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The dielectric function of a uniform electron gas is studied on the basis of the dynamical equations
which govern the response of the system to a weak external field. The deviations from the
random-phase approximation caused by exchange and correlation effects are incorporated in a local-field
correction which is related to the response of a certain two-particle correlation function. Using the
equation of motion for the correlation function we extract the exact behavior of the local-field
correction for large wave vectors or high frequencies. The high-frequency result is identical to the one
obtained from the third frequency moment. For large wave vectors we find that the local-field
correction tends to 2[1—g(0)])/3, g(0) being the value of the pair distribution function at r = 0. We
also recover the result of Kimball, giving a relation between the pair distribution function and its radial

derivative at r = 0.

1. INTRODUCTION

The dielectric function of the uniform electron
gas plays a central role in many theories of metal-
lic properties, and much effort has gone into ob-
taining accurate numerical information about this
function, It is well known that the conventional
random-phase approximation is unsatisfactory at
metallic densities because it treats in a proper way
only the long-range part of the Coulomb interac-
tion, neglecting the important short-range exchange
and correlation effects. In recent years several
attempts have been made to improve on the random-
phase approximation, taking into account the fact
that the exchange and correlation effects lead to a
local depletion in the density around each electron,
This makes that the effective field acting on an
electron differs from the macroscopic mean field,
and one refers to the difference as a local-field
correction, The correction has been studied on
the basis of Green’s-function analysis and diagram-
matic techniques by Hubbard,! Geldart and co-
workers, >™* Toigo and Woodruff, ® and others. %~°
A different approach was introduced by Singwi et
al.,® who expressed the local-field correction as
a functional of the static pair distribution function.
Several modified versions of this theory have sub-
sequently been presented, =16

Unfortunately, the results of the various theories
can not be directly tested against experiments be-
cause one has to introduce additional approxima-
tions to take into account the interactions with the
lattice, However, there are a number of exact
sum rules which the true dielectric function has to
satisfy, and these can be used to test whether a
particular approximation is reasonable or not, The
most important sum rules are the following!*'1718;

(a) The fluctuation-dissipation theorem leads to
an expression for the static pair distribution func-
tion in terms of the dielectric function, Although
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the true pair distribution function is not known, a
minimum requirement is that it should be positive,
(b) The compressibility sum rule gives a rela-
tion between the compressibility of the electron gas

and the static dielectric function for small wave
vectors, Fairly accurate numerical values for the
compressibility can be obtained by means of the
virial theorem,

(¢) The first and third frequency moments give
the leading terms in an expansion of the dielectric
function in inverse powers of the frequency, and
they contain information about the short-time re-
sponse to an external disturbance,

It turns out that the sum rules impose quite
severe restrictions on the possible approximations,
and at present there exists no theory which satisfies
all of them. The best compromise seems to be the
recent theory by Vashishta and Singwi. !*

None of the sum rules listed above gives infor-
mation about the behavior of the dielectric function
for large wave vectors and small frequencies, and
in the literature there has been some controversy
about the proper behavior in this limit, 67,1922
We shall, in this paper, carry out a detailed study
of the dielectric function when either the wave vec-
tor or the frequency is large, and in particular we
shall obtain an exact expression for the local-field
correction in the limit of large wave vectors. In
the process we shall also obtain a general formula-
tion of the problem which hopefully can be used as
a starting point for improvements on previous
theories, As will be discussed later on there is a
great need for such improvements, because all the
existing theories are based on rather crude approx-
imations and serious questions concerning basic
physical aspects of the problem remain unanswered.

The outline of the paper is as follows. In Sec.

