The positive
coefficient Cq is a function of the instantaneous dipole
moments of the interacting systems computed for all
intermediate states and their energies. The computation
of C¢ may be quite challenging for complex atomic and
molecular systems. Furthermore, London related the
strength of this interaction to the oscillator strengths of
the system. Since the oscillator strengths are also related to
the dispersion of light by the system, this type of van der
Waals interactions are sometimes referred to as dispersion
forces. Dispersion forces in this framework are therefore
electromagnetic forces acting between well-separated neu-
tral, unpolarized and unmagnetized atoms or bodies in the
absence of any applied electromagnetic field.

To consider only potential photons is a good approxi-
mation as long as the interactions occur over small enough
distances that the photon travel time is negligible. Casimir
and Polder (CP) showed that retardation effects are
important for the long-range regime, i.e., when R is much
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larger than the typical time scale of the interacting particles
[2]. They calculated a general form for the interaction from
quantum mechanics using two-photon exchanges. Their
result reproduces the London form at short distances, but at
large distances, where retardation effects are important, the
van der Waals potential shows a different R dependence:
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where C5 is a positive coefficient. The potential (2) is also
known as the Casimir-Polder potential. The results for the
shorter distance regime, Eq. [1], and for the longer distance
regime, Eq. (2), were later reproduced using dispersive
methods by Feinberg and Sucher [3,4].

Dispersive forces are the weakest and at the same time the
most persistent of all electromagnetic interactions. For this
reason they play an important role across molecular physics,
surface physics, colloid science, biology and even astro-
physics. For the strong interactions, van der Waals potentials
play a similar prominent dynamical role in systems made of
at least two heavy quarks as they do in quantum electro-
dynamics (QED). The long-range interaction of small color
dipoles [well realized in nature by heavy quarkonium states
like the J/w or T(1S)] has been the subject of studies since
the first years of quantum chromodynamics (QCD) [5]. The
interest in these systems is motivated by computing nuclear
cross sections for quarkonium propagating in nuclear matter
(relevant, e.g., for experiments at FAIR) or disentangling
cold matter from deconfinement effects in heavy-ion colli-
sions (relevant, e.g., for experiments at RHIC and LHC).
The heavy quarkonium-nucleon scattering appears to be
dominated by gluonic van der Waals interactions [6-9]. The
quarkonium-quarkonium van der Waals interactions contain
nontrivial information about low-energy QCD [10,11] and
about quarkonium (chromo)polarizabilities [12]. As in
QED, the QCD van der Waals potential is attractive and
in principle could lead to molecular-like bound states of
heavy quarkonia with nuclei. This could possibly explain
[11,13], for instance, the structure of the charmonium
pentaquark observed at the LHCb experiment at CERN
[14]. Van der Waals interactions are also prominent in
studies of Feshbach resonances [15] and in the computation
of quantum corrections to the gravitational potential
between a pair of polarizable objects [16].

The broad interest for van der Waals interactions calls for
a flexible, rigorous and systematic computational method
that allows to properly define and efficiently compute van
der Waals interactions in quantum field theory at any
precision. Nonrelativistic effective field theories (EFTs)
[17] provide such a method. Recently there have been some
studies of the electromagnetic van der Waals interactions in
the framework of EFTs by Holstein [18]. In this paper, we
will construct a complete set of effective field theories
suited to compute the van der Waals interactions between
two hydrogen atoms in different regimes. As we will see,
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our approach gives a clear definition and a computational
framework for the potentials, without additional require-
ments [19]. The EFT approach developed here for the
simpler case of QED will possibly provide a useful
guideline for more complicated cases, like the study of
van der Waals interactions in QCD that may also require
dealing with nonperturbative effects.

The most simple polarizable neutral system is the
hydrogen atom. The hydrogen atom is a nonrelativistic
bound state characterized by three well-separated energy
scales, which are the mass of the electron, m, the typical
relative momentum, given by the inverse Bohr radius
1/ag ~ ma, and the typical binding energy, which is of
order ma?, where a = e*/(4n) ~ 1/137 < 1 is the fine-
structure constant. These are usually referred to as hard,
soft and ultrasoft scales respectively. The presence of a set
of well-separated energy scales makes the hydrogen atom a
perfect system to apply nonrelativistic EFT techniques.
Owing to their power counting, EFTs significantly simplify
bound-state calculations. Moreover, they are renormaliz-
able (finite) order by order in the expansion parameters,
which are @ and ratios among the energy scales of the
system.

The EFT that follows from QED by integrating out the
hard scale is nonrelativistic QED (NRQED) [20,21].
NRQED exploits the nonrelativistic nature of the electron
and nucleus, but it does not yet take full advantage of the
hierarchy of scales present in the system. The latter is
achieved by potential NRQED (pNRQED) [22,23], where
both the hard and soft scales are integrated out. pPNRQED
provides a systematic description of the hydrogen atom
derived from QED and a simpler and more efficient scheme
for calculating all of the hydrogen properties in perturba-
tion theory. In particular potentials appear in pNRQED as
matching coefficients and the leading-order equation of
motion of the nucleus-electron field is the Schrodinger
equation.

When considering the van der Waals interactions
between two hydrogen atoms the distance R between them
provides a new scale. As mentioned at the beginning, these
interactions are well defined at a distance large enough that
the internal structure of the atoms cannot be resolved, i.e.,
when R is much larger than the Bohr radius: R > a,.

The interplay between the scale R and the typical time
scale of the hydrogen atom, which is of order 1/(ma?),
leads to different forms of the van der Waals interactions.
There are three possible regimes: (i) the short-distance
regime when R < 1/ma?, (ii) the long-distance regime
when R > 1/ma? [24], and (iii) the intermediate-distance
regime when R ~ 1/ma?. The aim of this paper is to work
out an appropriate EFT and to compute the van der Waals
potential between two hydrogen atoms for each of these
physical situations. Results will be given in d space-time
dimensions and renormalized. The proper renormalization
of the van der Waals interactions is one of the original
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contributions of the present work. In the main body of the
paper we will focus on atoms in S-wave states. More
general results can be found in the appendices.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we
summarize pNRQED. The van der Waals potentials are
defined in the low-energy EFT of Sec. III, which we call
van der Waals EFT (WEFT). The short-, long- and inter-
mediate-distance van der Waals potentials are computed in
Secs. [IV-VIrespectively. Our summary and conclusions are
in Sec. VII, where we also briefly discuss the relevance of
the EFT framework for hadronic van der Waals interactions.
The expressions for the loop integrals are given in
Appendix A. In Appendix B, we provide expressions for
the dispersive van der Waals potentials for hydrogen atoms
in any angular momentum state as well as the potentials
generated by magnetic interactions. In Appendix C, we
show some cases where the sum over the intermediate states
can be performed explicitly. Finally, in Appendix D we list
the Fourier transforms necessary to obtain the potentials in
coordinate space.

II. pNRQED

Nonrelativistic bound states, such as the hydrogen atom,
exhibit a hierarchy of well-separated scales. Integrating out
the hard scale leads to NRQED. The EFT that results from
integrating out the soft scale of order 1/ag~ ma from
NRQED is pNRQED,1 which we briefly review in this
section. The hydrogen atom is most suitably described in
pNRQED.

The matching from QED to NRQED at one loop in the
bilinear fermion sector was carried out using dimensional
regularization in Ref. [25]. The NRQED Lagrangian
density for two fermion species corresponding to electrons,
w, and protons, N, up to 1/m corrections reads

c-¢eB

EZ—fermion
2m

D2
frops” = v |iD° +——cp
Q 2m

11/g
1
+ NUDN —  F*F,,. (3)

where m is the electron mass and —e, with e > 0, is the
electron charge. Here F* = OFAY — 0YA* is the electro-
magnetic field-strength tensor and A* is the photon field.
Throughout this paper we use bold font to specify Cartesian
components of 4-vectors. The covariant derivatives acting
on the electron field are defined as iD°® = id° + €A,
iD = iV — ¢A, and the one acting on the proton field is
defined as iD° = i9° — eA®. The proton mass M is taken to
be much larger than the electron mass, and therefore
operators proportional to powers of 1/M are beyond the

'Note that it is also possible to define pNRQED as the EFT at
the ultrasoft scale. The two definitions are equivalent in the one-
atom sector, but differ in the two-atom one.
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precision we are aiming at and will be neglected. The
matching coefficient cy is one half of the electron magnetic
moment; at order « it reads

a
CF:1+§. (4)

Requiring that the electric charge in Eq. (3) is the one
measured in low-energy experiments (e.g., Thomson scat-
tering) guarantees that the matching coefficient of the
operator —F**F,, /4 remains one to all orders [26]. The
matching coefficient of the kinetic energy operator is also
constrained to be one to all orders by reparametrization/
Poincaré invariance.

For the purpose of renormalizing the van der Waals
interactions, as we will see, we need to add to Eq. (3) four-
electron operators. The four-electron operators of dimen-
sion six are

- d d,
LARGES" =5 W'y + s (wley)’. ()
The matching coefficients at one loop in the MS renorm-
alization scheme read [26,27]

2 2
d, = a? [Iog <%> - g} , d, = o, (6)

where v is the renormalization scale. The divergence in d
is of infrared origin and cancels in physical observables
against ultraviolet divergences coming from low-energy
modes.

To obtain pNRQED we integrate out electrons and
photons with a soft momentum. The soft scale is given
by the typical relative momentum between the electron and
the proton, which is of size ma. Since the energies and
momenta that we are integrating out are of order ma, we
can use static propagators for the electron field to perform
the matching. This allows to match NRQED to pNRQED at
any given order in 1/m and a.

It is convenient to introduce the center-of-mass coor-
dinate X ~ x,(1 + O(m/M)) and the electron-proton dis-
tance x = x, —x,, where x, and x,, are the coordinates of
the electron and proton respectively. Variations in the
center-of-mass coordinate due to recoiling of the atom
against low-energy photons are of the order of the inverse
of the ultrasoft scale, and hence much smaller than the
typical magnitude of x, which is of the order of the inverse
of the soft scale. The dynamical degrees of freedom of
pNRQED are the field S(z,x, X), which is invariant under
U(1) gauge transformations, and encodes the proton and
electron fields, and photons A, (#,X). The photon fields
have been multipole expanded in x to guarantee that they
are ultrasoft. The Lagrangian also contains potential terms,
that is, terms that are independent of time and nonlocal in
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space, which naturally arise in the matching of NRQED to
pNRQED.

