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Muon-Induced Nuclear Magnetic Moments in Spinless Muonic Atoms: A Simple
Estimate

K. A. Beyer’* and N. S. Oreshkina'
! Maz-Planck-Institut fir Kernphysik, Saupfercheckweg 1, 69117 Heidelberg, Germany

The magnetic field generated by a bound muon in heavy muonic atoms results in an induced
nuclear magnetic dipole moment even for otherwise spinless nuclei. This dipole moment interacts
with the muon, altering the binding energy of the muonic state. We investigate the relation of
this simple, semi-classical-insriped approach to nuclear polarisation (NP) calculations. Motivated
by the relative closeness of this simple estimate to evaluations of NP, we extract effective values
for the nuclear magnetic polarisability, a quantity otherwise unknown, and put forward a simple
back-of-the-envelope way to estimate the magnetic part of NP.

I. INTRODUCTION

Muonic atoms are of great interest because their orbitals, especially the low lying ones, are highly sensitive to
nuclear structure [1, 2]. Spectroscopic measurements of u—2°Zr [3], u—12°Sn [4] and u—298Pb [5, 6] reveal a striking,
few-o discrepancy to theory predictions. The experimentally measured energy ES*P of state a does not match the
prediction EQFP based on quantum electrodynamics (QED). Especially the low lying muonic states 1s, 2s, and 2p,
clearly distinguishable from any electronic transitions because of their larger binding energies, pose a challenge.

Calculation of the nuclear polarisation (NP) contribution to the muonic energy levels is challenging and was therefore
believed to be the cause for the discrepancy. Early studies were limited to the longitudinal component of NP, however,
the inclusion of the transverse component did not alleviate the tension [7, 8]. Replacing the previous non-relativistic
calculations with a relativistic mean field approach to the nucleus in Ref. [9] further improved the understating of
NP but did not serve to settle the problem. State-of-the-art NP calculations were performed in Ref. [10] taking into
account dependence on nuclear models. Because of the persistence of the fine structure anomaly in these heavy muonic
atoms, other QED effects have lately been scrutinised and re-evaluated. The latest one is the muonic self-energy in
Ref. [11]. Furthermore, efforts to explore Beyond the Standard Model contributions have not alleviated the tension
either, see Ref. [12].

The puzzle concerns p—°Zr, 1—12°Sn and p—2°8Pb, three nuclei with even number nucleons and vanishing nuclear
angular momentum. These spherical nuclei do not possess a static magnetic moment and therefore no hyperfine and
dynamical splitting which simplifies the interpretation of the spectroscopic measurements. Fig. 1 shows the difference
Aa = EQFDP — gexP excluding NP as coloured band with the thickness corresponding to the experimental uncertainty.
The slope is a consequence of the dependence on the nuclear radius. The latest evaluations of contributions from
nuclear polarisation (NP) [10] and self-energy (SE) corrections [11] complete all leading order QED contributions.
Being formerly unaccounted for in the QED prediction leading to the experimental region in Fig. 1, they contribute
to the difference and are shown as red crosses. It is evident that the anomaly is not resolved with the inclusion of
these effects.

In the following we will motivate a simple estimate of the magnetic dipole contribution to the full NP correction
based on a clear semi-classical picture. Because of its tight orbit, the bound muon induces a sizeable magnetic dipole
moment in the nucleus. This results in a shift to the binding energy of the muon. We begin in § II with a calculation
of the induced magnetic dipole moment resulting from the bound muon’s relativistic current and the binding energy
shift. We then show in § III how this contribution relates to NP and extract effective values for the nuclear magnetic
dipole polarisability. Throughout the paper we work in natural units 7 = ¢ = 4meg = 1 and e < 0.

II. SEMI-CLASSICAL PICTURE OF MUON-INDUCED MAGNETIC MOMENT

The wavefunction of a bound muon in the central Coulomb potential has a sizeable overlap with the nucleus.
Heavier muons, compared to electrons, have a much smaller Bohr radius r, o< (me/m,,)r. and thus, their influence
on the nucleus is less reduced by radial suppression. The orbiting muon produces a charged current I ~ ev/27r
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FIG. 1. The coloured areas show the experimentally allowed range of shifts in AFas for up—°Zr (a) and u—2°*Pb (b) and A2p
for u—°Zr (c) and p—2°*Pb (d). The red crosses are the latest evaluations of the shifts from nuclear polarization in the SAMi
parametrization, as found in Ref. [10] and self-energy corrections found in Ref. [11]. The plots are adapted from Ref. [3] for
pu—"°Zr and Ref. [5, 6] for u—298Pb, respectively. The parameters as extracted are presented in table I.

resulting in a magnetic dipole field B ~ 27I/r. This field suffers from a r~2 suppression which renders it negligible
for electronic atoms. Muons in muonic atoms, having much tighter orbits, feel a magnetic field which is larger by a
factor (my,/me)? ~ 4 x 10%.