II we introduce the mathematical formalism and in
Sec. III we discuss the definition of the local-field
correction, This is expressed in terms of the
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linear response to an external disturbance of a
certain two-particle correlation function, The
equation of motion for the two-particle correlation
function is studied in Sec. IV, and the physical
meaning of the various terms is briefly discussed.
In Sec. V we specialize to the case when either the
frequency or the wave vector is very large. We
show that in the limit of large frequencies and finite
wave vectors we recover the results previously ob-
tained through the third-moment sum rule,'® In the
opposite limit, when the frequency is finite but the
wave vector tends to infinity, we obtain a simple re-
lation between the local-field correction and the
value of the pair distribution function at zero in-
terparticle separation. Using the fluctuation-dis-

]
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sipation theorem we also show that the logarithmic
derivative of the pair distribution at =0 is equal

to the inverse Bohr radius, in agreement with the
result obtained by Kimball?® through a completely
different method. Section VI, finally, contains
some concluding remarks about the validity of local-
field theories, and we list a number of questions
which need to be elucidated by future work in this
field.

I. BASIC DEFINITIONS
We consider a system of N electrons in a uni-

form positive background perturbed by a weak ex-
ternal field., The Hamiltonian of the system is

1 t
H= _Z kzagnafu —Vz UG)Z: Z A2/ atf’oilz.a' A g /210" ke q /200
ko k¢’

Zm&

1 xt(_ = t
+‘t;z: oe (—q, t)Z ai—i/z,aaf05/2v0 ,
d ko

where a- and ag, are creation and annihilation
operators for an electron with momentum #k and
spin o, V is the total volume of the system, and m
is the mass of an electron, ®°*(q, ) is the spatial
Fourier transform of the external potential, and
v(a) is the Fourier transform of the Coulomb po-
tential, including the interaction with the uniform
positive background,

if g#0

4ne?/ P
v(a) { (2)

0 if g=0.

The external perturbation leads to variations in
space and time of the density of electrons, and we
write

n(,D=n+nlr,t) , (3)

where n=N/V is the mean density in the absence of
any external forces and #(T, f) is the induced den-
sity. Throughout this paper we shall use the con-
vention that quantities which represent deviations
from equilibrium are denoted by a bar over the
symbol. According to linear response theory we
have after Fourier transformation with respect to
T and ¢

n(q, w) =x(@, w)#*=*(q, w) , (4
where the response function x(q, ) is related to the
dielectric function €(q, w) through

'e—(i—w-) = 1+1;((i)x(a,w) . (5)

The response function can be expressed in terms

(1

r

of the equilibrium density-density correlation func-
tion, and it can, in principle, be calculated through
the conventional diagrammatic technique, 1=4:6=°
The disadvantage with this method is that for me-
tallic densities all the diagrams are essentially of
the same order of magnitude, and it is not obvious
how simple physical aspects, such as the existence
of a correlation hole, enter in the theory. The
alternative approach which will be adopted here is
to study directly the dynamical equations governing
the response of the system to the external field.
For this purpose we write the local density of elec~
trons as

nG 0= 1060, ©®
ko

where f:f,’(. f) is the quantum-mechanical analogue
of the classical phase-space dlstrlbutxon function.
The Fourier transform of f- G t) with respect to
T is given by

2@, 8 =(at 37200 D 2037200 B 7)

and in the presence of an external potential we
write

@, 0=62ng+70@, 0, @)

where the first term is the equilibrium part, ng,
being the occupation number for electrons with
momentum %K and spin 0, We shall also introduce
a two-particle distribution function f§2.,. (T, T'; )
which in the classical case gives_the probablhty to
find a particle with momentum 7k at the position T
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if there is at the same time ¢ another particle with
momentum 7k’ at the position r'. The Fourier
transform of this function with respect to T and T’
is defined through

(2) - (0~ (1 ~
ffo;i'o’ (a; ql; t) +fin (q, t)fi'u’ q,, t)

1 1
= <ai- a/Zvc(t) AE =g /240’ (t) A5e ' (200" (t) a;u;/Z-o(t)) ’

(9
where the second term on the left-hand side repre-
sents the uncorrelated part of the two-particle dis-
tribution function, In the quantum-mechanical case
the function fiz . (4,9 ;#) contains both exchange
and Coulomb correlations, and in particular it con-
tains information about the local depletion in den-
sity around each particle., In analogy with Eq. (8)
we write