Showing only operators that are relevant for our study,
the pNRQED Lagrangian density at O(x, 1/m) reads [22]

Llom / P (1,x.) |19 + 25+ &
PNRQ 2m x|

u-eB 1
—x-eE-P 2\t X) - FmF,, (7
v oeb = S(0x.X) -y PE ()

where the total magnetic moment of the electron is defined
asp =L+ 2c¢pS, where S =6/2 and L = —i(x x V) are
the electron spin and orbital angular momentum operators.
The operators x - ¢E and p - eB/(2m) are the electric and
magnetic dipoles respectively. All electromagnetic fields in
the Lagrangian density are located at (¢,X). The size of
each term in Eq. (7) can be evaluated as follows. Each
relative momentum —iV, and inverse relative coordinate
1/x have a size of ma. Time derivatives acting on the atom
field S(z,x,X) have a size of ma?. Each ultrasoft photon
field and derivatives acting on it are of order ma?, which
leads to E ~ B ~ m*a*. In the two-atom sector the four-
electron operators of Eq. (5) induce at leading order in the
multipole expansion a contact interaction between S fields,
which is

d
ﬁﬁiﬁ‘?énﬁn = /d3x1d3x2 [m—SQSTS(ExhX)STS(sz,X)

d,
+ 0 ST6S(1, %1, X) - STeS(1,x5,X) | (8)
m

III. VAN DER WAALS EFT

The energy scale, O, at which the dynamics of the two
hydrogen atoms happens is of order k?/M, where k is the
typical momentum transfer between the atoms and M is
the proton mass, which here is a good approximation of the
total mass of the electron-nucleus system. If we restrict
ourselves to interactions over distances larger than the Bohr
radius of the atoms, R > a,, then the typical momentum k
is much smaller than ma and the energy scale of the two-
atom dynamics is much smaller than the ultrasoft scale. At
an energy scale Q photons of higher energy are not resolved
and their effect is taken into account by potential terms. We
are going to refer to these latter terms as van der Waals
potentials and to the EFT that lives at the scale Q and
describes the dynamics of hydrogen atoms interacting
through them as van der Waals EFT (WEFT). For the
QCD equivalent of this EFT see Ref. [11].

The degrees of freedom of WEFT are U(1) singlet
fields, §,, describing atoms with quantum numbers n,
and low-energy photons carrying momentum and energy
of order Q. At energies much below the typical binding
energy E, ~ ma?, the different atomic states are frozen, for
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photons are not energetic enough to excite them, and have
to be considered as independent fields. Hence, in the
absence of external interactions, the fields S, are plane
waves of energy E,, where E, is the binding energy of
the state |n) solution of the Schrodinger equation for the
hydrogen atom, at leading order E, = —ma?/(2n?). The
Lagrangian is built by coupling these states to electromag-
netic fields and to each other. Since §,, are nonrelativistic
fields, the couplings to the electromagnetic fields are better
expressed in terms of the electric field, E, and magnetic
field, B. The couplings between S, are expressed in the
Lagrangian by potentials.

In the one-atom sector, in going from QED to WEFT we
integrate out the scales m, ma and ma?, and thus one
should be able to organize the WEFT Lagrangian as a series
in the ratios

mao ma? 0

—. ©)

m’ ma’ ma

The scaling of the singlet field is S, ~ Q. Space and time
derivatives acting on the electromagnetic field A and the
field itself are of order Q. Temporal derivatives acting on
the singlet field scale like Q but space derivatives scale
like /MQ.

The Lagrangian of WEFT in the one-atom sector reads

V2 N
Lyt = / Xy Si(t.X) {iao ~E, 52+ 2na EE
n

(nlp|n) - B

+27p{B:B; - 5
m

+} S, (1,X), (10)

where the dots stand for multipolar couplings and higher-
order terms. Note that, in general, E, is a matrix with an
imaginary part accounting for transitions between energy
levels. Because the mixing of states is irrelevant for this
paper, we have neglected it in Eq. (10).

In the one-atom sector the matching is performed by
equating Green’s functions calculated in WEFT to the ones
calculated in pNRQED in the limit of the external energies
being much smaller than the bound-state energies. The
matchings of the kinetic operator and of the coupling to the
magnetic field are trivial. The two electromagnetic field
operators are obtained by matching the right-hand side of
Fig. 1 with the left-hand side:

j_ [ — .
o =5 AE, " 3 AE,,

m m

(11)

A prime in the sum sign, here and in the following, signifies
that it runs over all values of the index/indices except the
one/ones labeling the incoming energy [in Eq. (11) this is
n]. The sum is a shorthand notation that also encompasses
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FIG. 1. Tree-level matching of the couplings of the hydrogen
atom with external radiation fields. On the left-hand side we have
the pNRQED diagram [photons couple to atoms either via
electric or magnetic dipoles; see Eq. (7)] and on the right-hand
side the WEFT one.

the integral over the continuum states. Moreover, we have
used the following notations: AE,,, = E, — E,,, and

pe(n.m)’ = (nlx|m)(m|x’|n). (12)

62 . .
py(n.m)’ = 22 ) (el ). (13)

The couplings ail and ﬂi{ are called the static electric and
magnetic polarizability tensors [28].

For the hydrogen atom the dipole moment (n|x|n)
vanishes due to parity; however, higher multipole moments
are allowed. For instance, for states with L > 2 the quadru-
pole moment does not vanish. In the present work, we will
mostly focus on the study of the dispersive van der Waals
interactions between S-wave states in which all multipole
moments vanish. In this case the electric polarizability

takes a scalar form af = a, 5" and the magnetic dipole is

given by the spin only: (n|u|n) = 2cp(n|S|n).

If both electric and magnetic polarizabilities take a scalar
form, then the corresponding part of the Lagrangian
simplifies to 2za,E* + 27f3,B*, which can be found in
studies of neutral particles interacting with electromagnetic
fields (see, e.g., Refs. [29-31]). However, for the hydrogen
atom the magnetic polarizability never takes the scalar form
since the hydrogen atom has a permanent magnetic dipole
due to the spin of the electron.

In the two-atom sector the WEFT Lagrangian contains
potential interactions between atoms:

Lt = —/d3X1d3X225;Ei(f’Xl)Sn,-(faXl)
ﬂi,}’lj
X W, (X1 = X3) S0, (1. X2)S,,, (2. X3). (14)

The potential W, corresponds to the van der Waals
potential between two atoms in a |n;) and |n;) state
respectively. Note that, in general, the theory will also
contain potential interactions that change the state of the
hydrogen atoms involved, and couplings of the two atoms
with photons of energy Q. However, neither of them is
going to contribute to the atom-atom interaction at the
accuracy of this work. In the following, we will often omit
the indication of the states and denote the van der Waals
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potential simply by W and its Fourier transform in
momentum space by w.

A new physical scale appears in the van der Waals
potentials of Eq. (14): the distance R = X; — X, between
the two interacting atoms, whose conjugate variable is the
momentum transfer between the atoms, which we denote
by k. The potential in the two-atom sector can be expressed
as an expansion in the ratios of scales of Eq. (9) as well as
an expansion in (ma’R) for the short-distance regime
(R < 1/(ma?)) and in 1/(ma*R) for the long-distance
regime (R > 1/(ma?)). In the intermediate-distance
regime, where 1/R ~ma*®, we cannot expand R with
respect to 1/(ma?). In the following sections, we will
obtain W for these different regimes.

2

IV. SHORT-RANGE VAN DER
WAALS INTERACTIONS

In this section, we study the van der Waals interactions in
the short-distance regime. The physical situation is
sketched in the left-hand panel of Fig. 2. The characteristic
of this regime is that the distance between the atoms is
much smaller than the time scale between the emission of
the two photons, which is of the order of the inverse of the
ultrasoft scale: R < 1/(ma*). On the other hand, the
distance between the atoms is much larger than the Bohr
radius, namely the typical size of a hydrogen atom:
R > a,. Photons exchanged between the atoms carry a
typical momentum, k, that is of the order of the inverse of
the distance between the atoms or ma?® or smaller. Finally,
the energy scale of the atoms is set by the kinetic energy
0 ~k*/M. Since M provides a very strong suppression, the
dynamics of the atoms occurs at a scale much smaller than
any of the previous ones. In practice, for the purpose of
computing the van der Waals potential we may consider the
atoms as static. In the right-hand panel of Fig. 2 we have
plotted the hierarchy of scales involved together with the
corresponding EFTs.

In the following sections we will provide the details of
the matching between the hierarchy of EFTs in the right-
hand panel of Fig. 2. In Sec. IV A we integrate out photons

Y

~ 1/R pNRQED
~ma? pNRQED'

»
>

~Q WEFT

1/ma?

FIG. 2. Left panel: Sketch of the physical picture of the van der
Waals interactions in the short-range regime. The distance
between the atoms is much smaller than the typical time scale
of the hydrogen atom but much larger than the Bohr radius. Right
panel: Hierarchy of scales and the corresponding EFTs in the
short-distance regime.
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carrying momentum of order 1/R and obtain pNRQED'. In
the one-atom sector, pNRQED' is similar to the theory
described in Sec. II, but in the two-atom sector new
potentials appear. The van der Waals interactions are
obtained in Sec. IV B by integrating out photons with
energy and momentum of order ma® and virtual atomic
states, whose energy is also of order ma?, and matching
pNRQED’ to WEFT.

In order to make the counting homogeneous, it is
convenient to assign a specific size to 1/R in terms of
m and a. A natural choice, given the scale hierarchy in the
short-distance regime, is to take 1/R ~ ma+/a. From this
assignment it follows that (ma’R) ~ \/a. In the short-
distance regime, we aim at computing the van der Waals
interactions, W (in coordinate space), up to order ma®/a.

A. Matching pNRQED/

To obtain pNRQED’ we have to integrate out photons
whose momentum and energy scale like 1/R. The one-
atom sector does not change in matching pNRQED to
pNRQED’ and is given by Eq. (7), whereas new potential
interactions, V, arise in the two-atom sector:

L2—at0m

PNRQED' — _/d3X1d3X2d3x1d3x25TS(Lx1,Xl)

X V(X] —Xz)STS(t,xz,Xz). (15)

The matching of pPNRQED to pNRQED' in the two-atom
sector is given at tree level by the exchange of one photon
(Fig. 3) and (at the order we are interested in) the contact
interaction of Eq. (8). First, we consider the one-photon
exchange diagram. Since the energy of the atoms is the
smallest scale in the problem, the photon propagator can be
expanded in it. Hence, the momentum of the photon scales
with the only scale in the diagram, which is 1/R ~ may/a.

The leading-order (LO) contribution to Eq. (15) is an
electric dipole exchange. This is of O(1/(m*a)) in
momentum space and reads

. oo -k
Ve = - M (16)
+ +
+ +

FIG. 3. Tree-level matching of the two hydrogen atom poten-
tials of pNRQED'. The pNRQED diagram (the photon couples
with electric or magnetic dipoles) is on the left-hand side and the
pNRQED’ ones are on the right-hand side.
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where x; and x, are the electron-proton distances in the two
atoms. Using the Fourier transforms of Appendix D we can
obtain the dipole potential in position space with its
characteristic R~3 dependence. In coordinate space the
potential is of order ma®\/a.

