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Numerical calculations of the Helmholtz free energy F to O(A%) and O(A*) from all the diagrams
have been carried out in the high-temperature limit without making the leading-term approximation for
a monatomic face-centered cubic crystal with nearest-neighbor central-force interactions. The numbers
obtained for some diagrams and the total F(A*) can differ by as much as 47 and 33%, respectively
from those obtained in the leading term approximation, indicating that this approximation is not very
good as far as absolute magnitudes are concerned. However, the ratio F(A*)/F(A\? is nearly the same
as in the leading-term approximation, indicating that the convergence of the perturbation expansion is
satisfactory up to one third of the melting temperature. Finally, the improved-self-consistent (ISC)
scheme of selecting the most important diagrams is probably as good as doing perturbation theory to

order A*.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recently Shukla and Cowley! have derived ex-
pressions for the Helmholtz free energy (F) of an
anharmonic crystal to O(A*) by means of the dia-
grammatic method, where X is the Van Hove or-
dering parameter equal in magnitude to a typical
atomic displacement divided by the nearest-neigh-
bor distance. They also performed numerical cal-
culations for all the diagrams for a crystal in which
every atom is on a site of inversion symmetry for
a nearest-neighbor central-force model of a face-
centered-cubic (fcc) lattice in the high-temperature
limit and in the leading-term approximation. The
leading-term approximation involves retaining the
highest-order radial derivative in the evaluation of
the Cartesian tensor derivatives of the two-body
potential.

For a Lennard-Jones 12-6 potential different
contributions to F of O(A\*) were presented by Shukla
and Cowley from the viewpoint of diagrams included
in the first-order self-consistent (SC1), improved
self-consistent (ISC), and the second-order self-
consistent (SC2) phonon theories of lattice dynam-
ics. Diagrams of O(X?) and O(\!) are presented in
Figs. 1 and 2, respectively. Diagrams 2(a) and
2(b) are included in the SC1, 2(c) and 2(d) as well
as 2(a) and 2(b) in the ISC, and all of the above plus
2(e) and 2(f) in the SC2. Diagrams 2(g) and 2(h) are
not included in any of the different theories. Thus,
to O(\*), they concluded that none of the diagrams
made a negligibly small contribution and that of the
various approximate schemes for selecting the
most important diagrams, only ISC gave a subtotal
which was close to the total F(A*). The convergence
of the perturbation expansion appeared poor for
temperatures greater than one-third of the melting
temperature.

The contributions of O()t‘) were recently calcu-
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lated by Aggarwal and Pathak® using both the lead-
ing-term and Ludwig approximations. Previous
unpublished results® suggest that these approxima-
tions when applied to free-energy calculations do
not produce good results. Leech and Reissland*
and Feldman and Horton® have assessed the im-
portance of not making the leading-term approxima-
tion and concluded that for terms of 0(7\2) the er-
rors were about 30% for the quartic and 4% for the
cubic term, respectively.

In order to assess the convergence of the per-
turbation expansion and the accuracies of the sub-
total for F obtained according to the above-men-
tioned schemes of selecting diagrams we have com-
puted in the present paper the different contributions
to F of O(2%) and O(\*) without making the leading-
term approximation for the same model of fcc crys-
tal as used by Shukla and Cowley.!

We can draw the following conclusions from our
calculations. The numbers obtained for some dia-
grams [e.g., F(2(b))] and the total F(A!) can vary
by as much as 47% and 38%, respectively, from
those obtained in the leading-term approximation,
indicating that this approximation is not very good
as far as absolute magnitudes are concerned. How-
ever, the ratio F(A\*)/F(2%) is nearly the same as
in the leading-term approximation indicating that
the convergence of the perturbation expansion is
satisfactory up to one-third of the melting tempera-
ture. Finally, the ISC scheme of selecting the
most important diagrams is probably as good as
doing perturbation theory to order \*.