Under the assumption that the effect on the nucleus be small enough to treat it as a perturbation to the central
Coulomb potential one can use the central-field muon wavefunctions known in the literature [13]; the Dirac four spinor
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Element| A%, [AZ | BY“) [eV] [BSYY [eV]|AENY [eV]| AEST [eV]| A2pN [eV] | AETE [eV] | AESE[eV] | A2p°F[eV]
997r | 7x 1077 [0.15] —16, —24 | 44, —28 —1438 —203 5.7 40 16 0.55
1209y — — — — —2530 —363 18.7 102 —299 —0.2
208ph 145 x 1072|0.19|—360, —470| 270, 47 —5727 —1045 59.1 589 162 -31

TABLE I. Herein is presented a table displaying the parameters utilised for the nuclei discussed in the main text. The parameters
for the compatibility region, parametrised as A2p(AFE1s) = —A2pAFE1s + Bé;’l) with (u) [(1)] indicating the upper [lower] edge,
were extracted from Ref. [3] (u—°"Zr), [4](x—"2°Sn) and [5, 6] (2—2°®Pb). The parametrisation for 2s is equivalent. The NP
shifts are calculated in Ref. [10] and the SE corrections in Ref. [11]. Note that the SE correction quoted here is the difference
between the previous evaluation and the modern value.



Here, r, = (—1) +HH1/2 ( J+ %) is the relativistic angular quantum number, j is the total angular momentum quantum
number with m the projection onto the quantization axis, [ is the orbital momentum quantum number, and y};(a ©)
are normalized, complex spherical harmonics. Closed expressions for the radial components g, (r) and f,(r) are known
in the limit of a pointlike nucleus, however, given the tight muon orbit, this simplification is not justified here. We
will numerically solve for a spherical nucleus of constant density.

The charge density associated to a muon in state a is

pa(r) = =W (r)Ua(r) = —e (g2(r) X (0, 0) > + F2(r) X7 (0, 0)%) (3)
and the current density
Ja(r) = Wl (r)aW,(r) = —iega(r) fu(r) (OG0, 9) oX (0, 0) — hec) (4)

with

a=7°7=<3 g) (5)

~v* being Dirac matrices and o — Pauli matrices. The resulting static electric field is obtained as the solution to
Maxwell’s equations

r—r . r—r
E.(r) = mpa(r’)d?’r’ = —e (jm)| FErE lim) . (6)
The corresponding static magnetic field is
r—r . r—r :
Balr) == [ o Jo(r")d’r’ = e (jm| o op <l (7)

As is expected for a symmetric charge distribution around the nucleus, the average electric field as seen by the
nucleus vanishes, (E;) = 0, with
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where we treat the nucleus as a homogeneously charged sphere of radius Ry = 1/5/37rms with 7ps the root-mean-
square radii tabulated in Ref. [14]. This is to be expected of a symmetric charge distribution around the nucleus.
In the following we will thus restrict ourselves to the magnetic field influence. The magnetic field of the muon will
serve as a background field for the nucleus, inducing magnetic moments in the otherwise momentless magic nuclei in
question. We are interested in the magnetic dipole moment and note that, by definition, the ratio between magnetic
dipole moment M, and magnetic field B, is the magnetic dipole polarisability 5. Thus, the induced magnetic dipole
moment can be expressed as

M, = $B,. 9)

This induced magnetic dipole moment leads to a hyperfine shift in the energy levels of the muon through the
interaction

M.
’H:ea~A=—e¥. (10)
Together with Eq. (9) we find an energy shift
. . ) r—r _ . TXa .
AES = (jm|H [jm) = —B((jm| —— 5 x alim)) - (jm| —5— |jm). (11)
v — /| T
In the limit of a pointlike nucleus the energy shift reduces to
2
. TXa .
AE = —e*B |(jm| 5 lim)| (12)

We will show in the following, that this expression corresponds to a piece of the magnetic dipole moment contribution
to NP.



IIT. INDUCED MAGNETIC MOMENT PART OF NUCLEAR POLARISATION

The above semi-classical calculation gives an intuitive picture of the interaction taking place between the nucleus
and muon. The induced nuclear magnetic moment contribution is part of the general second-order electromagnetic
interaction between the nucleus and muon which is known as nuclear polarisation. We would like to show the
correspondence between the two expressions explicitly here.

The electromagnetic interaction can be divided into a charge-density and current-density interaction

V=9",4"=A4) - a-A. (13)

The system is a direct product of the bound muon and the nucleons |aA) = |a) |A), and we note that for us the initial
and final nuclear state is the ground state |A) = |0). This can be argued based on the fact that the energies involved
are not high enough to cause excitation of all nuclei in the target and the aforementioned experiments did not see a
forest of transitions as would be expected for a mixture of ground and excited nuclei. In the following we will focus
on the magnetic dipole moment contribution, which sits in the current piece of this interaction. An expansion in
multipole moments leaves [15]
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Here, L = —ir x V is the angular momentum operator and the multipole operators are

4 2 . N
M) = o g (90903.00) - (a2 + 058, ). (15)