At next-to-leading order (NLO) [O(1/m?) in momentum
space], we obtain

2v1 ‘sz'k—vl ‘V2k2

V}\rfieO,E = i . (17)
The NLO term is proportional to v = —i[x,ilo], where
hy = —V2/(2m) — a/|x|. This dependence arises from the

fact that the NLO contribution is proportional to the square
of the energy carried by the photon. Using the equations of
motion for the $ field it can be shown that®

koSTxS = i(0ySTxS + STx0,S)
= —(S"hexS — StxhyS)
= STx, ho)S = iStvS. (18)

In coordinate space the NLO potential is of order ma*\/a.
The tree-level diagram on the left-hand side of Fig. 3
may also be understood as an exchange between two
magnetic dipoles or an electric dipole and a magnetic
dipole. For the case of two magnetic dipoles we have

~ e? 1
thfeoe,B = mp(kzﬂl By — Hy -k 'k)’ (19)

where the subindices on g and S identify the atom. This is a
contribution of order a/m? in momentum space (of order
ma’/a in coordinate space).

Unlike the two former cases, the electric-magnetic dipole
interaction is proportional to k° at leading order. We use
Eq. (18) to convert the k° factor into a time derivative of S
and write

~ 2k
Viowm = Pk (v X py = py X v,). (20)

This contribution is of order \/a/m? in momentum space
(of order ma® in coordinate space).

The matching of the contact interaction of Eq. (8) is
trivial since it is independent of the momentum:

2By means of Eq. (18) the subleading term in the expansion of
the one-photon exchange can be identified with a pNRQED
potential. In principle, one could absorb both energy factors in
either singlet pair or one factor per singlet pair. These choices are
related by partial integration and correspond to different operator
basis. In Eq. (17) we have chosen to absorb one energy factor for
each singlet pair as it leads to a simpler one-loop matching
calculation.
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d, 4d,

{7cont
o= m> m
This contribution is of O(a*/m?) in momentum space
[O(ma®+/a) in coordinate space].

Note that, by considering the power counting only,
further subleading contributions from electric dipole,
magnetic dipole and electric-magnetic dipole tree-level
exchanges could, in principle, be of order a®>/m? or larger
in momentum space. Nevertheless, these terms do not
eventually contribute to the van der Waals interactions. In
fact the characteristic feature of dispersive van der Waals
interactions is that they appear at the one-loop level. The
reason is that the expectation value of the electric dipole for
eigenstates of the hydrogen atom vanishes due to parity, as
well as higher multipole moments for S-wave states.
Moreover all contributions proportional to the energy
transfer, like higher-order electric and magnetic dipole
potentials, and electric-magnetic dipole potentials vanish
once evaluated on static initial- and final-state atoms with
the same quantum numbers. In the case of hydrogen atoms,
the only tree-level exchange that contributes to the atom-
atom interaction is the exchange of two magnetic dipoles: it
does not depend on the energy transfer and the hydrogen
atom has a permanent magnetic dipole generated by the
spin of the electron. In addition, for nonzero orbital angular
momentum, there is also an orbital contribution to the

magnetic dipole. As a result, out of all potentials generated

by a tree-level photon exchange, only VE?{B gives a

nonvanishing contribution to the hydrogen-hydrogen
interaction.

The situation changes at the loop level due to virtual
intermediate states. Loops involving electric dipoles do not
necessarily vanish because they are proportional to (n|x|m)
with |m) being an intermediate state different from |n). The
intermediate states are the solutions of the Schrddinger
equation with Hamiltonian }Azo for the hydrogen atom; n
collects all discrete and continuum quantum numbers
necessary to label the spectrum of ;lo. To perform the
one-loop matching is, therefore, of paramount importance
to compute the van der Waals interactions.

We proceed to analyze the one-loop contributions to the
two-atom potential of Eq. (15) up to O(a?/m?) in
momentum space. The scheme of the one-loop matching
can be found in Fig. 4, with pNRQED diagrams on the left-
hand side matching the pNRQED’ diagram on the right-
hand side. In the loop, we integrate over a photon
momentum ¢* such that ¢° ~|g| ~ 1/R. The one-loop
diagrams give rise to new terms for the potential of
Eq. (15) starting at O(a/m?) in momentum space.
Subleading contributions are suppressed by powers of
\/a, and thus the first three terms are needed to reach an
accuracy of O(a?/m?). Pinch singularities cancel against
the two dipole potential exchanges in pNRQED' [17].
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FIG. 4. One-loop matching of the two-atom potential of
pNRQED’. The pNRQED diagrams are on the left-hand side
and the pNRQED' one is on the right-hand side.

In these new potential terms powers of the energy gap
factors AFE,, appear in the numerator; however the
matching coefficients of pNRQED’ cannot depend on a
specific state. This dependence on AE,,, is fictitious and
can be eliminated by using the results of Appendix C to
perform the sums over the intermediate states. In the case
that all the vertices are electric dipole couplings, it turns out
that after summing over the intermediate states the LO and
NLO contributions vanish. Only the next-to-next-to-
leading-order (N*LO) term survives:

71 loop 27[26(2 2

Veeror =~ e (d—=2)(4d —9)A;55(k%), (22)
where A3, is a loop integral defined in Appendix A and d
is the space-time dimension. The expression in Eq. (22) is,
indeed, independent of the initial and final states consid-

. lloop . 2 2
ered. The potential VNzLO,  1s of order & /m*, whereas the
corresponding expression in coordinate space, V11°P s
P g exp Pace, Vero.k

of order ma®+/a. Analogous matching contributions can be
obtained by replacing two or four of the electric dipole
couplings by magnetic dipole ones. These are suppressed
by a and o respectively with respect to the four electric
dipole interaction computed in Eq. (22), and are, therefore,
beyond the precision we are aiming at. Nevertheless the
corresponding expressions are given in Appendix B.

B. Matching WEFT

The last remaining step to obtain the van der Waals
potential in the short-distance regime consists in integrating
out ultrasoft photons with energy and momentum of order
ma? and virtual atomic states, whose energy is also of order
ma?. This is done by matching the two-atom sector of
pNRQED’ from the previous section to WEFT. The
relevant contributions to the van der Waals potential
defined in Eq. (14) can be found on the left-hand side
of Fig. 5. The tree-level contribution is the magnetic dipole
potential of Eq. (19). There are four one-loop diagrams to
be considered: diagram (a) with two LO electric dipole
potential exchanges, which is of O(y/a/m?) (ma® in
coordinate space), diagram (b) with one LO and one
NLO electric dipole potential, which is of O(ay/a/m?)
(ma® in coordinate space), and diagrams (d) and (e) with

116004-7



NORA BRAMBILLA et al.

I EXXXER)

(tree)

FIG. 5.

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 95, 116004 (2017)
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Matching of the van der Waals potential between two hydrogen atoms. The pNRQED' diagrams are on the left-hand side and

the WEFT one is on the right-hand side. The symmetric diagrams of (b), (d) and (e) have not been displayed, but are understood.

one LO electric dipole potential and one ultrasoft photon,
which are of O(a?/m?*) (ma®\/a in coordinate space). Of
the same order as the latter are also diagram (c), which is
the potential of Eq. (22), and the last diagram, which is the
contact term of Eq. (21). Diagrams involving more than
two potential exchanges, either vanish because of parity or
give contributions beyond our accuracy. Diagrams consist-
ing of the exchange of two ultrasoft photons contribute at
order @>/m? in momentum space but only at order ma?® in
coordinate space and are therefore also beyond our accu-
racy for the computation of W.
The contribution from diagram (a) reads

W@ — k*A,(k?) Z’ pe(ny,my)pe(n, mz)’ (23)

E 4 AE, . +AE

my,ny nyny nymy

where n; and n, label the hydrogen atom states and A, is a
loop integral defined in Appendix A. We have used that for
S-wave states, due to rotational symmetry, pg(n,m)J =
pe(n,m)87 (where a sum over all degenerate intermediate
Coulomb states is understood).

The contribution from diagram (b) reads

- /
ng) :szz(kZ)Z pe(ny,my)pg(ny, my)

my.ny

AE nlm] AEn2m2 (24)

X b
AE, ,, +AE, ,,

where we have used (n|v|m) = iAE,,, (n|x|m).
Diagrams (d) and (e) involve one ultrasoft photon. Their
contribution reads

~ (d 4(d— /
W<E = d— z pe(ny.my)pg(ng.my)
ny,nty
AEnlml AEnzmz
AEilml AE;, .,
X [AEnlm]J(AEnlm]) AEnzmz‘I(AEnzmz)]’ (25)

where J(AE,,,) is a loop integral that can be found in
Appendix A and d is the space-time dimension.

Finally, adding the contributions from the left-hand
side of Fig. 5, we obtain all terms relevant to compute the
van der Waals potential, W, up to order ma6\/&. In
momentum space they read

WO — W), (26)
Wi/ :<”1,”2|VK33|"1,"2>, (27)
W — W, (28)
WO = W) (| (VISP 4 V™) ma). (29)

where |n;) and |n,) are the hydrogen atom states. The LO

term is W'?). The suppressions of Egs. (27), (28) and (29)
relative to Eq. (26) are v/a, a and a\/a respectively, as
indicated by the superindices.

The first two terms of Eq. (29) carry divergent pieces.
These can be recast into local terms by using the results of
Appendix C and after MS subtraction the residual scale
dependence cancels against the one of d, in V™. [see
Eq. (6)]:

W)+ (ny.my|V

N’LOE|n1’ >+<nlan2|‘~/com|nl’n2>|logv
8a? 14a? 207
3mzlogy o logu+Wlog1/:0. (30)

The one-loop contributions including magnetic dipole
vertices are strongly suppressed. The first one, involving
two electric-magnetic dipole potentials, is a® suppressed
with respect to the LO term W(?). The expressions for the
analogous diagrams of Fig. 5 with magnetic dipole inter-
actions are given in Appendix B.

Using the Fourier transforms of Appendix D, the van der
Waals potential can be written in position space. The LO
van der Waals potential, given in Eq. (26), corresponds to
the exchange of two electric dipole potentials and has an
R~% dependence in position space

’PE ny, ny PE(”z»mz)
. 31
877"2R6 Z AEn]ml + AEnzmz ( )
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Comparing with the London potential (1) we obtain

’PE ny, m PE(”z,mz)
— . 32
Cs 8”2 Z AE,  + AE, . (32)

If the hydrogen atoms are in the ground state the London
potential (31) is attractive, and a numerical evaluation that
includes discrete and continuum intermediate states gives
Cg = 1.73123...107% keV~™ [32]. Moreover, an approxi-
mation that holds for the ground state n; = n, =1,

3 AE,, AE,, 1
CE > tmTTm o g 33
8 ' TAE,, +AE,, 2" (33)

where E; is the ground-state energy, allows to write
Eq. (31) in the traditional form obtained by London [1]
using second-order time-independent perturbation theory:

3woa?
(0) oy — 22071

SRS (34)
where wy~ —E;/2 and a; is the polarizability of the
ground-state hydrogen atom.

