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As a first step towards understanding many-body effects on the properties of conduction electrons in a
metal, an often used model is that of an electron gas against a uniform, neutralizing positive
background. Most treatments of even this model problem make simplifying assumptions about the
correlations between electrons in order to get solvable equations. In particular, the correlations between
antiparallel spins are often neglected since they make the many-body equations nonlinear and, therefore,
difficult to handle. On the other hand, these correlations may be expected to influence strongly many
properties of the system, particularly those that depend on high momentum transfers. This paper
attempts to remedy this shortcoming in the application of many-body theory to an electron gas by
seeking a variational treatment of the full nonlinear equations and derives expressions for the dielectric
function and the paramagnetic spin susceptibility which express a wide range of electrical and magnetic
properties of the system. Our results show, on comparison with previous treatments neglecting
antiparallel spin correlation, that inclusion of these correlations has the expected effect of enhancing the
spin susceptibility and lowering the compressibility of the system. Further, our technique of working
consistently with the complete defining equations may find applicability in a wider class of problems; a

specific example is the charged-boson system.

I. INTRODUCTION

An electron gas with a uniform neutralizing posi-
tive background has been the subject of intense in-
vestigation for the past 40 years or so. There are
basically two reasons for this; (i) it provides a use-
ful insight into the properties of simple metals and
(ii) it is a mathematical model on which many ap-
proximation schemes such as Hartree-Fock (HF),
random-phase-approximation (RPA), etc., may
all be carried out analytically in great detail. Fur-
ther, a good knowledge of the uniform system is
of great value in the development of the density-
functional formalism of the inhomogeneous electron
system. For a review of these aspects, one may
refer to the book by Pines and Noziéres.' It has
become increasingly clear, however, that these
approximations fail to include some significant
characteristics of the system which strongly influ-
ence the mechanical and magnetic properties of the
electron gas. The RPA is suitable mainly for low-
momentum transfers or, correspondingly, at high
densities (higher than those that obtain in metals),
where the interaction between electrons is relative-
ly less important than the kinetic energy. The HF
approximation and “generalized RPA”! include only
one type of exchange correlation between the elec-
trons, called the Pauli correlation, which applies
to the case of electrons with parallel spins. A
particularly significant drawback of all these ap-
proximation schemes is that they treat inadequately
the correlations between antiparallel spins. These
are very important for large-momentum transfers,
corresponding to small interelectron separations,
since electrons with antiparallel spins can come
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close together; electrons with parallel spins are,
on the other hand, kept apart by the Pauli principle.
The antiparallel spin correlation would, therefore,
be expected to influence crucially the Coulomb re-
pulsion between electrons at small separations.
The neglect of this correlation shows itself in one
form through a serious inadequacy of these approx-
imations which has long been recognized, namely,
that the pair-distribution function which should be
manifestly positive definite, does instead become
negative for small interparticle separations over
the range of metallic densities. Another feature
pointing to the same inadequacy is that the HF ap-
proximation and the generalized RPA make identi-
cal predictions about the mechanical and magnetic
stability of the system whereas one might expect
these to be different, since the sum of the parallel
and antiparallel density correlations contribute to
the former (depending as it does on the over-all
density of the system) whereas the difference of
these densities is relevant to the spin and magnetic
properties of the system.