) - 0 (2) -
Froiwre @50 =033 figirw @
F@_ ==
+fio;i'n’ (q’q,;t) ’ (10)
where the first term is the equilibrium part,
|
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Summing this over all momenta and spin one ob-
tains the static structure factor S(q) which is es-
sentially the Fourier transform of the static pair
distribution function:

LY e @=5@-1, (1)
ko &0
gG)—1=%Z e T [s(@ -1] . (12)

By ordering the creation operators to the left of the
annihilation operators in Eq. (9) we have taken
away the self-part of the correlation function, and
this is the reason why S(q) - 1 rather than S(q) ap-
pears in Eq. (11),

III. LOCAL-FIELD CORRECTION

Using the Hamiltonian given in Eq, (1) it is
straightforward to obtain the equation of motion
for the one-particle distribution function f&) (ci, f.
Keeping only terms linear in the external field we
get after Fourier transformation with respect to ¢

[h—w - (h'z/”[)E M a]ﬂé)@, w) = ']I;;[" £-q /2.0~ ”f+€/2-o][q’.xt(6’ w) + 0(5)5(, w)]

1 Z@) - = - =
+ 520 0@) D FE% jpoitrar @- T, 0 50) =T jrivsr @-',3" 501, (19)
ql

K'c’

The term v((-i)h-(» ,w) which appears together with
the external field is the Hartree mean field, and it
arises from the uncorrelated part of the two-par-
ticle distribution function. The effects of exchange
and Coulomb correlations enter through the last
term which contains the induced change of the cor-
related part of the two-particle distribution func-
tion. Neglecting this term for a moment, we ob-
tain after summation over K and ¢

7(q, w) =x°(@, w)[2** @, @) + v(@n(@, @),  (14)

where

0 1 NKk=q/2:0 =Nksq /2,0
(qw)==% - 15
x(q,0) =5 ~ Thw - (B2 /m)k -4 (15)

Within this approximation one should for consis-
tency use the free-electron occupation number,
and x°(q, w) is then the Lindhard response function
for the noninteracting electron gas. Equation (14)
is the random-phase approximation and it means
that the electrons respond as free particles to the
external field plus the Hartree mean field, In
theories which go beyond the random-phase approx-
imation one argues that the presence of a correla-
tion hole around each particle modifies the Hartree
mean field, and one writes the effective mean field
acting on an electron as

3% (q, w) = °*(q,w) » v(@[1 - 6(, w) ]7(q,w) ,

(18)
where the function G(Ef, w) represents the local-field
correction, Explicit expressions for G(&, w) can
be obtained by making specific assumptions about
the shape and the dynamics of the correlation
hole. >3 In most theories one makes the additional
assumption that the electrons respond as free par-
ticles to the effective field, which leads to

7(q, w) =x°(q, ») {8 (q, »)
+0@)[1-6@,w)]n@,w)}. (17

On physical grounds we should certainly expect
some modifications also in x%(q, w), arising for in-
stance from self-energy corrections. However, in
order to make contact with the existing theories,
we shall keep Eq. (17) in its present form, and we
shall look upon it as the definition of the unknown
function G(q ,w). This means that we include in the
local-field correction certain terms which would
more naturally belong in a modified free-particle
response function, and we shall discuss the origin
of these terms at a later stage. For the sake of
clarity it should be pointed out that the free-par-
ticle response function is defined through Eq. (15),
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where n§, are the exact occupation numbers for the
interacting system, and hence x° q,w) deviates
somewhat from the Lindhard free-electron response
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sponse must still depend on the true distribution
of particles in the system.,

Using Eq. (13) together with the definitions in

function, It is obvious that even if each individual Egs. (15) and (17) it is straightforward to obtain
electron responds as a free particle, the total re- the following exact expression for G(q ,w):
1|

6@, w) = - [v@x°@, w)n(g, )]