The relevant theory is summarized in Sec. II.
The computation in the high-temperature limit,
without making the leading-term approximation, is
presented in Sec. III; Sec. IV contains the discus-
sion and comparison with the similar numerical
results obtained in the leading term approximation
by Shukla and Cowley.! Finally Sec. V contains the
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10 HELMHOLTZ FREE ENERGY OF AN ANHARMONIC .-... II

summary and conclusions.
II. THEORY

In the high-temperature limit, different terms of
F to O(2%) and O(A*) have been derived previously,*
and the corresponding diagrams are presented in
Figs. 1 and 2, respectively. Using the notation
F(1(a)), F(1(b)), etc., which means the free energy
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corresponding to the diagram (1(a)), (1(b)), etc.,
the expressions can be obtained from Table I of
Shukla and Cowley.! All these expressions involve
the anharmonic coefficient

V(Eljp EZ].Z’ ey Emjm)

defined by

h-n 172
an(ﬁljl)w(ﬁz jz), s ey, w(l.zmjm) )
X Q(El.jb Eajz, c0 ey, Emjm)’ (1)

> . . 1 > . - . - oF 2riEp R
Q(kljv seey Em]m) = Mm7§ Z Z eal(kl-’l)' t eam(km]m)d)al-..am(n)(l -€ 2”g1 rg) .o ‘(1 —-e 21ikm 30) , (2)
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where w(K,;j,) and &(&;, j;) are the eigenvalues and
eigenvectors for the mode K;j, (i=1, 2,..., m),
Bays *++sam(n) is the mth-order tensor derivative
of a two-body potential ®(¥), with a4, «.., @, each
running over the Cartesian indices x, y, z; F;;
=3an,, n, ny), where n,, n,, ny are integers whose
sum is even for a face-centered cubic lattice and
a, is the lattice parameter. B=1/kzT, where kg is
the Boltzmann constant and T is the temperature.
M and N denote the atomic mass and number of unit
cells in the crystal, respectively. A(K,+--++K,,)
is equal to unity if the sum of arguments is zero or
a vector of reciprocal lattice, and zero otherwise.

Complete expressions (i.e., without making the
leading -term approximation) for ®(k, j,, K j,, K3 j5)
and ®(K, j,, K j, Kyj3, K44,) can be obtained from
Maradudin et al., ® using Eqs. (2.12), (2.13), and
(2.7) in their paper. After some lengthy algebra,
but in a similar manner, one can derive complete
expressions for ®(K, j;, K, Ky7s, Kyjs, K5i5) and
®(K, jy, Ko, Kyds, Kyds, Ksjs, Keje) needed in the cal-
culation of F(2(a)) and F(2(c)).

III. NUMERICAL CALCULATIONS

The anharmonic free-energy contributions in the
high-temperature limit were evaluated without
making the leading term approximation for a face-
centered cubic monatomic crystal with nearest-
neighbor central-force interaction and ¢'(7,) =0,
where 7, is the nearest-neighbor distance.

In this case the elements of the harmonic dynam-
ical matrix are given by

D, (K)=[2¢"(vo)/M]
X[2 - cosmayk,(cosmayk, +cosmayk,)]l,  (3)
D, (K)=[2¢"(r,)/M]sinma,k, sinma,k, . (4)

The other elements of the matrix can be obtained
from the above by a change of labels. The eigen-

value equation is given by
2D 4R ey F) = P Ee (&) @, B=% 9, 2. (5)
B

For convenience we introduce the dimensionless
frequencies M(Kj) defined by

W(&j) =[M/2¢" (r)]?(&5) . (8)

The eigenvectors &(Kj) satisfy the following rela-
tions:

Ye Eie &i)=5,,, (7
\
(a)
A2
)‘I
) @
A3

FIG. 1. Diagrams of order A%,
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FIG. 2. Diagrams of order A%,

2ea®)eyi) =805,  7=1,2,3 (8)
[}
and they transform under the point-group trans-
formation according to the wave vector K.