In recent years, Singwi and his co-workers? have
addressed themselves to these problems through
an Ansatz about the structure of the two-particle
distribution function in terms of the one-particle
functions and have then sought a self-consistent
solution for the pair-distribution function. Though
this procedure has partially remedied the situation,
it has remained an ad hoc procedure with as yet no
many-body theoretic derivation or justification of
the Ansatz. Neither has there been any alternative
scheme within many-body theory to remedy the de-
fects. The purpose of this paper is to provide such
a scheme.
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In the many-body scheme, the effects of interac-
tion on the various properties of the electron gas
are discussed in terms of the Green’s function for
the electron propagator and appropriate vertex
functions describing the basic interaction between
electrons. The properties of interest are given as
integrals over these vertex and Green’s functions.
The RPA and HF approximations result from a
scheme which leads to linear integral equations for
the vertex functions which are solved to various
levels of approximation. Rajagopal and his co-
workers®® have looked at a more general, so-called
“ladder-bubble” scheme which retains consistently
all contributions that explicitly involve the potential
to the zeroth and first orders, and they have set up
more general nonlinear equations for the vertex
functions. A linearized version of these equations
leads back to the RPA and HF treatments. The
antiparallel spin correlations first appear essen-
tially in such a nonlinear way and, it might, there-
fore, be expected that the ladder-bubble equations
will, in fact, carry the crucial elements we are
looking for. So far, however, these equations have
proved too difficult to handle and all treatments
have restricted themselves to linearized versions
of them. Even the linearized equations, in their
full complexity, can only be handled numerically
or by variational procedures that have been devel-
oped for this purpose.®"*¢ There have been suc-
cessful applications of such variational procedures
both in this problem of the electron gas and in the
closely related one for the linearized Boltzmann
equation for a Fermi liquid.* However, the vari-
ational methods, even in their most general formu-
lation® till very recently, have been restricted to
linear equations and have proceeded by guessing a
functional and then establishing that it is indeed a
variational estimate of the desired quantity. Very
recently, ® a new, unified, and simple method of
constructing variational principles (VP’s) has been
given which applies to linear and nonlinear equa-
tions alike. This procedure opens up the way to
handling the full nonlinear equations of the ladder-
bubble scheme and we show that, indeed, a proper
treatment of the ladder-bubble equations gives us
results in the right direction regarding the proper-
ties of the electron gas discussed above.

The arrangement of this paper is as follows. In
brief in Sec. II, we present the general method®
for constructing VP’s in the context of linear inte-
gral equations and show that it leads in a direct
fashion, with no ingenuity or guessing, to the ex-
pressions that have previously been derived in this
context. The aim of this purely pedagogical sec-
tion is to introduce the general method to those un-
familiar with it in a situation uncluttered by the
many terms and indices specific to the nonlinear
problem that we are ultimately interested in. Also,
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this material helps motivate certain choices of
trial functions that we make later in Sec. III. The
main body of the paper starts in Sec. III which de-
velops for the nonlinear-case VP’s for the dielec-
tric function and the paramagnetic spin suscepti-
bility, two functions of special physical interest

in that they contain information about the electrical
and magnetic properties of the system. In Sec. IV,
the variational expressions are examined for dif-
ferent starting choices (trial functions) for the ver-
tex functions like, for instance, the solutions of
the RPA. These choices lead to expressions for
properties like the compressibility and spin sus-
ceptibility of the system, expressions which are

of the form derived in the HF and generalized RPA
schemes. However, whereas these earlier
schemes indicated the appearance of singularities
in the compressibility and paramagnetic suscepti-
bility (hinting at a phase transition) at a certain
value (same for both properties) of the charge den~
sity, the singularities now appear shifted and in
opposite directions. This might be taken as an ef-
fect of the antiparallel spin correlations whose
contribution to these properties would be expected
to have opposite signs. Another satisfying feature
of the variational solutions we present is that work-
ing consistently with the Green’s function and the
vertex functions in the same order of approxima-
tion (the ladder-bubble approximation) leads natu-
rally to the occurrence of “renormalization” terms
which make all the integrals finite—these renor-
malizations have previously been derived, 3 with
some ingenuity, in the HF approximation.

The procedure we follow of working with the lad-
der-bubble equations with no commitment to the
specific structure of the vertex and Green’s func-
tions till the very end (in our choice of trial approx-
imations to them) makes it equally applicable to
both statistics. Thus, though the accent through-
out the paper and particularly in the evaluation of
integrals at the end is on the many-electron sys-
tem, the main results are equally applicable to a
system of bosons where similar nonlinear equa-
tions describe the behavior of a charged-boson gas.

II. VARIATIONAL PRINCIPLES FOR INNER PRODUCTS

7

If we seek a VP for an inner product

x=(9,9), 2.1)
where ¢ obeys an equation
Y=¢+09, 2.2)

with 0 some linear operator and ¢ a known function,
we can follow the procedure of Ref. 6 by writing

Xo=Xe = (Lyy Py = 0 =0%y), X4 = (0, Pp), (2.3)

where i, is a trial solution of Eq. (2.2) and L, is a
trial approximation to a “Lagrange function” L
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which incorporates the defining equation (2.2) as a
constraint. The function L is defined through the
process of making ¥, in Eq. (2.3) a variational
estimate, that is, by setting terms linear in &y
=y, -~y and 6L=L, - L equal to zero. This leads to

L=¢+Lo. 2.4)
If 0 is symmetric, it follows that
L= w‘ (2. 5)

Though not necessary, a natural trial choice for
L, is then y, and we have the VP from Eq. (2.3):

Xv::((p’ Zpt)"'(wt’ ¢)"' (wt’ ¢t)+(¢n0¢t)- (2.6)

Such variational functionals have been set up in dif-
ferent ways by Rajagopal and co-workers®*3e for
calculating various response functions of the elec-
tron gas in a linearized model, by Wilkins and his
co-workers® for various transport coefficients, and
in a general context in Ref. 5.