Sj is the spin operator of the nucleon j, and )" (6, ) are complex spherical harmonics.
Being interested in the magnetic dipole moment, we restrict the multipole expansion to [ =1

Ly (0,
Vi wZa Z\/ﬂ r0.) M) (xy) | - (16)

m=—1

The second order contribution to the muon’s binding energy is
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The matrix element can be separated into a nuclear part consisting of the multipole operators Mfyi) (rj), and a muonic
part containing the rest of the expression. We define the magnetic dipole polarisability in analogy to the electric
polarisability [16],
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where we chose En— Ey, leaving the polarisability strictly positive. Note that for the nuclei in question (0] M M m, (r5)10)
0 and therefore we only sum all N # 0. This allows us to make the following expansion
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where O is the muonic part of the operator in eq. (16). We note that for a = 1s, 2py /2, 2ps/2, 3p1/2, and 3psz/2, the
first term (n = a) of the sum over the bound part of the muonic spectrum dominates over the next biggest term which
is smaller by at least a factor 1/2. We therefore restrict ourselves to n = a such that we can write

MBS S S g (L {"1(0,@) |a><aa-<f2 r2<e,¢>> @) +0E).  (20)
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State || 1s [Pb] |2p1/2 [Pb]|2ps/2 [Pb][2s [Pb][3pis2 [Pb]|3pss2 [Pb]| 1s [Zr] |2p1/2 [Zr]|2ps)s [Zr]|2s [Zr]

2 MeV?]|| —44.5 23.8 —26.8 | —5.5 5.1 -7.2 —36.3 8.7 —54 | —48
AEM [eV] 2.4 0.7 0.7 0.04 0.03 0.05 1.6 0.1 0.03 0.03
o [fm®] |[5.2—7.6| 44—7.2|24—48 | —43.1 | 41.1 123 [28-32[1.2-20| 33 19.9

TABLE II. Numerical evaluation of the remaining radial integral Eq. (24) for spherical, homogeneous nuclear charge distri-
bution. The resulting energy shift Eq. (22) is tabulated for 8 = 1fm®. The third row shows the effective nuclear magnetic
polarisability as defined in Eq. (25).

It can easily be shown that

=1 =1
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Thus, the aforementioned simple, semi-classical contribution corresponds to the first term in the sum over the muonic
spectrum of the NP correction. Performing the full sum over the spectrum is challenging, especially the continuum
contributions are a serious obstacle. We would like to ask the opposite question and understand how far the above
simple picture can take us. in order to achieve this we aim to compare the simple picture with results obtained from
much more sophisticated numerical approaches as in [10].

We begin by relaxing the above assumption n = a to E,, = F,. This preserves the interpretation along the
semi-classical picture of section II but takes into account the projection quantum number m part of the sum over
intermediate states, > = >, and Eq. (12) reduces to

. rXx o, . . rxaoa . .
AB = —e*3 Y (jm| —5— |jm') - (Gm'| —5= |im). (21)
Using the Wiegner-Eckard theorem we may simplify
AEM — _2g_Ka__(qyye (22)
" G+
with
™ = /ga(r)fa(r)dr. (23)

To account for the finite nuclear size we replace

2 = [gun)satryir = ﬁ“/%wnm%m(éf+/mwnw%m, (24)

0 Ry

see table II for numerical evaluation of the integrals.

The final energy shifts are tabulated in table II for § = 1fm®; Scaling the results to any 3 is trivial because of the
linear dependence of the energy shift on the polarisability. Unfortunately, the nuclear magnetic polarisability is not
known for most nuclei, however, a reasonable estimate can be obtained by comparison with the electric polarisability
[17].

When comparing with ref. [10], in which the NP correction AE, was evaluated under consideration of the full
muon spectrum, we find that our simple estimate is surprisingly close. We can for example take the result of ref. [10]
and compare it with our simple estimate to get an effective polarisability

eff __ J(J + 1)
ﬁa - AEG 6253(1(‘;\4)2’ (25)

which is tabulated in the last row of table II. We see that the first three states 1s, 2p; /2, and 2p3/, are consistent with
B being approximately constant. This trend breaks once the next higher states 2s, 3p; /2, and 3ps /o are considered.
We attribute this to the breakdown of the single level approximation for these states. The higher lying states get
contributions from cross terms with the lower lying states and states of similar binding energy as them. E.g. 3p3/5 will
have a contribution from n = 3p3 /2, 3p1/2, 2p3/2, and 2p; /2. Even if each individual contribution is small, accumulated
they may contribute significantly.



IV. CONCLUSION

We have shown that the magnetic dipole part of the complicated NP correction to muonic atoms is surprisingly
well approximated by a simple semi-classical interaction. The magnetic field of the orbiting muon induces a magnetic
dipole moment into the otherwise spinless nucleus. In the field of this induced magnetic moment, the muon’s binding
energy is slightly altered. Comparison with full evaluations, taking into account the full muon spectrum, we find
the values to be surprisingly close. We take this as motivation to extract effective values for the nuclear magnetic
polarisability, a quantity otherwise unknown.
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