In all our calculations, we have eliminated the
explicit knowledge of the eigenvalues w(kj) and
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eigenvectors é(Kj) by using the following simple
version of the Born’s theorem’

;e_(l%ff—” =[D7H(R) ], @

where D"Y(K) is the inverse of the harmonic dynam-
ical matrix D(K).

In order to evaluate the different free-energy
contributions, we found it convenient to evaluate
first the sums of the form

L o cos@- ), 1o

where the summation over q = 7a K is over the whole
Brillouin zone. This sum can be reduced from the
whole zone to that of the #th portion in the follow-
ing manner. Each of the 48 symmetry operations
of a cube was applied to the vector § of the sum-
mand. Use was then made of the fact that &(J7)
transforms like q itself. Thus, 48 new summands
(many identical) were produced, each of which when
summed over q and j yielded the original sum.

This is because the components ¢, g, g, occur as
for the original summand. If we add all these new
summands together we obtain a term which is in-
variant under the 48 symmetry operations of a
cube, meaning thereby that we need only sum this
invariant total summand over g of the Brillouin
zone. The sums for the whole zone are obtained

by multiplying with a weighting factor for each
vector q to account for the number of d’s equivalent
to it by symmetry, special care being taken in as-
signing weighting factors for vectors on the zone
boundaries. The result is 48 times the original
sum. For example, we get the following:

1
Z ex(Qi)(;(;;]) COS(E-H), (11)
1/48
Sex = 2 %' W(a)[(D-l)xxcn(cwcu +CiyCyg) + (D-l)wcyz(cncxt*' CiyCoax) + (D-l)ncc(cxycy‘ + nycxz)] ’ (12)
Zig%%‘m cos(q- 1), (13)
1/48
Sey= - 2: F W@l (D‘l),,c,,(s,,sw + 8¢y Sye) +(D° l)wcn(syxszy +SgxSyy) + (D-l)ncn(sx:su + Swstx)] . (14)

Here, c,5=C08q,ng, S,z=sing,nmg, and a, B=x, y, 2z
The summations J}/*® are over a & portion of the
entire Brillouin zone and W(Q) is the weighting fac-
tor for the vector 4. The factors

(DNszy (D7V)yy, (DY)gpy (D7), (D), (D7),

[

are elements of the inverse of the dimensionless
dynamical matrix and arise here by the use of
Born’s theorem. Other sums, S,,, S,,, etc. can
be derived from the above by proper interchanges
of the components n,, n,, n, of the vector n. Anoth-

er type of sum which arises in the calculation of



F(2(b)) and F(2(d)) is

eo(d7)es(diyedrp)endls) oo
= _m_l_Lz_g._Lrg_‘_Q___ .n),
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where each of o, 8, v, 0 takes the values of x, y, z.
As before we generate a summand which is invari-
ant under the point group of a cube and then employ
Born’s theorem to eliminate the sums over j, and
J, getting, for example,

(16)

Sxx::x = ﬁa Js- W(a ) {[(D-l)lezcn(cyycn + chy:) + [(D- l)yy ]zcyx(cucxz + cxycu) + [(D-l)ulzctx(cxycyt + C”C,‘)}, (1 7)

S.

o= 2 AR e ),

2 o MA@

(18)

Sy = 12: F W@ ™) (D™)y5C el CxCoyy + CysCy) + (D™)ex (D) o€ (€ exCry + CxxCay)

s:arxy = Z e"‘—g'lt—z'gt—”—"Z(a] )e,(ij )e ga]a) cos(a- H),

PR CF ALY CT

+ (D7), (D) eCa(CyxCay + CaxCoyy) (19)

(20)

Sexxy == 12“‘3' W(a){(D-l)xxsxx[(D-‘):yswcu + (D.l)xtstycyl ]+ (D-‘)wsyx[(D-l)ynsucn + (D”')”S”C"]

e@ie,dipedd) . o=
xxyg = : ; * s
S ;:L;z X(q i dz) cos(q-n)