Thus, the paramagnetic spin susceptibility of an
interacting electron system is given by (in units of
&% /am?c?)

4
Xz2(q) = 2z‘J' G+ ‘I)I‘é/?)g)c(k)d .3

where G(k) is a one-particle Green’s function (as-
sumed known), % and ¢ are four vectors, and

T'.(k, q) is a vertex function satisfying, in the linear
approximation,

2.7

V(& KGR+ QT (%', )Gk
(211')4 ’

N (2.8)

Vik - K’ ) is the symmetric momentum-dependent

interaction potential. The problem is of the gen-

eral form presented above and the VP given in Ref.

3 follows:

(Xer@), = [Xer@): - [ @m0 L, (8, 0)

x (th(k, q) +1- ZJV(k - k,)G(k, + q)

rg(k,q)=—1+is

XTpy(#', q)G(k')d‘*k’(Zvr)") , 2.9)

with L, a trial approximation to a function given
essentially as in Eq. (2.5), that is,
L(k, q) = = 2iG(k+ q)T ,(k, )G (k).

Likewise, the linearized Boltzmann equation of
a Fermi liquid at low temperature is of the form*

XB=fO)Q® - a f wdt'F(t— e, 2.11)

where ¢ is an energy variable and Q(¢#) is related to
the deviation from equilibrium of the distribution
function. For the thermal conductivity «,

(2.10)

k= J’ @t X, @.12)
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the external force term X(¢) is #/coshst, f(t) =+
and the kernel F(f), arising from the collision in-
tegral, is 3#/sinh3f. « is a ratio of two angular
averages of the collision probability. Equations
(2.11) and (2. 12) are again of the general form,
Egs. (2.1) and (2.2), and the variational expres-
sion that follows from Eq. (2.6) is the one consid-
ered earlier by Wilkins and his co-workers.* It
may be mentioned that exact solutions of these
transport problems were also found independently
by Brooker and Sykes® and by Jensen e al.® and
the variational bounds are in excellent agreement
with these exact results.

III. NONLINEAR VERTEX EQUATION
A. Definitions and background

The full equations for the vertex functions of a
many-electron system are in the form of an infinite
hierarchical set of equations. When one retains
all contributions from terms that explicitly involve
the potential up to the first power, one gets the
closed set of equations of the ladder-bubble scheme®
which are coupled non-linear equations for the
Green’s function G(k), and the spin-susceptibility
and density vertex functions, T',(k, q) and I'(%, q),
respectively. The equations are

Tk, @) =- 1 -2V | £,
- iJV(E— KE @, T (k, k' =k)ak’, (3.1)

Tk, q)=-1- iSV(E— E’)fz(k’, QT (B, B - k) dr’,
. 3.2)
k? > >
I CRT i [V -BC®T (6, ¥ - B ak';
(3.3)

for compactness, we have introduced the following
notation which we follow throughout this paper:

8(k, )= G+ o(k, q)G(k), dk=d'k(@m)™.

For the charged system of interest to us V(a)
=47%/q%, the Coulomb potential. Note the absence
of the “bubble” term in the equation for the spin
vertex function, Eq. (3.2).