1 -t 1 'y

X — v = = - 3 - H . 1
V; @ )§ (h’w—(ﬁz/m)(ﬁ+%Q')- a iiw—(h'z/m)(‘-zq )gz.n:,f"'k ) (18)
|
In order to obtain exphcxt results we have to where the terms on the right-hand side are associ-

make approximations on fé,';, (E,q ;w). The most ated with different aspects of the interactions in the

common procedure is to factorize the two-particle
distribution function into a product involving one-
particle distribution functions and the static pair
distribution function, %'!*!® Unfortunately, it is dif-
ficult to justify such approximations on a rigorous
basis, particularly if one is interested in the dy-
namical aspects which determine the frequency de-
pendence of G(q,w). For this reason we shall carry
the exact formalism one step further and study the
equation of motion for the two-particle distribution
function in the presence of the external field.

IV. TWO-PARTICLE DISTRIBUTION FUNCTION

Using the definitions in Eqs, (9) and (10) together
with the Hamiltonian in Eq (1) we can derive the
equation of motion for f;, 0@, ;). After some
tedious but straightforward transformations we ob-
tain
[m (ﬁz/m)k Cl (ﬁz/m)-l q ]fkuyk'o (*,a';“’)
=Frie o @,0;0)+ Fign@, 3 0)

( - - -
+ P20 @, ;0)+ Fiie @,q';0)

+F'£'o';;a(i,:a;w) ’ (19)

) -
F‘b;i‘c’ ((i’ q;w

system, In order to discuss the physical meaning
of the various terms we make the classical inter-
pretation of f§2z..,(@,q ; #) as giving the equal-time
correlation between two particles with momenta
rK and ﬁﬁ', and we refer to the two particles as
“the first particle” and “the second particle,” re-
spectively. The term F*y..(q,q’;w) arises from
the action of the external force on the first particle
in the presence of the second particle. Similarly,
FgL 5@, q;w) gives the effect of the external force
acting on the second particle in the presence of the
first one. The explicit form of Fa.,(q,q ;w) is

Fi::i'a'(‘i,a';w)
1r (@ - (2 -
= T,[fi-(ivta' ) /2:0iK o’ (_ q ) -fio(i'oa’) /2,0:% 0’ (_ q,)]

xe=t(q+q’;w) , (20)
where the equilibrium part of the two-particle cor-
relation function appears, The term F e (@, q ;W)
in Eq. (19) arises from the mutual mteractmn be-
tween the first and the second particle, and thus it
contains all the effects associated with the two-
body problem, It is given by

1 (2) =
)=7,Z v@ T3 st 7200 @+ T 5T =T 50) = Fgresaiirn 2,0 @+ 37, T =37 0)]
qll

1 1) - - (1) -
+ T,U(a)[” i-i/a.Ji'o E/z.a'(q+qu‘*’) - ”bi/z,ofﬁ'-ilz.e'(&+ Q', w)]

1 ) - ) -
+ ";U(al)[”i'-i'/a.w'fi. ;‘/210(&+ q”w) "”i'u"/z.a'7{-6'/2.«@*“1,,“’)1 .

(21)

The last two terms in Eq. (19) contain the many-body aspects of the interaction, and they lead to a screen-

ing of the external field and the two-body interaction,

The term F%,; 4 (q,q ;) arises from the interac-

tion between the first particle and all the surrounding particles in the presence of the second particle, and
similarly F'{.,.;;,(E' ,q;w) arises from the interaction of the second particle with the surrounding ones in

the presence of the first particle.

These terms contain three-particle correlation functions, and in anal-

ogy with Eq. (9) we make a decomposition into cumulants, writing

- -bn
f'ia.i’o 'k"c"(qr »a
(1)

’ t) +fﬁa(&v t)ff'o' H S q, a"; )

1)