+ (D-l)xrs‘:[(D-l)x:sxycy‘ + (D-l)ytsyyczl]} ’ (21)

(22)

1/48
Sxxy:= - t i’ W(& )[(D"),,(D'l),,c,,(s”s" + stysyt) + (D'l)n(D-l)”C“(S“S“ + S”S“)
q

e-(d7))e,@4;)e.(d72)e,(d ) - -
vy = X 2 x 2 2 R R
Seyes 3;’,2 UEEAE) cos(d-n)

+ (D'l)”(D'l)“c”(S”Sx‘ + S,,S,')] ’ (23)

(24)

Sxyxy = $ %' W(a ) { [(D-l):y Fcn(cxxcw + C,,C,,) + [(D-l)x:]zcyt(cucxy + Cxxcny)

sxyxt = ‘Z ex(&.j},)eg(aj),)ex(ajz)el(ajz) COS(& . E )

ins P CEANCEA)

+[(r l)u]zcxr[cyxcty + Ctxc)w] } ’ (25)

(28)

Sxyxl == g %‘W(E )[ 028 1):9(D- 1)“6“( SyySee + slys:u) + (Dq)::(D-l)ytc :x(sxysn + S”s“)

Using these six sums we can, by suitably inter-
changing n,, n,, and n, generate all 21 of the possi-
ble distinct sums of this type.

For computational purposes a simple cubic lattice
of points in K space was used with K=p/La, and
boundaries of the & portion of the B. Z. defined by
szxzpyzptz 0; px +py +pr< 10 5L’ Where px; Py)
p. and L are integers. For L =17, this yields a
mesh of 1372 points in the entire zone, including
the origin (0, 0, 0). The previously discussed types
of sums S,g, S,y Were computed for L =7 in the

+ (D-l)yr(D-l)xycyx(sxysxt + S,,S")] . (27)

[

reduced zone for a large number of vectors i.®

The origin was omitted from the sum over K and the
sums were normalized by dividing them by a factor
of 1371. Any remaining inaccuracy cancels out in
the final results which all involve differences of the
saB or sa B76*

In F(1(a)) and F(2(b)) if we substitute in full for
the Q(El Jipeees Kk ,4,) function and factor out sums
over different k;j;,, we get, respectively, a single
and double summation over the nearest neighbors.
In each case the summand is some function of the
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sums S,z and Syg,s. For F(1(a)) we find

2 2
F(1(a)) = aﬁ%]ﬂ [D(70)31.4 + _%({gl Si5

A3 5,0, (28)

where

B =(6"(0 - 3 8'(1)

0

ctrg=(6"1 - 20"+ 50 0)

"o

00 =(670) - L6771 + o)

15 ,

Reo)
and the numerical values for the coefficients S, ,,
S;5, and S, ¢ are S;,=12.00000, S;;=67.05850, S,c
=64.73280.

We note that if in sums like S, ; and S, 4,, we put
Mdj)=1 and use Eq. (8) and Zzcos(q+n)=Na(R),
where A(n)=1 for n=(0, 0, 0) and zero otherwise,
we find

2 e, (@1)es(d5) cos(@-7) = 0,,NAR),
QJj

2 eo@ies@ire,@i)esdds) cosd-h)
Qi1 dz -
= 6‘15670NA(H) .

Hence, if we put A(q7)=1, which is equivalent to
putting (D"!),4=0,, in our computer program for
calculating, say, S,,, Sz, etc. and compute the
result we can check this number against the analyt-
ical result which we can now easily obtain. Thus,
we have a way of testing the accuracy of the terms
being computed, such as S;,, S;5, and S;¢, as well
as our summation procedure. All of the terms
computed above and those which follow have been
tested in this way. The analytically evaluated and
the computed test sums were identical to at least
seven significant figures.