Following the counting, after the LO London potential

the most important interaction is given by the magnetic
dipole potential W(!/2):

a (2rx

wi/2) = e ?5(3)(R)<"1|ﬂ|”1> - (na|ulny)

O R mlun)R - (mluln) | (35)

+ 4R3

This term does not appear in Ref. [4], since only spinless
particles were considered there. The magnetic dipole
potential can be attractive or repulsive depending on the
orientation of the angular momenta of the atoms.

The first correction to the London potential that does not
depend on the intrinsic magnetic dipole moments of the
atoms is given by W(!), which reads

Wi = 8ﬂ2R4 Z pe(ny. m)pp(ny. my)

AE, . AE
% nyny nyny ) (36)
AEnlml + AEnzmz

my,my

W) is also attractive for atoms in the ground state. This
subleading term for S-wave states was derived by
Hirschfelder and Meath [33] and also by Feinberg,
Sucher and Au [4] using dispersion theory. However, in
those previous works the potentials were presented depend-
ing on integrals over the Compton scattering form factors of
a neutral spinless particle. These form factors can be
obtained for S-wave hydrogen atoms by adding to the
diagram on the left-hand side of Fig. 1 (with incoming

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 95, 116004 (2017)

energy E, + ) the equivalent one with the photon lines
crossed:

2AE,,
Fi( ZPE Ol
2AF
F s 37
m( ZPB n,m) AEL — (37)

Using the form factors of Eq. (37) in the formulas of
Ref. [4] for the short-distance potentials we obtain the
leading and subleading terms of the London potential of
Egs. (26) and (28) (cf. Appendix B for the formulas with
magnetic dipoles). The form factors of Eq. (37) can be
interpreted as a frequency-dependent version of the polar-
izabilities of Eq. (11).

The remaining contribution from W®/2) contains both a
R73 part and a Dirac-delta potential:

7o

wG/2) —
6xm’R

3 4+ (38)
where the dots denote the Dirac-delta piece.

In this section, we have build the EFTs suited to study
the van der Waals interactions in the short-distance regime.
This regime is characterized by the time scale between the
emission of the two photons, which is of order 1/(ma?),
being much larger than the distance between the atoms, R.
In a first step, we have integrated out modes scaling like
1/R and matched pNRQED to pNRQED'. This leads to the
appearance of the well-known electric and magnetic dipole
potentials as well as to subleading velocity-dependent
potentials. Loop contributions, stemming from two-photon
exchanges, contribute to the pPNRQED' two-atom potential
at N’LO. In a second step, we have integrated out modes
scaling like ma®> and matched pNRQED' to WEFT
obtaining the van der Waals potentials. The exchange of
two electric-dipole potentials in Eq. (31) corresponds to the
London potential. The N’LO van der Waals potential in
Eq. (36) is obtained by considering the exchange of one
leading and one subleading dipole potential. The N2LO
pNRQED' two-atom potential trivially matches the N3LO
van der Waals potential, and turns out to contain a
previously unknown R~ term shown in Eq. (38), and a
local term. Further subleading matching contributions
produce only local terms that are however crucial for
renormalization.

V. LONG-RANGE VAN DER WAALS
INTERACTIONS

In this section, a different physical setting is explored.
We consider the case of the long-distance van der Waals
interactions. We have sketched the physical picture in the
left-hand panel of Fig. 6. In this regime the distance
between the atoms is much larger than the time scale
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1/ma?

E“

— ~1/R WEFT'

— ~0Q WEFT

FIG. 6. Left panel: Sketch of the physical picture of the van der
Waals interactions in the long-range regime. The distance
between the two atoms is much larger than the typical time
interval in which the photons are exchanged. Right panel:
Hierarchy of scales and the corresponding EFTs in the long-
range regime.

between the emission of the two photons, which is of the
order of the inverse of the ultrasoft scale: R > 1/(ma?).
Photons exchanged between the atoms carry a typical
momentum, k, that is of the order of ma? or the inverse
of the distance between the atoms or smaller. Again, the
energy scale of the atoms, Q ~ k?/M, is much smaller than
any other scale due to the strong suppression in M. In the
right-hand panel of Fig. 6 we show the hierarchy of scales
in the long-distance regime together with the suitable EFT
at each scale. The results in this section are valid for
arbitrarily long distances, since the hierarchy between the
scales in the right-hand panel of Fig. 6 does not change as
the distance R increases.

In the following sections, we will provide the details of
the matching between the hierarchy of EFTs in the right-
hand panel of Fig. 6. In Sec. VA we integrate out ultrasoft
photons carrying energy and momentum of order ma? and
virtual atomic states, whose energy is also of order ma?,
and obtain WEFT'. In the one-atom sector WEFT' is
equivalent to WEFT (see Sec. III). In the two-atom
sector WEFT' differs from WEFT in that photons with
momenta of order 1/R are still dynamical. The van der
Waals potential between hydrogen atoms in S-wave states
is obtained in Sec. V B by integrating out photons with
momenta of order 1/R and matching WEFT' to WEFT.

In order to make the counting homogeneous, it is
convenient to assign a specific size to 1/R in terms of
m and a. A natural choice, given the scale hierarchy in the
long-distance regime, is to take 1/R ~ ma®+/a. From this
assignment it follows that (ma’R) ~ 1/+/a. In the long-
distance regime, we aim at computing the nonlocal van der
Waals interactions up to order ma'!\/a in coordinate space.

A. Matching WEFT’

To aid in the computation of the van der Waals potential
we introduce WEFT', an EFT for momenta much smaller
than the typical binding energies, but of the same order as

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 95, 116004 (2017)

the inverse distance between hydrogen atoms. WEFT’
follows from pNRQED by integrating out ultrasoft photons
carrying energy and momentum of order ma?® and virtual
atomic states, whose energy is also of order ma’. The
Lagrangian for WEFT' in the one-atom sector is the same
as for WEFT, and is given in Eq. (10). We will now
compute the two-atom sector of WEFT'.

Since we are integrating out photons and virtual atomic
states carrying an energy of order ma?, and since the energy
scale ma? is generated only in loops if the initial- and final-
state atoms have the same quantum numbers, the only tree-
level contributions to consider are potentials taken over
from pNRQED to WEFT'. The leading potential from
PNRQED is the contact interaction of Eq. (8), which gives

_ d, 4d,
(W/)Col‘lt — _W _ m2 <nl|S|nl> . <n2|S|n2> (39)

The dominant one-loop contributions to the two-atom
potential of WEFT' are given by the two-photon exchange
diagrams on the left-hand side of Fig. 7. The two photons
are ultrasoft, which means that they carry a momentum g*
that scales like ¢°~ |q| ~ma?. The LO contribution,
involving four electric-dipole vertices is of order a?/m?
in momentum space (ma’+/a in coordinate space accord-
ing to the counting 1/R ~ ma®+/a@). Subsequent contri-
butions are suppressed by powers of 1/(ma’R)*~ a.
Furthermore, replacing an electric dipole coupling by a
magnetic one adds at least an extra @ suppression.

As we will see in the next section, the Casimir-Polder
potential is generated by the one-loop diagram with two-
photon exchange through the electric-polarizability seagull
vertices of WEFT’ (fourth diagram in Fig. 8), and it is a?
suppressed with respect to the LO contribution. To match
that precision we have to compute the one-loop diagrams of
Fig. 7 up to N’LO. The different contributions to the
WEFT’ potential for S-wave states read in momentum
space

- 1
(W/)]{IO()%) _ —(d2 —5d+6) Z/ pE(nlvm )pE(n27 mZ)

my,ny AE%H’"] - AEglzmz
X AEnlmlAEnzmz [AEnlml‘](AEnlml)
- AEnzmz‘](AEnzmz)]? (40)
+ - €

>

FIG.7. One-loop matching of the two hydrogen atom potentials
of WEFT'. The pNRQED diagrams are on the left-hand side and
the WEFT’ one is on the right-hand side.
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RRRK:

FIG. 8.
the left-hand side and the WEFT one is on the right-hand side.

Matching of the van der Waals potential between two hydrogen atoms in the long-range regime. The WEFT’ diagrams are on

- K < pe(n;,m;)pg(ny, my)
11 Pe\ty, My )Py, My
(W/)NI?(O)I,)E = —(d - 2) (d2 - 8d + 27) E Z AEz _ AEZ [AEn]mlj(AEnzlnz) - AEnzmz‘](AEnlml )]7 (41)
my,my nyny namy
~ K pe(ni.my)pe(ny, my)
WP — (d = 3)(d —2)(d* = 12d + 55) —— EL LB 2
( )NZLO,E ( )( )( + )24()";2 AE%LImIAqumZ[AE%LIm, — AE%ZmZ}
X [AE} , J(AE, ) — AE; . J(AE, . )], (42)
4 00] s s "+pB(nl’ml)"pE(n29m2)
Whlloor — g ' pE(ny.my) pp(ny. my)y; ii
( )LO‘M ( )mlzmz AE%lml - AE%zmz
X AEnlml AEnzmz [AEnlml‘](AEnlml) - AEnzmz‘](AEnzmz)]’ (43)

where J is a loop integral whose explicit expression
can be found in Appendix A, d is the space-time dimension
and summation over the index i is understood. We have
used the subscripts £ and M to indicate that the contribu-
tion is generated in pNRQED by four electric dipole
couplings, and two electric and two magnetic dipoles,
respectively.

B. Matching WEFT

The matching of WEFT' to WEFT consists in integrating
out photons with momenta scaling like 1/R. This is shown
diagrammatically in Fig. 8.

The first contribution to the two-atom potential of WEFT
is given by the one-photon exchange diagram when the
momentum transfer is of order 1/R. Since we are interested
in the case when initial- and final-state atoms have the same
quantum numbers, the energy transferred by the photon in
the tree-level diagram is zero. Furthermore the electric
dipole vertex vanishes when evaluated between initial and
final states that are equal. Hence the only contribution
comes from the two magnetic dipole potential:

2

wiee — # <<n1|ﬂ|”1> - (ny|p|ny)
(nilplny) - k(ny|p|ny) - k
_ i o 2 ) (44)

The second and third contributions take over the potentials
(39)—(43) of WEFT'. The fourth contribution is a one-loop
diagram in WEFT' made of the seagull vertices defined

|
on the right-hand side of Fig. 1. Further higher-order
contact terms like radiative corrections to the matching
coefficients d; and d,, higher-order terms in the multipole
expansion of the four-electron operators of NRQED or
four-electron operators of dimension eight have not been
displayed.