+fi' '(" t)fkv,k”o“ (as‘“ t) +fk" "(.”; t)fio.f’c‘ (;q yt) +f ((.ly t)fk ‘e’ (a.': t)fi('l')o"(a”, t)
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With this definition, the term representing the many-body forces on the first particle takes the form
F%mwiia%w)=%Lﬁﬁ@&naﬁiat'aq‘fgkdnmmﬁwJ-EW]Ma+aﬂﬂ§+aﬁw)
+ “U(a) Z fi"a" e (= a’)[fi(:)i'/z.o(a*‘ a' HEES 7k-q'/a.a(q + q ;)
gregrt
@Mz /2.0- n,..,,z.,lk;;,f‘z.,u,v @,§;0)

L) T Teimateiwe @008 50) - Tieaee i @31, 35001,
(23)

Here, the first term contains the Hartree mean
field, and it can simply be added to Eq. (20), lead-
ing to a screening of the external field, The fol-
lowing two terms in the above equation contain cor-
relation functions describing the charge distribu-
tion around the second particle, and they repre-
sent the screening of the Coulomb potential from
this particle. The terms considered so far would
give the true force acting on the first particle if it
had been an infinitesimal test charge which does
not itself disturb the system. However, it is in
reality surrounded by a correlation hole which
modifies both the Hartree mean field and the
screened field from the second particle, These
modifications are described by the irreducible
three-particle correlations appearing in the last
term of Eq. (23).

In Eq. (19) the particles with momenta K and k'
enter in a completely symmetric way. However,
when féq),p ,(q a’,q’;w) is inserted into Eq. (13)
we see that k labels the particle we are studying
whereas k' labels one of the surrounding particles
which make up the correlation hole. Hence, the
terms in Eq. (19) which represent the forces on the
second particle are associated with the dynamics
of the correlation hole, whereas the forces on the
first particle determine its motion inside the cor-
relation hole. One may argue that a proper theory
should include in the local-field correction G(q,w)
only terms associated with the dynamics of the

.|

(@, ) =x°(q, w)&**(q, w)

r

correlation hole, whereas terms associated with
the motion of the particle itself should appear in a
modified free-particle response function. As was
pointed out by Goodman and Sj6lander, who studied
the magnetic response, it is essential to take into
account the motion of the particle relative to- its
correlation hole in order to get proper results for
high frequencies.? Equation (19) may provide a
basis for further clarification of these aspects.

V. LIMIT OF LARGE ¢ OR w

If the external disturbance varies rapidly in timre
the response of the system is determined by the
motion of the particles for short times, This is
essentially a free-particle behavior since it takes
a certain time before the motion of a particle is
changed by the forces from other particles, Simi-
larly, the response to a disturbance which varies
rapidly in space is also determined by the free-
particle behavior, because a particle travels a cer-
tain distance before it is affected by the presence
of other particles. This means that for large
values of g or w the terms on the left-hand side of
Eq. (13) dominate over the term containing the

Coulomb interaction on the right-hand side. Thus
we get
7(1) 1 7 k=q/2:0 = nl*q/z:o‘bnt(q’w) (24)

TV - (7 /mk - q

and after summation over k and ¢ this leads to

1 1
- Tf:L:* (ﬁw - (B2 2m) - (B2 /m)k »

where we have made a trivial change of the summa-

tion variable, In the denominators we can here
neglect the term (%2/m)k -q, and hence we obtain

(26)

x(q,w) x(,w)— nit? q (Fw)? = (h—z Z Jom) *

- *1 . pext
-(i h—(“"*'(’I—Z/Z‘P‘I'l)(llz—(}l—z/rn)l'z‘.,a)nkuQ (,(D) )

(25)

r
This formula is valid for frequencies and wave vec-
tors such that

%202
lh’w:t d
2m

> eF 3

(27)

, for points in the (g, w) plane well outside the



region of particle-hole excitations.

In order to get the leading correction to Eq. (26)
we have to take into account the last term in Eq.
(13) which leads to the local-field correction given
in Eq. (18). The two-particle correlation function,
appearing there, is governed by Eq. (19), where we

1

1

10 DIELECTRIC FUNCTION OF THE

UNIFORM ELECTRON GAS... 3057
should now replace q by q—q'. Using the same
argument as before we conclude that the terms
proportional to w and ¢, and associated with the
free-particle behavior, dominate over all the terms
arising from the Coulomb interaction, Neglecting
the latter we get

Finivo @-q,0;0)= 37— TR

§) - 7/ mk' - @
X [Finpe @-0',3;0)+ Fres@,d-d;0)].