¥ 2E(r,
Fia(a)- 76N§:”(T"')o)]s (F('Vo) Saa + li(: ) S3p

A 59000 5 )
0 0

where
E(7,) =(¢'(r) -2 4+ 260
B o) o)

r=7g

F(ry)= (qm(r) - '];;5‘11)'(1') +—]lgz§ () - % """ (7)

+%4§¢ "(r)- %§¢ '(r)) ,

r=ro

and C(r,), D(7,) have been defined earlier.

The sums S;,, etc. are given by S, =12, S;p
=136.5878, Sy =395.3739 and Syp = 273.9112.

The expressions for F(1(b)), F(2(c)), and F(2(e))
each contain a A function of the type A(k, +- - - +K,).
We can express the A function by

A(E)=117,Z gragiEd

the summation being over the N direct lattice vec-
tors ian of the “macrocrystal.” For each of the
above, we thus have a double summation over near-
est-neighbor vectors from the two & functions as
well as a summation over the N lattice vectors.
The summands are again functions of the S,,.

The expressions are of the form

DIDID DA A AW

LR

where 1, i, range over the 12 nearest neighbors of
the fcc crystal and f(f, 1, B,) can be expressed in
terms of the S,, for fixed f, 0,, and f,. The actual
calculation was carried out as follows.® For a fixed
vector n the sums over i, and ii, were carried out.
Then, noting that for each of the above three cases
the result of summing over i, and 1, was an ex-
pression having cubic symmetry in the components
of N; the result was multiplied by the multiplicity
of the lattice vectors n. The range of n vectors
was out to the first seven shells (i.e., up to the
vector n=(2, 2, 2)).

The expressions for F(2(b)) and F(2(d)) involve
sums of the type S,;,; as well as S,4. In the case of
F(2(b)) involving no A function there is only a dou-
ble summation over nearest neighbors. In F(2(d))
there is only one A function and three & functions,
so that we get a sum of the form

ZZZZg(I‘-ﬁ,ﬁl,ﬁz, Es) )

m lll nz ns

where 0, N,, and fiy extend over nearest neighbors
and m over general lattice vectors. Again the sym-
metry of the integrand required only one m from
each shell. The remaining three contributions
F(2(f)), F(2(g)), and F(2(h)) were computed by the
scanning method. Let us define the following co-
efficients:

_ ZB(rg) _2D(ry) _4C(ry)
RBC - ToC(ro) ’ DE ~— VOE('VO) ’ CE ~— 'VOEE('VO)’

__Bl(r) _ Clry)
Rap‘m; cn‘m-

In the following, B(r,), C(r,), etc. will be written
B, C, etc. The result for F(1(b)) is

22
FUO) - - GO S+ 6(Ra) 2o
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+(Rge )2320] ’

(30)

where S,, =172. 4021, S,;=92.13481, and S,;
=742.5510. For F(2(c)) we get

F(2(c)) =

N(kg T)’CE

T (192)(32)[¢ (1))

X [Sgs + (Rpg)Sug + (Rep)Sic + (Rpc)Sap

+(Rpc)(Rpp)Ssp + (Rpc)(Reg)Sur)

where
Sys =172, 4021 ,
S4p=1102.918 ,

Sic =1053. 887,

(31)

Sy = 276. 4044 ,
Sy = 2067. 663 ,

Sy =2914. 453 .

Since 2(b) and 2(e), 2(f) and 2(h), and 2(g) and 2(d)
involve the same types of derivatives we present
them as follows. For F(2(e)) and F(2(b)) we have

3n2
F, =—%[CG1 +(Rep)Cqz+(Rpp)Cas

+ (ch)acou +(Rgp)(Rcp)Cqs + (Rao)zcae] ’

Cyp=1024,
Cyp1 = 48. 00000 ,
Cypp=1072.936 ,
Cpps=2069.772 ,
Cyp4= 6097.504 ,
Cops=19941.024 ,
Cpps=26116.016 ,

(32)
Cpz=49152 ,

Cyzq = 399. 6699 ,
Cpz,=5188.1788 ,

Cpzg=4798.0428 ,
Cyp4=25798.176 ,
Cpps=61152. 432 ,
Cpre="3462.848 .