The different contributions to the WEFT potential for
S-wave states read in momentum space

W(—l) _ VNVtree’ (45)
W(O) — (W 11oop W' cont 46
Wiior + (W), (46)

W(l) _ VNV/ 1 loop 47
—( )NLO,E""'" ( )

W = (W8P + Wi+ (W) +--. (48)

where the dots stand for the higher-order contact inter-
actions that have not been computed here. The superindex
in brackets indicates the suppression in powers of a with
respect to Eq. (46), which is of order a?/m? in momentum
space and of order ma’+/a in coordinate space.

The term Wy® is the contribution from the fourth
diagram of Fig. 8. The photon momenta and energies scale
like 1/R. In dimensional regularization W® reads in
momentum space

(d-2)(4d +7)n°
8(d—1)(d+1)

W;;eg = — anlanzk4A3/2 (kz)’ (49)
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where a,, is the electric polarizability of the hydrogen atom
as defined in Sec. III, A3/, can be found in Appendix A and
d is the space-time dimension.

Ultraviolet divergences are present in Egs. (46)—(48). In
the case of the seagull diagram, the divergence and scale
dependence in Wz-eg cancels with the corresponding ones in

/\1loop
(W )NZLOE

S 11
Weg (W )N(fOEll/él d)Jogv
46 1
= 1
240" m <4 ar Og”>

Z’ PE nl’ml)pE(nvaZ)
240 4 47> AE

My "1’”1 nymy

<41d+logy> =0. (50)

. ol
The divergence in (W'); ¥ can be recast as a local term

when summing over the intermediate states (see
Appendix C) and, once MS renormalized, its scale depend-
ence cancels against that of (W’)cont.:

2

~ 2o
(W)LOR A+ (W) g, = — logv+ Slogu=0. (51)

The divergences in (W' )II\IIIZ’SPE carried by the J loop integrals

cancel each other making (W')\o, finite. Finally, diver-

1
gences in (W'); 5%, are at least of order a®/m? and hence

beyond our accuracy.

The position-space representation of the potentials can
be obtained using the results of Appendix D. All contri-
butions proportional to positive even powers of the transfer
momentum are proportional to Dirac-delta potentials
except for the ones that contain a logk?. Therefore, for
long-distance van der Waals interactions the only nonlocal
terms are W5® and the magnetic dipole potential, W(=1),
given in coordinate space in Eq. (35).

The part of Wy® containing logk? is proportional
to R~7, whereas the part containing the finite pieces of
the loop integral is proportional to a Dirac delta in position
space. The former corresponds to the van der Waals
potential derived by Casimir and Polder by using two-
photon exchange and fourth-order noncovariant perturba-
tion theory [2]:

23
Wseg 4 R7 Uy Q) + - (52)

Comparing with the Casimir-Polder potential (2) we obtain

23

C,=—
T 4g

a, &y, . (53)
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A derivation of the Casimir-Polder potential in Eq. (52)
using dispersive methods was given by Feinberg and Sucher
in Refs. [3,4]. Feinberg and Sucher also provided the long-
range potentials due to magnetic polarizabilities and mixed
interactions between electric and magnetic polarizabilities.
These can be recovered respectively from our results
for Wy* and Wy* in Appendix B. Assuming scalar
magnetic polarizabilities, f; = f3,6"/, we can write Wy® =

— gz PPy + -+ and W =T (@, B, + B, )+
According to our counting, these two cases are suppressed
by a factor a* and o respectively compared to W%, We
note, however, that the magnetic polarizability of a hydro-
gen atom cannot be a scalar since hydrogen possesses a
permanent magnetic dipole. The above results for W%,
W3¢ and W2 were also obtained by Holstein [18] using a
phenomenological Hamiltonian for the Compton scattering
of neutral scalar particles constrained by gauge symmetry,
invariance under parity and time reversal.

We have considered the van der Waals interactions in
the long-distance regime. In this case, the distance
between the atoms, R, is much larger than the time scale,
1/(ma?), between the emission of the two photons. First,
we have integrated out ultrasoft photons carrying energy
and momentum of order ma? and matched pNRQED to
WEFT'. The matching produces the polarizability oper-
ators in the one-atom sector, and several new local terms
in the two-atom sector. In a second step, modes scaling
like 1/R have been integrated out and the van der Waals
potential has been generated as a matching coefficient
of WEFT. The two-photon exchange induced by the
polarizability operators produces the Casimir-Polder
potential (52). The new local terms cancel all ultraviolet
divergences in the Casimir-Polder diagram. These results
are valid for arbitrarily long distances, since the hierarchy
between the scales does not change as the distance R
increases.

VI. INTERMEDIATE-RANGE VAN DER WAALS
INTERACTIONS

The last possible physical situation to consider is when
the range of the van der Waals interactions, R, is of the same
order as the intrinsic time scale of the hydrogen atom,
1/(ma?). A visual representation of this case is sketched in
the left panel of Fig. 9. In this regime the distance between
the atoms is of the same order as the time scale between the
emission of the two photons, which is of the order of the
inverse of the ultrasoft scale: R ~ 1/(ma?). The hierarchy
of the two energy scales in the intermediate-distance regime
is plotted in the right-hand panel of Fig. 9. In this section
we obtain the van der Waals potential by integrating out at
the same time photons and virtual atomic states with
momenta and energies of order 1/R and ma?, and matching
pNRQED directly to WEFT.
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The diagrams involved in the matching are shown in
Fig. 10. The dominant contribution for interactions
between atoms in S-wave states is given by a photon
exchange between the permanent magnetic dipoles. The
|
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expression is in Eq. (44). It is of O(a/m?) in momentum
space and of O(ma’) in coordinate space.

The contribution of the one-loop pNRQED diagrams
is

[kz(AEnanJ(AEnlml) - AEnlml‘](AEnzmz))

y711loop / !
W = ’;’WPE(HDml)PE(”me){z(AE}”ml - AE2 )
— (k* = 42AE2 ,, +4(d = 2)AE} ) AE, ,, K(K2, AE, ,,,)

d—
+ (K~ 4PAE,,, + 4(d = 2)AE},, )AE, ,, K. AE,,,,)] =

nym;

The explicit definitions of the loop integrals J, K and A3/,
can be found in Appendix A.
The remaining contribution is the contact term

F/con ds 4db
W = =2~ = S ) - (maS|ma). (55)

The one-loop electric dipole diagrams and the contact term
are of O(a*/m?) in momentum space and of O(ma®) in
coordinate space. The rest of the terms are suppressed by
one power of a for each magnetic dipole replacing an
electric dipole.

In summary, we have that

W(—l) — Wtree’ (56)

B A
>
L ~1/R~ma®> pNRQED
R
- ~Q WEFT
> -
+—>

1/ma?

FIG. 9. Left panel: Sketch of the physical picture of the van der
Waals interactions in the intermediate-range regime. The distance
between the two atoms is of the same size as the intrinsic time
scale of the hydrogen atom. Right panel: Hierarchy of scales and
the corresponding EFTs in the intermediate-distance regime.

2
AErllmlAEnzin2A3/2<k2)}' (54)

WO = WP eont, (57)

where the superindex indicates that W s suppressed by
one power of a compared to WV, The ultraviolet
divergence in W''°P can be recast as a local term when
summing over the intermediate states (see Appendix C)
and, once MS renormalized, its scale dependence cancels
against that of We.:

) . 22 20>
W}Eloop n Wcomllogv _ _%logy + izlogy =0. (58)
m m

As a cross-check, the expression in Eq. (54) can be
expanded in powers of AE,,/|k|, yielding the short-
distance van der Waals interactions of Eqgs. (22)—(25) from
Sec. IV. Analogously, expanding in powers of |k|/AE,,,
results in the long-distance van der Waals expressions of
Egs. (40)—(42) and Eq. (49) from Sec. V.

The potential in coordinate space is obtained by Fourier
transforming Eq. (57). However, in the one-loop term

WP there are nonanalytic pieces that cannot be trans-
formed using the results of Appendix D. The coordinate-
space potential associated to these pieces can be obtained
by using a dispersive representation of the momentum
space potential (see, e.g., Refs. [4,11]).

The coordinate space potential is given by

3

W(R) = / %e”""ﬁ/(k). (59)

FIG. 10. Matching of the van der Waals potential between two hydrogen atoms in the intermediate-range regime. The pNRQED
diagrams are on the left-hand side and the WEFT one is on the right-hand side.
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Since for k? — oo the momentum-space potential W'
diverges as k*, its corresponding dispersion relation should
be twice subtracted. The subtraction constants are inde-
pendent of the momentum and as such correspond to Dirac-
delta potentials. The nonlocal part of the potential is given
by the following dispersive representation corresponding to
the two-photon cut:

Wk :3/0‘” dﬂﬂlm[W(’?—iﬂ)}’

60
b2 W+ K (60)

Im[WlEloop(n —iw)] = _Z/ pe(ni, my)pe(ny, my)

£ 167

1.M7

. 1
/’l(AE}%]ml - AE}%zmz)

— (4t + 4PAET

In Fig. 11 we plot the relative difference between
the intermediate-range van der Waals potential given in
Egs. (61) and (62) with the London potential from Eq. (31)
and the Casimir-Polder potential from Eq. (52) for both
atoms in the ground state. As expected, the London
potential and the Casimir-Polder potential are good approx-
imations in the short and long distances respectively. Due to
a conspiracy of numerical factors and cancellations, the
convergence towards the London potential is, however,
somewhat faster than the one towards the Casimir-Polder
potential.

In summary, in this section we have explored for the first
time the intermediate-distance regime 1/R ~ ma? for the

WInl - WLon
WInl

1 1 RAE

0.5 20 RIAE L]
70.1,
—02f

-0.3r

—0.4}

—0.5+

(@)

FIG. 11.