(28)

Inserting this into Eq. (18) and using the explicit expression for Fiug.-(d-a’,q ;) given in Eq. (20), we

obtain after some simple transformations

)ZZ{[

v@x°(@, @)G(@, @)n(@, @) = - =5

o, i Loy = K2 -, _q]-l[( B, RPa
—[%+2mq—m@—2q)-q+m@—k)-q h'w+—rz -—k-

R, P -
-(ﬁw+-2—7—n-q—

Pe-Teosin. e Le-e.q]

- <Y @ -
*q+5—q -q> ]}fza;w(—i')‘b"‘(q,w)

{[h?w-—q ——(k+l") q] '

72 ;zz —— 72 o= B2 o e,
—[%4-—2; Z—Z -%Q)'Q]} {[m-'z"“ ——(' 2Q)°q+;(k-k')'Q]

n2 - -1 -
‘[m——zmq - <" 17)- q+—<k K- ]}f&?;,,x—o?)@"'(q,w). (29)

For consistency we should only keep the leading
contribution of the above expression in the limit of
large w or large q. This leads to considerable
simplifications, and as shown in the Appendix we
obtain for frequencies and wave vectors satisfying
the condition (27)

- .32 e ,
G(., w)= a(q,w)%; —(q_é_g—)— ‘l;((% ) [SG )

15(4- @+d)) 0@+q) g
-Ng( qa ) 1)@ [S(‘i)—'l],

(30)

where
1 [ + (72 /2m)q?F [ - (5% /2m)q*F
a(g,0)+; <[hfw #2/2m)q?E * [ﬁw+(ﬁ7/2m)qu>

(31)
This result is valid for an arbitrary potential
v((i), provided only that the sums over a' are con-
vergent in the absolute sense. Several approxima-
tive theories lead to expressions for the local-field
correction containing integrals over the static
structure factor similar to those in the above equa-

r

tion, 1> However, in general this comes about
because one has explicitly introduced the static
pair distribution function through an approximative
factorization of the nonequilibrium two-particle
distribution function, No such approximation has
been made in the present treatment, We note that
the second term in Eq. (30) is independent of the
frequency, and it can be traced back to the term
Fiy:5.(q,q';w) in Eq. (19). As was discussed pre-
viously, it is associated with the dynamics of the
correlation hole, and it represents a proper local-
field correction. The first term in Eq. (30) arises
from the term F; ;i »(q,q";®) in Eq. (19) and it
has to do with the motion of a particle inside its
correlation hole, We note that this term has a
drastic frequency dependence with a strong peak
around the free-particle energy (7%/2m)q?2.

Specializing Eq. (30) to the case when g is finite
but w tends to infinity we get

)

lirri G(q,w)

A {(EE)

v(ﬁ+§')}
(@)
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x[s@)-1], (32)

and it can easily be verified that the same expres-
sion is obtained by using the third-moment sum

rule. In particular, for a Coulomb potential we
have
lim G(q, @)
w=® i -
Gy GGy
N& | ¢%q q*(@+q")
x[s@)-1], (33)

which is the form used for numerical calculations
by Pathak and Vashishta.!® In the opposite limit,
when w is finite but g tends to infinity, we get

lim G(q,w)
1 @' v@") oy
‘NZ.:—?—T@ @) -1]+1-g(0) (39

where we have used Eq. (12) to bring in the value
of the pair distribution function at »=0. The above
equation can be compared with the relation

lim G(q,w)=1-g(0), (35)

derived by Shaw!® within the framework of an ap-
proximative theory by Singwi et al.'° Equation
(35) has sometimes been referred to as an exact
condition on the local-field correction, but Eq. (34)
shows that this is true only if we exclude from the
local field the term associated with the motion of
a particle inside its correlation hole,