For F(2(d)) and F(2(g)) we have

_ N(kpT)®
Fa =10 ]

5 Dcz[ Ca

1+(Rpc)Cqp + (Rac)acas

+(Rep)Cas+ (Rpc)(Rep)Cys+ (Rpc)*(Rep)Coas
+(Rgp)Con+ (Rpc)(Rpp)Cy g+ (Rpe )a(RBD)CaQ] .

C,p=16384,

C2p, =689,
Cypy=1167.954,
C,p3=3115.2132,
C,ps =3882. 267,
Cyps = 6434. 624,
Cype=17580. 4979 ,
C,p7=3816.3639 ,
Cypg=6221.5498 ,
Cype=14149.1407,

(33)
Cpc=2048 ,

Cyey=38.811986 ,
Cyez =125. 25767 ,
Cyes=106. 36076 ,
Cpea=126.11582 ,
Cyos = 468. 04264 ,
Cyee=501.12368 ,
Cycq = 58. 468606
Cyes= 254. 98396 ,
Cyoo= 363. 06476 .
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F(2(d)) was computed for only the three shells of m
vectors (0,0,0), (1,1,0), and (2,0,0). The total
C,py for these shells was about 708, while the com-
plete calculation gives about 689.! Hence, the num-
bers above are the result of scaling our numbers by
the factor $32. 108 wave vectors were used in the
calculation of F(2(g)) and the sum was normalized
by dividing it by the factor (107)(106)(1086).

For F(2(f)) and F(2(h)) we have

N(kzT)3C*
F,=- E;L[#();‘J_)F [Car +(Rpc)Cap + (Rpc)*Cos

+(Rpc)’Cas+ (Rpc)*Cos) ,
C,p = 4096 , C,y = 6144,
Cypy=38.933938 , C,y,=15.734122,
Copp=251.48430 , C,y,=104.76075,
Cops=756.97021 , C,yq=283.10868 ,
Cpps=1135.8170 , C,py,=394.57177,
Cyps =1780. 02955 , C,y5=256. 81971 ,

(34)

Cypys * * +y Cops Were computed using 256 wave vec-
tors in the whole zone and the resulting sums were
normalized by the factor (255)(254)(254) while C,y,,
«++, Cays Were computed for 108 wave vectors and
the normalization factor was (107)(106)(105).

IV. DISCUSSION

In order to compare the magnitudes of the various
anharmonic contributions to the free energy we
must have numbers for the coefficients B(r,), C(v,),
etc. Hence, we must choose some form of two-
body potential ¢(»). Let us assume here the 12-6
potential:

o(r)=¢ [(7'0/7)12 - 2("’0/ 7)6] s

where we suppose that the minimum of &(») occurs
at the nearest-neighbor separation »,. For the
leading-term approximation (LTA) we retain only
the terms containing the highest-ordered radial de-
rivatives of ¢(¥) in each of B(v), C(v), etc. Eval-
uating these coefficients in terms of € and 7;, and
substituting into the free-energy expressions we
find that the contributions of 0(3?), F(1(a)) and
F(1(b)), are expressible in units of N(kzT)%/€, while
those of O(\*) are expressible in units of N(kyT)%/€.
The full and LTA numbers are presented in columns
2 and 3 of Table I. In columns 4 and 5 are given
the numbers arising from various classification
schemes. SC1, ISC, SC2, F(A%), and F()?) refer to
the sums of the first two, first four, first six, first
eight and last two numbers in each column, respec-
tively.