[(/t4 + 4P AES

+ 8AE;, . )AE, . arccot( |
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where the limit 7 — 0 is understood. Plugging Eq. (60) into
Eq. (59) and changing the order of the dispersive and
Fourier integrals we arrive at

1
- 27°R

W(R) |7 due i - . (o1)

The imaginary part of W}'°” can be easily obtained after
inserting the explicit values of the loop integrals J, K and
Az, from Appendix A into Eq. (54). This yields

{4AE,11,,,1AE,12,,12

4 2|AEn]m||
+8AE;, ,, )AE,,,,,arccot | ——————
: H

(62)

2anf)) )
U
[

van der Waals interaction between two S-wave hydrogen
atoms. In this regime, pNRQED is directly matched to
WEFT, unlike in the short- and long-distance cases where
the matching was done in two steps. The van der Waals
potential is obtained by integrating out at the same time
photons and virtual atomic states with momenta and
energies of order 1/R and ma®. The ultraviolet divergence
in the two-photon exchange diagram that generates the van
der Waals potential is removed by contact interactions in
the two-atom sector of pNRQED. The coordinate-space
representation of the potential in Eq. (61) is obtained
by using a dispersive representation of the momentum
space potential in Eq. (54). Figure 11 shows the relative

Wine — Wep

Wlm

RIAE 1]

—0.1F

0.2+

_03 -

—04}

—0.5+

(o)

Plots of the relative difference between the intermediate van der Waals potential and the London (a) and Casimir-Polder (b)

potentials for both atoms in the ground state as a function of the distance R in units of 1/|AE,|. Wy, is the intermediate-range potential
in Eq. (61), W, is the London potential in Eq. (31) and W¢p is the Casimir-Polder potential in Eq. (52).
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difference between the intermediate-range van der Waals
potential and the London and the Casimir-Polder potentials
for both atoms in the ground state as a function of R.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

A hydrogen atom is a nonrelativistic bound state
characterized by a hierarchy of well-separated scales.
These are the mass of the particle that forms the bound
state (hard), the inverse of the Bohr radius, namely the
relative momentum (soft), and the typical bound-state
energy (ultrasoft). Integrating out the hard scale produces
NRQED, and integrating out the soft scale leads to
pNRQED, which is the theory best suited to study the
bound state.

In systems with two hydrogen atoms two distinct
physical regimes exist depending on the distance between
the nuclei. If the distance between the nuclei is of the order
of the Bohr radius, the system is configured as a diatomic
molecule. On the other hand, if this distance is larger than
the Bohr radius, the system consists of two atoms interact-
ing through van der Waals interactions. In both cases a new
energy scale, different from the intrinsic ones characteriz-
ing a single atom, appears. In diatomic molecules, the two-
nuclei dynamics takes place at a lower energy scale than the
ultrasoft scale in which the electrons bind to the nuclei.
This is nothing else than restating the usual assumption that
the electron and nuclei dynamics occur at very different
time scales, which is at the basis of the Born-Oppenheimer
approximation [34]. In the van der Waals case, the new
scale is the distance between the atoms, which can be larger
or smaller than the ultrasoft scale.

In this work, we have presented a study of the dispersive
van der Waals interactions between two hydrogen atoms in
the framework of nonrelativistic EFTs of QED. We have
focused on S-wave states, since these do not have perma-
nent electric multipolar moments and their interaction
proceeds through dispersive van der Waals forces in
addition to the magnetic-dipole coupling. We have intro-
duced a new EFT, WEFT, to describe the dynamics of the
degrees of freedom that live at the low-energy scale where a
van der Waals potential is naturally defined. Then the van
der Waals potential was obtained by sequentially integrat-
ing out the physical scales of the two hydrogen atoms. The
EFT setting allows to compute all local terms needed to
renormalize the van der Waals interactions, which is the
most original result of the present work.

Different hierarchies of scales correspond to different
physical scenarios and lead to different results for the
dispersive van der Waals potential. We have explored three
possible scenarios: short, long and intermediate distances
between the atoms.

In the short-distance regime, 1/R > ma?, integrating
out modes scaling like 1/R leads to the well-known electric
and magnetic dipole potentials as well as to subleading
velocity-dependent potentials. Integrating out the ultrasoft

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 95, 116004 (2017)

scale leads to the van der Waals potential. The leading
contribution of Eq. (31) stems from the exchange of two
electric-dipole potentials and corresponds to the London
potential [1]. Replacing one of the leading dipole potentials
with a subleading one, the N2LO term, Eq. (36), is
obtained. This term is equivalent to the one obtained by
Hirschfelder and Meath [4,33]. In addition we have
investigated the N>LO van der Waals potential, previously
unknown, which turns out to contain a R~ term, shown in
Eq. (38), and a local term.

The long-distance regime corresponds to 1/R < ma?.
Integrating out the ultrasoft scale defines the polarizability
operators in the one-atom sector, while in the two-atom
sector several local terms are generated. Integrating out the
1/R scale, the two-photon exchange induced by the
polarizability operators generates the Casimir-Polder
potential [2,3,18] of Eq. (52). The newly computed local
terms turn out to be crucial to cancel all ultraviolet
divergences in the Casimir-Polder diagram, which, to
our knowledge, has been renormalized in this context here
for the first time.

In the last part of the paper, we explored for the first time
the intermediate-distance regime 1/R ~ ma?. In this regime
the van der Waals potential is obtained by integrating
out the ultrasoft and 1/R scales simultaneously. We have
obtained a coordinate-space representation for the nonlocal
part of the van der Waals potential by using a dispersive
representation of the momentum space potential. Figure 11
summarizes our findings. It shows the relative difference
between the intermediate-range van der Waals potential and
the London and the Casimir-Polder potentials for both
atoms in the ground state as a function of R. The plot shows
that the intermediate-range potential is needed to accurately
describe (with an accuracy better than about 15%) the van
der Waals interaction in the distance range between 400 to
2000 times the Bohr radius. Results for the dispersive van
der Waals potentials in the three different regimes have
been generalized to states with any angular momentum in
Appendix B.

We conclude with a possible outlook. The EFT descrip-
tion of the van der Waals interactions between two hydro-
gen atoms obtained here also offers a framework to
appropriately define and systematically calculate van der
Waals interactions for other physical systems starting from
the underlying quantum field theory. A prominent case is
that of the hadronic van der Waals interactions, whose
underlying field theory is QCD. The multigluon interaction
is a QCD analogue of the van der Waals force of atomic
physics. A color van der Waals force arises in hadron-
hadron interactions due to the chromopolarizability of the
color-neutral hadrons, similar to the electric polarizability
in the case of the hydrogen atom. Contrary to the situation
in QED, not much is presently known about color van der
Waals forces: one reason is that they are a long-wavelength
feature of QCD and therefore of nonperturbative nature,
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which makes it difficult to assess them from first principles.
The potential relevance of color van der Waals forces for
the study of the new hadrons, which may arise as a result of
such interaction, demands a better understanding of their
properties within QCD.

Quarkonia are hadrons made of a heavy quark and a heavy
antiquark. Their hierarchy of energy scales is similar to the
one described in this paper for the hydrogen atom, but now
the hard, soft and ultrasoft scales are mo, Moo and mo v2Q,
with mg being the heavy quark mass and v, the quark’s
relative velocity. The velocity v, may be identified with the
strong coupling constant, o, only if the quarkonium is a
Coulombic bound state, which holds for the lowest quarko-
nium states. Moreover, color provides a richer set of degrees
of freedom with respect to QED. In particular, static quark-
antiquark pairs may exist at small distances in two possible
color configurations. Nevertheless, the hierarchy of EFTs
relevant for describing quarkonium-quarkonium inter-
actions is similar to the one discussed in this paper for
QED, starting from potential nonrelativistic QCD [35,36] to
the ultimate van der Waals EFT [11]. We have investigated
van der Waals interactions for Coulombic quarkoniain [11],
whereas van der Waals interactions for nonperturbatively
bound quarkonia have been addressed with numerical
methods in Ref. [37]. For long-distance dipole-dipole
interactions analytic nonperturbative exact expressions as
well as lattice results can be found in Refs. [38,39]. Effective
field theories may provide further insights into these systems
and link the findings with other processes and systems like
quarkonium hadronic transitions, quarkonium-nuclei inter-
actions and exotic multiquark systems.
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APPENDIX A: LOOP INTEGRALS

Throughout this work we have used dimensional regu-
larization. We define
K =¢*+ x(1 - x)k?. (A1)

The loop integrals that depend only on k? are of the form

k2)—y4d/ dx/ zﬂdle, (AZ)

where v is the renormalization scale. Only As;,(k?) and
A,(k?) appear in our results:
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Azp (k) = Lz [’1 +2-log (k_jﬂ ’
JT 1%
with A=—2 —yr +logdr, (A3)
4—d
AR = ) (Ad)
K

where here and in the following one-loop results of this
appendix [Egs. (A6) and (A10)-(A14)] we have neglected
terms of O(4 — d) or smaller; y is the Euler-Mascheroni
constant. The ultraviolet divergence can be renormalized in
the MS scheme by absorbing the pieces proportional to A in
the counterterms. In the intermediate calculations other
powers in the denominator of A may appear. These can be
related to A3/, and A, using the following recurrence
relation:

22f - d)

A_f+1 (kz) = sz

As(i?). (AS5)
A loop integral that depends only on AE,,, appears in

Secs. IVB and VA:

d4 Vg 1
277:)(d_l) 2|q|(|q| - AE‘nm>
AEnm

=3 [/1 +2-2log2+2in0(AE,,,)
n?

1 AE?
—1lo .
g 2

In Sec. VI loop integrals depending simultaneously on k>

and AE,,, occur. These can be reduced to the master
integrals

1
B:(k*, AE, ) =1 d/ d / ,
s ) Y] @) d— V(K= AE2, )

(A7)

C/(k*.AE,,) _4d/ /(2 /clAEZ)"
(A8)

S@E) = :

(A6)

which always appear in the combination

1
K(k* AE,,) = - Az (k) + EBz(kzv AE,,)

4AEnm

k*,AE
4AEnm Cl( nm)

AE

+%C2(k27 AEnm)' (A9)
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An explicit analytic result for B, reads

4AE?
(7[ + 2iarctanh kz'"") . (A10)

1
2 -
B2<k 7AEnm) - 87f|k|
This expression is correct in the momentum region
k> > 4AE2,. The analytic continuation to the region
k> < 4AE2, is obtained by using the prescription AE2,, —
AE2, + in.

An analytic integration of the Feynman parameters is not
possible for C; and C,. Different expressions for C; and C,
are possible:

Cl (kz’ AEnm)

1 4AEL, .
=12 A+4—log ) +in

1 1 4AE? 1
- / dx——=1/1 —x—5""arctanh ,
0 1—x k 1 — xHAEL,

(Al1)

which is valid in the momentum region k> > 4AE?, and
can be analytically continued to the region k> < 4AE2,, by
using the prescription AE2, — AEZ, + in. The integrand
in Eq. (A11) can be expanded for large values of k? but not
for small ones. This is because there is always a small
enough value of x that makes x/k*> ~ 1 for any arbitrarily
small value of k%. To expand for small k? one can use the
following expression, which is valid for k> < 4AE2,,:

Cl (kz’ AEnm)

1 k?

dx—— urctalnh
/ \ / 1— \/ 4AE§m

4AE2
(A12)
The last integral is
C,(k*, AE,,,) :W/ dx K -
T nm J0 vV1—x 1_x4Akl§71m
x arctanh (A13)

N
1 - X kznm

This expression is correct in the momentum region
k? > 4AE2, and can be expanded for k* > AE2,,. The
analytic continuation to the region k? < 4AE?2,, is obtained
by using the prescription AE2,, — AE2, + in and reads
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C2 <k27 AEnm)

1 ! e
- 2+/ dx taa,
2 2
T8, A T

4AE2

x arctanh (A14)

k7
1= X332

nm

This expression can be expanded for k> < AE2,,.