Including this term and specializing to a Coulomb
potential we obtain from Eq. (34)

lim G(q,w)=%[1-2£00)]. (36)

In particular, in the Hartree-Fock approximation
we have g(0) = and hence

(37)

in agreement with the result derived by Geldart and
Taylor.*?° In general, the value of g(0) must lie
between 0 and 3 which means that

1<lim G(q,w)<3%. (38)
q“

lim G¥¥(q,w)=1%,
q‘&

It is perhaps worth noting that Eq. (36) is identical
with what we obtain by specializing the high-fre-
quency result in Eq. (33) to large wave vectors.
The mathematical reason for this coincidence is
that the function a(q,w), given in Eq. (31), tends
to unity both for large wave vectors and large fre-
quencies.,

Using Eq. (17) we can write the response func-
tion x(q, w) as

(39)

o/~
~ - X (qx w)
x(q, @) 1- (@1 - G6(q, w) x%q, ») *
For large values of g the term proportional to »(q)
in the denominator is small, and hence we can write
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x(@, @) =x°@, @) {1+ 2@[1 - G, ») ]x°(q,w)} . (40)

This expression can be used to study the behavior
of the static structure factor for large q vectors.
Using the fluctuation-dissipation theorem,

S@:—%L‘Imx(a,w)dw s (41)

together with the asymptotic expressions for
x°(q, w) and G(q, ), given in Eqs. (26) and (30),
we obtain for a Coulomb potential

S@~-1=- 8;—2’—2‘%(0) ) (42)

On the other hand, it follows from the general prop-
erties of Fourier transforms that

lim ¢*[S(q) - 1]= - 8mg’(0) , (43)
q'@
where g'(0) is the radial derivative of g(-r.) at »=0.
Comparing Eqs. (42) and (43) we conclude that

g'(0) met 1

g0)  #Z " a’ (44)

where a is the Bohr radius. This exact relation
between the slope of the pair distribution function
and its value at =0 has previously been derived
by Kimball using a completely different method. 2
His argument was that when two electrons are very
close to each other their mutual interaction domi-
nates over the interactions with the surrounding
particles and hence one needs only solve the two-
body problem, In the present treatment we have
used no such arguments, but we claim that our ex-
pression for G(ﬁ, w) is exact for large g or w and
hence that the two-body aspects of the problem are
automatically included.

V1. CONCLUDING REMARKS

The idea of a local-field correction has proved
to be very fruitful, and numerical calculations have
led to significant improvements over the random-
phase approximation, However, there is still a
considerable lack of understanding of various basic
physical aspects. First of all, the very concept of
an effective field described by some function G(q, w)
is questionable because electrons with different
momenta have different surroundings, and hence
the force acting on an electron depends on its mo-
mentum. Secondly, granting that the concept is
physically meaningful, there is still the question
of how an electron responds to the effective field.
In particular, one needs a better understanding of
the motion of an electron relative to the surround-
ing correlation hole, This aspect of the problem
is essential for the frequency dependence of the
response function, as was made obvious by Goodman
and Sjdlander in the magnetic case. 24 Most theories
have been based on the assumption that G(q, ) is
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independent of frequency, but there is no good
justification for this assumption. For instance,
Eq. (30) shows that for large a vectors there is a
very drastic frequency dependence around the free-
particle energy. For smaller a vectors the fre-
quency dependence is presumably less drastic so
that G(-ci,w) varies smoothly over the region of
particle-hole excitations, but it may still be essen-
tial,

In order to clarify the problems discussed above
it is essential to have as a starting point a rigorous
formulation where different physical aspects enter
in a clear-cut way. It is our hope that Eq. (19)
which governs the response of the two-particle cor-
relations to an external field can be used for this
purpose, Although it is a very complicated equa-
tion, the physical meaning of the various terms is
quite clear, In order to obtain explicit results it is
certainly necessary to make drastic approxima-
tions, but hopefully one should at least be able to

