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Method used
Cohesive energy

(kcaL/mole)

Experimental
Power series to order k~
Variable coeKcients using (4)
Power series to order k4
Variable coefFicients using (5)

39.0
35.2
34.6
34.9
34.8

TA&LE I. Cohesive energy of metallic lithium by various
methods of calculation.

and V is the lattice potential. This method takes into account the
actual shape of the atomic polyhedron and should give a better
description of the upper part of the energy band.
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Seitz4 which, as a result of an error, differed somewhat from the
potential which Seitz had actually used. Bardeen has forwarded
to us the correct potential and with it we have repeated his calcu-
lation with the results Ep= —0.6832, Em=0.7270. These values
dier only slightly from those calculated by Seitz4 who used a
perturbation method (—0.682 and 0.744). With our values of Eo
and E2 and the expression (0.284/r. }—t 0.58/(r, +5.1)j (r, = radius
of signer-Seitz sphere) usually assumed as the correction resulting
from correlations between electrons, one finds the value of 35.2
kcal. /mole for the cohesive energy of metallic Li, as compared
with the experimental value' of 39.0 kcal. /mole. (The theoretical
values of Seitz and Bardeen were 33.7 and 33.9 kcal. /mole re-
spectively. )

On the basis of order of magnitude estimates it was thought
that a considerable part of the discrepancy between theory and
experiment might be due to the fourth-order term in the series
expansion of E{k).We therefore evaluated E4 by an extension of
Bardeen's method. This required the calculation of the lattice
wave function to order k~.

Pa= I uo+~kP»p»+k'(@o+P~2) jexpi(k. r}

where uo is the normalized s-solution of the Schroedinger equation
for energy Ep f» is rv of Bardeen's paper, ' P» and P» are the
Legendre polynomials of degree 1 and 2 respectively, while pp and
@& are given by the following expressions
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Here re» is the radial part of the p-solution as defined by Bardeen
and fD the radial part of the d-solution (again for energy Ep);
t,D is chosen in such a way that p2 satisfies the boundary condition
~.'(,) =0.

By expanding in power series the expectation value of the
Hamiltonian computed with the function (1), one obtains the
energy E{k) correct to order k4. In this way we found E4=0.0175,
an unexpectedly small value which does not appreciably change the
second-order result for the cohesive energy. (Table I.)

To extract the optimum result from our wave functions we have
also computed E(k) using the modified functions

Pp(»~ = P»up+~2P»$»)exp&(~' &) {4)

goo~ = Pciooo+i&oPig i+&a(4 o+Ps4 o) ]exPi(h r)

and adjusting the coeKcients c; to make the expectation value of
the Hamiltonian an extremum. Table I summarizes our results.

One notes that none of these refinements of Bardeen's work
appreciably improves the agreement with experiment.

It should be mentioned in this connection that the atomic sphere
approximation on which the above calculations were based cannot
be expected to be reliable near the top of an energy band. One of
us (%. Kohn) is therefore investigating the cohesive energy by
means of a variation iteration procedure based on the integral
equation

PA{r) fG(r, r') V(r=')PA(r')do',

where 6 is the Green's function appropriate to a periodic lattice
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ECENTLY Knight' has found that the nuclear resonance
frequency for an atom in the metallic state exceeds the

frequency of the same atom in a non-metallic compound in the
same external field. Townes, Herring, and Knights have subse-
quently proposed a simple theory for this effect. They find that
for lithium the fractional frequency shift (for a given external
magnetic field) is given by

bf/f =155X„PF/Pg,

here x„is the spin contribution to the paramagnetic susceptibility
of metallic lithium per unit mass, and Pr= ~pr(0) [AA„, PA
= (p,{0)~o are the mean probability densities at the nucleus of
an electron on the Fermi surface of metallic lithium and of the
S-electron in the lithium atom respectively.

Using the experimental results' hf/f=3. 6X10 ' and&' x~
=3.0)&10 ' one is led to the experimental value,

P,P»=0.77

for the ratio occurring in {1).Townes et al.s estimated on theo-
retical grounds that this ratio had a value near 0.8, but they did
not actually calculate Pp since the then available wave functions
were based on an incorrect ion potential.

The correct ion-core potential, calculated by Seitz, has been
kindly supplied to us by Bardeen. For atomic lithium it gives
Pg=0.22. This value is also checked within a few percent by the
measured hyperfine structure separation of the ground state of
lithium. 4

For metallic lithium we have used the wave function (5) of the
preceding letters which was calculated by means of an extension
of the Signer-Seitz-Bardeen theory. It gives Pz=0.30.

Thus, according to theory,

Py /Pg = 1.4.

The agreement between theory and experiment is seen to be
much worse than was anticipated by Townes et al. If one assumes
that the diflicult measurement of y~, which enters into (2}, can
be relied on, the large discrepancy between theory and experiment
is probably due to the theoretical value of Pz. This would indicate
that the Wigner-Seitz-Bardeen method is not suitable for a de-
scription of the electrons on the Fermi surface of metallic lithium. s
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