APPENDIX B: GENERALIZED ONE-LOOP
DIAGRAM EXPRESSIONS

In this appendix, we generalize the results of the one-loop
contributions with electric dipole interactions to initial and
final states of the hydrogen atoms with any value of the
angular momentum. Nevertheless, when considering the
interaction between two hydrogen atoms in an arbitrary
angular momentum state, one should keep in mind that
quadrupole and higher multipole moments may not vanish.
These multipole couplings can give rise to tree-level inter-
actions that can be as or more important than the one-loop van
der Waals potential. For example quadrupole-quadrupole
potentials, which appear when both atoms are in a state with
L > 2, are parametrically larger by \/a and o respectively
than the London and Casimir-Polder potentials.

Furthermore, we also provide the expressions for the
analogous loop contributions obtained by replacing electric
dipoles with magnetic dipoles. From the pNRQED
Lagrangian of Eq. (7) we can see that the magnetic dipole
operator is smaller than the electric dipole operator by a factor
of order a. Since, due to parity, the two couplings on the same
atom must either be both magnetic or both electric dipoles
this gives two new kinds of loop contributions: one with two
electric dipoles and two magnetic dipoles, and one with four
magnetic dipoles. In general, all these contributions are much
smaller than the ones produced with only electric dipoles.

Throughout this appendix we use the notation E, B, M to
label contributions from one-loop diagrams with four electric
dipoles (E), two electric dipoles and two magnetic dipoles (M),
and four magnetic dipoles (B). The explicit expressions for the
loop integrals A3 », A,, J and K can be found in Appendix A.
Results will be given in d space-time dimensions.

1. Short-range regime

The one-loop matching contributions from pNRQED to
the two-atom pNRQED' potential with four electric dipole
vertices given in Sec. IV A are independent of the initial and
final states and thus valid for any angular momentum. We,
now, provide the analogous contributions with four mag-
netic dipole vertices, and with two magnetic dipole vertices
on one atom and two electric dipole vertices on the other
one. The subscripts 1 and 2 of g and L indicate the atom. In
the first case the contributions read
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- 202 A5, (K
View = %ﬂ”ﬂwwﬂ[(cx —2)(K'k!ST* + KIKKST — Kikk§! — kk!S*) + 3k2(51 87 — 5*5i1)],  (B1)

= 11oop ﬂ2a2A2 (k2) . . . .
VNLO,B = 716((1 — 2>m4 [(ﬂliﬂlj —Iluﬂlj)ﬂzkﬂzl +Il1iﬂ1j(ﬂzkll21 —ﬂzkﬂzl)]
x [kikksT! + k' 6% — k'K 6% — kikFST + 2k (5"’6/"‘ — &iksity], (B2)
~ nratAs 2(k2) . .o 1 . . . . i
Vi,lz‘fg,g == W {b‘liﬂljﬂZkﬂZl + Bl o — 4 (ﬂliﬂlj - ﬂuﬂlj)(ﬂZkﬂzz _I‘ZkﬂZI)MI{gIZ_OyB
= [l jpodor + Bt ot + 2 (it — fip ) (Hordtor — ﬂzkﬂzl)]/lxiiO,B }’ (B3)

where i = i[u, fzo], and

B it kgl
Bl = { (4= 0 -9 5T 0ot 1 a0 =250
+ Z [(d—4)(K'k/6" + K'K'6* + K*K'87 + KTk} 6T) + 2(d — 2) (K'kFS7! + KK 67%)) } (B4)

For electric-magnetic dipole interactions the LO contribution vanishes, the following two terms read

~ 1100 ir*a?A, (k) . S . o y

Py = = I s )+ L4 (0 = ST+ 120, (B)
~ 11001 i2ﬂ2a2A3 2<k2> . . .. L c . ..

it = D ) ]~ (0 KK+ 2] (B)

Next we provide the one-loop matching contributions from pNRQED' to the WEFT potential of Sec. IV B generalized to
any state of the hydrogen atoms. The first contribution corresponds to the two dipole potential exchange [diagram (a) of
Fig. 5]

1(a) / ii kl Aijkl AZ(kz) _
e %zpy(nl’ml) e m) A g, AR, YT EE 7
with
A = T6dd—3) (&2 — 4d + 3)K'KIKK! + k* (8784 + 56/ + 5™ oTT)
+ (d = DI (KK + KK S + kKT + k'S — (d + 1)K (KIS + kK 5™)]. (B8)

The second type of diagrams corresponds to the exchange of a LO and a NLO dipole potential [diagram (b) of Fig. 5]

/(0 ! ij i'klAZ(kz)AEn m AEn m
W§7 ) = Z py(nl’ml) A,py(nz’ mz)klﬂd’) AEn]ml ‘l’lAlEnzmi 2

my,ny

, y=E,B, (B9)

with

ijkl 1 kKKK ik sjl il sik 2(sij skl il sjk ik sjl
==y (d=5)(d=3) =5+ (d = (KK +Kk'5") + k(875 + 56" — 355")

+ (d = 3)(K'K/ 6K + KK % + k'8 + KIK*ST) | (B10)
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The velocity v (or gt in the magnetic case) that appears in the NLO pNRQED' potential, involved in the calculation of
diagram (b) of Fig. 5, does not appear in Eq. (B9) for we have used (n|v|m) = iAE,,, (n|x|m) (or the equivalent for the
magnetic case).

Since the LO electric-magnetic dipole potential is proportional to the energy, the corresponding two LO potential
exchange diagrams give a contribution more similar to Eq. (B9) than Eq. (B7):

a / ii ii
W' =3 [pe(ny ma)i py(ny, my)¥ + py(ny, my)ipp(ny. mo)H]

my.m,
AZ(kz)AEmm] AEnzmz
4(d - 2)(AEn]ml + AEnzmz)

x [(d = 3)k'k* + k*5"]e" ke’ (B11)

The last type of diagrams are formed by a potential interaction and an ultrasoft photon [diagrams (d) and (e) of Fig. 5].
The potential can be written as

AE%ImIJ(AEnlm ) + AEglszJ(AEnzmz)

~ (dte / ii ij
va o) = —Z Py(nl,ml) ’Py(nz’mz)kl |:l(ilkj»e),

ny,ny AE nym + AEﬂzmz
_ il]lk AEnlml‘](AEnlml) AEizmz*l(AEnzmz) y= E.B (B12)
(d+e)y AEnlml - AEnzmz ' o

with

’ 2(d - 2) kiK' 5*
ijkl o
l(d-&-e),E T od=1 K2 (B13)

g 20d=2) (K — R85
(d+e),B — d—1 k2

(B14)

The equivalent contribution with two electric dipoles and two magnetic dipoles vanishes.

2. Long-range regime

The contributions to the WEFT’ potential of Sec. VA from the two-photon exchange diagrams in pNRQED (see Fig. 7)
generalized to any hydrogen atom state read

ijkl
11oo / ii 010,y
(W/)LO )’p = _m];hpy(nl’ ml) ]p)'(nz’ mz)kl |:AEn]m| + yAEanz (AE%IWH (AEi’llml) + AE%!zMz'](AEnzmz))
O_ijlk
- LO)AE (AE2 . J(AE, . )—AE2 . J (AEnzmz))], (B15)

ljkl
11 / i ONLO,
(W/>Nli)g)[.)y ES —Z py(l’ll, ml) /py(nz, mz)kl |:AE + gE (-](AEnlml) + J(AEnzmz))
nym; nyny

my .y
thlk
NLO.y
_ T8 Enm) = JEE ’ B16
AE"lml AEnzmz( ( nlml) ( n2n12>):| ( )
H 1 py(ny.mi) 7 p,(ny, my)* Uxfio,
(WYl _ y(n, y(12, { Y (AE2, J(AE, )+ AE2, J(AE,.,.))
NZLO)’ mlzmz AE%llmlAE%lzmz AEnlml + AEn2m2 21 1My nym nymy
Gijlk
N2LO.y ) .
- AEl’llml - AE112m2 <AEn2m2 (AE"I’"I) AEnlml (AEnzmz)):| s (B17)
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where y = E, B, M. In the case of electric dipole interactions we have

olos = ~ 5z 7y 076" + 86" + (& - 6d +6)5" 6, (B18)

O-i\JII]iIO,E:ﬁ[z(klk](skl—'—kkklé” + kik! sk +k]kk511)+4(d_4)(kzkk5]l+k]kl5zk)

+ k2 (8YM + 516k + (d? —10d + 22)5™* )], (B19)
ijkl 1 ij ski il sjk ik sjl itk
NnoE = ~ %0 [(d = 3)k*(5YM + 816/ + (d? — 14d + 46)5* /") + 8(d — 3)k'k/k'k
+4(d = 3)K* (K'K/ S + K*K'SY + KiK' 8% + KIk*ST) + 6(d* — 9d + 18)k* (K'k* /! + K/K'5™%))], (B20)

and, when the interaction is mediated by magnetic dipoles,

ol s = - (6164 + 8157 + (d? — 2d — 2)8*6/"), (B21)
~ 2(d—1)
ijki ijkl
O-I\JILO,B = UI\jILO,E’ (B22)
ikl ijkl
ONLo.B — ON2LOE (B23)

For electric dipoles interacting with magnetic dipoles the instantaneous dipole factor p;(n;, m;)" py(n,, m,)* should be

understood as pE(”laml)ijpB(nme)kl + pB(nl’ml)ijpE(nme)kl’ and
ijkl 1 ij skl il sjk
Srom = —5(5 ot — 6"/ ) (B24)
ijkl d-3 rik .sjl (1,2 STs s
GNLO.M = 76 € (k 5 + 2k k ), (BZS)
ij (d_5><d_3)k2 rik .sj rs rLs
GI\ijII‘O,M - _TG k€ jl(kzé + 4k"k ) (B26)

The contribution to the WEFT potential from the one-loop diagram with seagull vertices in Fig. 8 for an arbitrary electric
polarization tensor [see Eq. (11)] reads

~ 7'[2(1ij O{kl L . . . . . . . .
Wit = — o 2d(d — D)k'K KK — (d + DI (K'K'8% + KK* 6" + Kl + k' 5™
+ 2dK* (k'K M + KFK'ST) + k* (26158 4 7(87%6™ + 5% 571))] A3 (K2). (B27)

Replacing the electric polarizabilities with the magnetic ones yields W?g. For the case with electric-magnetic polarizability

couplings, we obtain
2

16(d— 1)(d + 1)

Wit = (i, L+ B ol ) (e esTt + e eIV (K26 + dk'k* ) As o (K2). (B28)