]

and similar expansions can be made of all the other
terms, For finite values of # and ¢’, the above
expansion is obviously rapidly convergent when
g—© or w—~, However, £ and q' are integration
variables which can be arbitrarily large, and the
question arises whether one can interchange the
order between the limiting procedure and the in-
tegration, There is clearly no difficulty if all the
terms in the expansion lead to convergent integrals,
but because the terms contain successively higher
powers of the integration variables it may well
happen that divergencies appear at some step in
the expansion, To clarify this point, let us first
consider the simple one-dimensional integral

I(z) = L Ll awax, (A2)

Z—x+1€

which has a structure somewhat similar to the in-
tegrals in Eq. (27). Expanding in inverse powers
of z we obtain

-1 h—a -ah—z - h—z -3 2 .
d Jro-220t] L& avfw-4a) et oeen,
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gain a better understanding of the limitations and
the merits of different approximative theories.
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APPENDIX: MATHEMATICAL DETAIL

We shall here discuss in some detail the steps
leading from Eq. (29) to Eq. (30). We start by ex-
panding all the terms on the right-hand side of Eq.
(29) in inverse powers of [7w + (7%/2m)q?]. For
instance, we have

- (A1)

r

I(z):—l-f flx)dx+ in‘ af (x)dx+e+o . (A3)
z2Jo z2"Jo
It is an easy mathematical exercise to prove that
the first term in this expansion is the dominant
term for large values of z, provided that the in-
tegral [;” f(x) dx is nonzero and convergent in the
absolute sense, If the integral [;° xf (x) dx, appear-
ing in the next-order term, happens to be divergent
it means only that the leading correction has a non-
analytic behavior, Returning now to Eq. (29) we
observe that the terms on the right-hand side can
be reduced to a sum of integrals of the form given
in Eq. (A2), except that the integral over x is re-
placed by three-dimensional integrals over Kk, E',
and q’. This is not expected to be an essential dif-
ference, and we conclude that we can freely use
expansions of the type indicated in Eq. (A1) as
long as the integrals appearing in the final answer
are convergent in the absolute sense.

Collecting all terms of lowest non-vanishing or-
der in [hw + (R2/2m)q?]"! on the right side of Eq.
(29) we obtain
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Zﬂmr‘%22}mw<

)8 G, 0)
ko &'¢
-3(’55) (G~

Y- (o g ]

1 - - - -
X322 v@)3-3'2 EZ K- 3f Dpo (- 3182 @G, 0)
q £s £l

- (e for-Ge) T

(A4)

SRR PR BIDIPIN LR

In the derivation we have made use of the obvious
symmetry relation:

(2)

fénz?i'o' (- q-.’) =f ioi-ior (al) ’ (A5)

which makes that certain terms vanish identically.

Furthermore, the second term in Eq. (A4) vanishes
because

sz qf:.,.k' (-q)=0. (A6)
ka

|

o fd - - 72 - - +
tﬁ(d—t@(q',t)ﬁ"(q', 0))) = ;Z Z k. ql<ai-i'/z.a a%+3Y200 ai’«e /210 AE0 = p1a’) s

t20 ko ko’

where the expectatlon value on the right-hand side
differs from fé,),k, (‘ ) only through the ordering
of the operators [cf. Eqs. (9) and (10)], Using the
commutation rules we get

”;Zﬂ'awuﬂ

Eo’

3R

Ko B0

l

This can be proved as follows., We first observe
that the symmetry requirement makes that only
the longitudinal part can be nonzero:

%,: ;}_“,Eaaféi?p,«— i)
£
- -y
%Z ;E-E'féi);?o'(—ﬁ') )
ko ‘e’

Secondly, from the conservation of particle number
it follows that

(A7)

(A8)

Nh'

Ly iﬁ(%(n(ﬁ',t)P*@',D))) (A9)

t=0
which is zero because of the first-moment sum
rule, 18

It is now straightforward to obtain Eq. (30) from
Eq. (29) using the asymptotic form for x%(q,w)
and x(g, ), given in Eq. (26), and the expression
for the static structure factor, given in Eq. (11).
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