An examination of Table I reveals that the LTA
is not very good as far as absolute magnitudes are
concerned. The deviations of the values from the

(35)
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TABLE I. Anharmonic contributions to the free energy.
Contribution Partial total

Diagram Full Leading Full Leading
F(2(a) 0.2049 0, 3452
F@2)) -0,6627 —1.2446 F(SC1)=-0.4578 F(SC1)=-0.8994
F@2(c) -0.6012 —-0,7320
F@2(d) (0.9146) (1.3268) F(ISC)=-0. 1444 F(ISC)=-0. 3046
F@2(e) —-0.2234 —0.2159
F@2(f) —0.3533 —0.3566 F(SC2)=-0.7211 F(SC2)=-0.8771
F@2(@) 0.5814 0.5981
F2()) —0,0912 —0.0961 F(A\Y)=-0.2309 F(\%=-0.3751
F(1(a)) 0.6910 0.9661
F@1() - 0. 3424 —0.3437 F()=0.3486 F(\%)=0,6224

LTA range from 0. 4% for F(1(b)) to 47% for F(2(b)).
The largest contribution of O(A*) in absolute magni-
tude comes from F(2(d)). With the exception of
F(2(e)), for which there is a slight increase, the
trend in Table I is a decrease in absolute magnitude
in going from the LTA to the full-term numbers.
The reductions of F(\*) and F(3?) are 38% and 44%,
respectively. Of the various approximate schemes
only F(ISC) is close to F(1*) in both full and LTA
cases.

In order to assess the convergence of the pertur-
bation expansion we examine the ratio of F(A‘) to
F(X?). We find that

F(Y)/F(0%)==0.662(k;T/¢€) (full),
F(\*)/F(3\%)==0.603(k;T/€) (LTA).

For the inert-gas crystals the potential-well depth
€ is approximately twice the melting temperature
(T,). Hence, substituting €=2k;7,, and T~ 7T, /3 in
Eq. (36) we find that F(\*) is approximately 3 of
F()?) and of opposite sign in both cases indicating a
satisfactory convergence if one uses the criterion
of consecutive terms in an expansion being an order
of magnitude (say, a factor of 10) smaller. 1t is
interesting to note that F(\*) is negative, indicating
that if lowest order perturbation theory [i.e., O(2?)]
is inadequate (e.g., the calculated C, is lower than

(36a)
(36b)

the experimental C, in the high temperature range)
the addition of all the terms of O(\*) or only those

included in the ISC scheme should help to improve

the agreement.

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

We have calculated all of the contributions to the
Helmholtz free energy of O(A*) and O(3?) without
using the leading term approximation for a nearest-
neighbor central-force model of a monatomic fcc
crystal. For the Lennard-Jones potential, the ratio
F(\*/F(2?) indicates a satisfactory convergence of
the perturbation expansion up to approximately % of
the melting temperature. The leading-term ap-
proximation was found to be adequate only for esti-
mating the ratio F(\*)/F(X3). This approximation
produced poor numbers for the total free energy as
well as for some of the individual diagrams. Of the
various classification schemes only ISC produced
numbers close to F(\*).

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

It is a pleasure to thank Dr. E. R. Cowley for
stimulating discussions, the National Research
Council of Canada for financial support, and the
Brock University Computing Centre for their ex-
cellent cooperation and service.

*Work supported by the National Research Council of
Canada.

TPresent address: Physics Dept, Erindale College, Uni-
versity of Toronto, Toronto, Ontario.

IR. C. Shukla and E. R. Cowley, Bull. Am. Phys. Soc.
15, 811 (1970); Phys. Rev. B 3, 4055 (1971).

’K. G. Aggarwal and K. N. Pathak, Phys. Rev. B 7,
4449 (1973).

1. wilk, M. Sc. thesis (Brock University, 1971) (un-
published).

4J. W. Leech and J. A. Reissland, J. Phys. C 3, 975
(1970); 3, 987 (1970).

J. L. Feldman and G. K. Horton, Proc. Phys. Soc.
Lond. 92, 227 (1967).

fA. A. Maradudin, P. A, Flinn, and R. A. Coldwell-
Horsfall, Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 15, 360 (1961).

™. Born, Rep. Prog. Phys. 9, 294 (1942—1943).

8The use of Born’s theorem was extremely fast and time
saving in the computation of the sums S,z and S, gyg.