3. Intermediate-range regime

The contribution of the one-loop pNRQED diagrams with two-photon exchanges of Fig. 10 to the WEFT potential for an
arbitrary hydrogen atom state is
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ijlk ijlk A 2 ijkl kLA 12
~ / .. K02 + KVZZAEmm] Kyo2 +K ZZAEnlml
W0 = — p (”17"11)”17 (”2””2)]{[{< \ ’ “a : J<AE )
¥ W;nz y y AE, , —AE,,, AE,, +AE,,, nym

ijlk | ijlk A 2 ijkl | ijkl A 2
B (KyOZ + K AE Ky + K AES

J(AE
AE - AEnzmz AEn]ml + AE112m2 > ( nsz)

nym;

ijlk ijlk 2 ijlk 4 ijkl ijkl 2 ijkl 4
+ <Ky°° + K20 8En m + Kya0 AEn i, Kyo0 + Ko A m, + KywAEnlml)K(kz AE, )
’ nym
AEnlml - AEnzmz AEn]ml + AEnzmz

ijlk ijlk A 10 ijlk A a4 ijki ikl A 2 ikl N 1
B (Kyoo + KyzoAEnzm2 + Ky4OAEn2m2 Kyo0 + KinoAE, m, + 1<y40AEn2m2

- K(k*, AE
AE, ,,, —AE, ,, AE, ,,, +AE, ,, ) (k% AEy,m,)

nym

1 ijkl ijlk k2
- Z |:(Kyj40 - Kyj40) 4(d — 1) + AE%,Im] + AEizmQ

ikl | ijlk ikl ijlk
- (Ky]40 + Ky]zto)AEnlml AE,m, + (Kyjzo - Kyjzo)} A3/2(k2)}’ y=E B M. (B29)
The momentum-transfer-dependent coefficients read, for electric dipole interactions
i 1 3 .. 1 o o o L A
T = == 3 KKK + — [(d — 1) (kKK 6 + K™ ) — ki — kK51 — kiK' — kKF S
= g | R = DR ) |
+ [6UM + 5168 + (d? — 4d + 1)5“‘5/1]}, (B30)
i 1 2(d-3), ... o . - A
ljkl: Lkl _ _ irTj skl k1 Sij il skj J Ik Sil
K70 4d(d—2){ 2 Kl k'k' — (d —2)(K'k/ 6 + K*k'6" + k'k'6" + K/k*8")
—(d* = 2d = 2)(K'kF&7" + Kk 5'%) — 2k (578K + 516K — (d — 1)5ik5jl]}, (B31)
K%é = m [(d —=3)(d - DE'KK'E' + (d — 1)k* (K'k/ 5K + k*K'67 + kK68 + KTk ST
— (d+ D> (KKK + KK'5*) + k* (815K + 5168 4 ks, (B32)
i 1 33-4d), ... d-3 . . . . - R R I
ijkl itk i1,j skl k1,1 sij i1l skj Jrksil _ (9 _ ik sjl 1l sik
Ko 2d(d—2){ E k'K Kk + 2 k'k/5" + K*K'5Y + K'k'5Y + KK — (d — 1) (K'kF" + kK 5™)]
2d -3 .. S 2d2—4d+3 , .
= Y (sijskl ilskjy =" " '~ sikgjl B
+d_1(55 + 8"6M) 11 55’}, (B33)
. 1 3-d)(d-1), . . o . A _— o R
Kb = 5a0a =3 {( ;2 VR — (d = 1) (I8 4 KI8T 4 KIS RIKES) 1 (d + 1) (RS 1 RS
— k(85 + 5158 + 5"’<5ﬂ)] : (B34)
and for magnetic dipole interactions ikl ik 2(d=2) .
Kin = Kia) d=1 ks, (B38)
Kiao = oy (B35)
ijkl ijkl
Kégz = "1;1(])(2- (B39)
ijkl _ ijkl
Koy = Kpon, B36
520 E20 (B36) For electric-magnetic dipole interactions the instantaneous
g i dipole factor py,(ny, m,)" py; (ny, m,)* should be understood
Koo = KEoo» (B37) 4 pe(ny.my) pg(ny.my)¥ +pg(ny.my)Vpp(ny.my)¥, and
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» crikgsil ' '

Kiao = P (—k'k* + k25"), (B40)

=~ = IR R (B4

ki = O, (B42)

Wk % (d =3k +K257].  (B43)
Kiitn = 0. (B44)

APPENDIX C: SUMS OVER
INTERMEDIATE STATES

In this appendix, we present some cases in which the
sum over states can be explicitly performed. First, using
1=>,|m)(m|, we have

Y (nlxl[m)(mlx/|n) = (nlx'x/|n) = (n|(x')*|n)87, (C1)

m

where in the last step we have made use of the reflection
symmetry x' — —x’ for i = 1, 2, 3. Everywhere in this
appendix the index i is understood as not summed.

Let hy = —V2/(2m)

> (nlx!|m)AE,,, (mlx'|n)

= (nlx'(E, = h)x'|n)
1

=5 (nllx' E, = holx' +X'[E, = ho.x']|n)

T — ()
and for the case i # j
> (nlxi[m)AE,,, (m|x/|n)
= (n|x(E, — ho)x/|n)
%<n|[x E, — holx/ + %I[E,, — ho,x7]|n)
_ @ (n|x'p/ —p'xi|n) = Lmeijk<"|Lk|”>- (C3)

Finally, when the sum over the states contains AE2,, it
holds that

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 95, 116004 (2017)

S (nfxm) AE2,, (mlxi|n)

m

= (nlx'(E, — ho)>/|n) = (n|[x'. E, = ho[E, — ho.x]|n)

= L) = L ) ca

APPENDIX D: FOURIER TRANSFORMS

To evaluate the van der Waals potentials in position space
we have encountered the following Fourier transforms:

1 (R) = Eh_ g jon (D1)
niy,...ip - (27[)3 e ’
d’k ik-R 270 i
Hn.il,...i, (R) = (2 )3 et kn logk k]...kL, (DZ)
) T

where k' = ki /k, and k is the modulus of k. The product of
unit vectors can be decomposed into a sum of spherical
harmonics with angular momentum up to the total number
of unit vectors:

k’L—ZZC”” " (k).

=0 m=-I

(D3)

Due to parity, CfT..iL vanishes for even (odd) values of [ if

the number of unit vectors is odd (even). After substituting
Eq. (D3) into Eq. (D1) we obtain

L 1
lm /dk szknym(ié)' (D4)

=0 m=-1

Using the Rayleigh expansion of the exponential, the
addition theorem and orthogonality of the spherical har-
monics we arrive at

L1
Loy iy (R) = Z Z Cff" (R) nl> (Ds)
=0 m——1
where I, is defined as
R i e 2
1 =5 [ k(0. (D6)

with j; being the spherical Bessel functions and R the
modulus of R.
It may be convenient to rewrite Eq. (D5) as

L

Z Rll RZL nl’

=0

Lyj,,...i, (R) = (D7)

with
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(R".. R’L,—ZC

m=—

YT (R). (D8)

which is the sum of all the terms with angular momentum /.
The same procedure can be used for H,,; _; leading to a

formula analogous to Eq. (D7) but with I%, replaced by

il

- / " dkk™2 og K2j, (RK).
0

H;Ifz:z—
T

(D9)
The coefficients Cff” can be obtained from R ...R"* =
Sk >, Clm L YT(R) using the orthogonality rela-
tions of the spherical harmonics. Then the sum in
Eq. (D8) can be performed using the addition theorem:

ir

n . dqy . . . A
(R R, = (20 + 1)/ER”‘...R”LP,(R’-R), (D10)

where P; are Legendre polynomials. Equation (D10) can be
evaluated using

dQ .
R .. R
/ 47
_ 5N.even (5i1i2

RCET ...8!N-1IN 4+ permutations).

(D11)

The problem of finding the Fourier transforms of
Egs. (D1) and (D2) reduces then to the problem of
computing the integrals /%, and HR, [40]. We have that

on F(n+é+3)
”3/2Rn+3 F(Z—Tn> ’
n#l+2s, VseN.

%= —(I+3)<n and
(D12)

The case n =1 can be obtained from the completion
integral of the spherical Bessel functions

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 95, 116004 (2017)

This expression can be generalized to cases when
n =104 2s, Vs € N by using the recurrence relations for
the spherical Bessel functions and proceeding by induction:

s @2s)N20+2s + 1)

i 3
IszS)Z =il(=1) RIS 5 ([R), VseN.

(D14)

The integral HX, can be evaluated from Eq. (D12) by

noticing that log k> = (k* — 1)/e in the limit € — 0, which
implies
dIR
HE =2—x D15
nl dX ( )

In Table I and Table II we list the radial integrals of

the Fourier transforms from n = -2 to n =4 and for
[=0, 2, 4 for the cases without and with a log k2
respectively.

Finally, we reproduce the partial-wave decompositions
(D8) for two and four unit vectors [40]:

(D16)
(D17)

| P
-5 (R'R/5 + permutations)

1, ...
t35 (86" 4 permutations), (D13)
Nin AL A 1
(R'R'R'R"), = 5 ((R'R’),6" + permutations), (D19)
A AL A 1 ..
(RR'R'R"), = s (66" + permutations), (D20)

®= 20+ DN 5(R). (D13) where in the parentheses all the index permutations have to
R! be added.

TABLE I. Results for the radial integrals /,; forn =-2,....,.4 and [ =0, 2, 4.
n InO In2 In4
-2 1/(4zR) —1/(8zR) 3/(32zR)
-1 1/(27°R?) —1/(#*R?) 4/(37*R?)
0 5 (R) —3/(4zR?) 15/(8zR?)
1 ~1/(x2R") ~4/(*RY) 24/(*R*)
2 -65°(R)/R? ~158°(R)/R? 105/ (4zR5)
3 12/(#%R") 24/ (n*R®) 192/ (7*R®)
4 1205°(R)/R* 2105°(R)/R* 9455°(R)/R*
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TABLE II. Results for the radial integrals H,; for n=-2,....,4 and /=0, 2, 4. We have defined
¢ =2yp +1logR%.

n H,o H,, H,y

-2 —(/(4nR) (€ —=3)/(8zR) —(6£ —25)/(657R)
-1 £/ (2R (£ -3)/(R?) —~(12¢ - 50)/(92R?)
0 —-1/(27zR?) (3¢ - 8)/(4xR?) —(15¢ - 61)/(8zR?)
1 ((-3)/(z°RY) (42— 6)/(7*R*) (24 - 92)/(°R*)
2 3/(zR) 15/(22R) —(105¢ — 352)/(47R>)
3 —(12¢ - 50)/(#*R®) —(24¢ —92)/(=*R®) —16(12¢ - 25)/(=*R")
4 —60/(zR7) —105/(zR7) —945/(2zR7)
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