As is well known, physical quantities of interest
such as those that characterize the response of the
system to external fields are intimately related to
the correlations in the system described by the
above vertex functions. Thus, the density-density
response function x(¢g), is defined by

x(@) =2 [, q)a, (3.4)

whereas the spin susceptibility is given in similar
fashion by Eq. (2.7). The dielectric function e(g),
another important characteristic of the system, is



11 ANTIPARALLEL SPIN CORRELATIONS IN A...

defined by

e(g)=[1+V(g)x(a)]™. (3.5)

The familiar approaches to obtaining x, X,, and
€ have consisted, first of all, in linearizing (and,
simultaneously, decoupling) Eqs. (3.1)-(3.3) by
replacing I'(k, 2’ — ) in these equations by -1, the
first term in the right-hand side of Eq. (3.1), and
then proceeding as if G were a known function
everywhere it occurs in Egs. (3.1) and (3.2). We
considered in Sec. II such a procedure for ob-
taining x,,. In the simple RPA, one goes further
by dropping all together the final terms in the three
equations which depend on V(k-k’). A complete
solution can then be obtained in the form

Trealk, @) ==[1+2V ()1 ()],
where I(q) is defined by

1q) =i [ Golk + )Go(k) b, Goll)= (ko = K2/2m)™. (3.7)

(3.6)

Note that T'zp,(%, ¢) is a function of ¢ alone. As a
consequence, we have

Xrpa(q) =21(q)T'rpalq), (3.8)
€rpal@)=1+2V(q)I(q) == 1/Tgpalq). (3.9)

On the other hand, retention of the linearized
terms in Eqs. (3.1)-(3.3) is the content of the HF
and generalized RPA models. There are two ver-
sions of this, one employing -1 in place of
T'(k, k' - k) in these equations and the second which
uses instead the RPA value for this function. Be-
cause of Eq. (3.9), the second version can be in-
terpreted as differing from the first in that it em-
ploys a screened potential, V(k-%')/e(k-%'), in
place of the unscreened potential. In either ver-
sion, note that the Green’s function is more com-
plicated than the Gy(k) used in the RPA though it
may still be regarded as a known function where
it appears in Egs. (3.1) and (3.2). (We note that
the terms RPA and HF have been used in different
ways in the literature. Our usage, as indicated by
this paragraph, is to have them represent a natural
sequence of linearization procedures of the many-
body equations. This usage differs from the one
in Ref. 1. In particular, our RPA is a much sim-
pler approximation than the RPA of Ref. 1 which
corresponds to the next level of sophistication
which we call the HF approximation.)

Before seeking VP’s for X, X, and € without
making these simplifying approximations of earlier
]
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treatments, we note that the vertex function T' is
often cast in an alternative form A given by

Ak, q)=T(k, q)e(q)-
The corresponding vertex equation is

Ak, @) =-1-i (L=

x A(k', )A(k, k' = k) dF',

(3.10)

(3.11)
with, correspondingly,
G(k) = G5' (k)
—; V(e - k)
e(R' - R)
The dielectric function is given by an equation of
the form

G(R')A(R, k' =) dF'. (3.12)

e@)=1-20V@ R, v’ (5.13)
This is the usual alternative formulation® of the
dielectric response of a system expressed not with
respect to the externally applied potential but with
respect to a screened effective potential felt by the
particles. Thus, Egs. (3.11) and (3.12), which
are similar to (3.1) and (3.3) except that they in-
volve the screened potential, may be interpreted
as representing all contributions that arise from
terms up to the first order in the screened poten-
tial. We choose in what follows to work with the
functions I but it is evident that all the steps can
be immediately carried over to a description in
terms of A.

B. Variational principle

The methods of Ref. 6 allow us to construct VP’s
for x [once a VP for y is known, a VP for ¢ follows
immediately from Eq. (3.5)] and x,, even though
the defining equations of the system are nonlinear
and, in fact, with no more difficulty than in the
linear case considered in Sec. II. Though the ex-
pressions look longer and more cumbersome now,
they are just as simple and natural as those in Egs.
(2.3)-(2.6). The basic philosophy is that we begin
by writing a functional in terms of trial functions,
r,, T,;, and G,, that will coincide with the quantity
of interest when the trial functions are replaced
by their exact values and which incorporates the
defining equations of the system, Egs. (3.1)-(3.3),
as constraints with the help of Lagrange functions.
We therefore, write

Xo(q) = Zifft(k, Q) dk - dek dq' Ly (k, q,q") (Ft(k, q')+1+2i V(q')ff't(k', q')ar’

+i f V(=T (%', ¢")Ty (e, &' = ) dk’) - f dkLy,(k, q) [Gt(k) (Ga‘(k) +iJ'V(k' - B)G, ()T (k, k' =) dk’) - 1],

(8.14)
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where we have used Egs. (3.1), (3.3), and (3.4), and
[Xzz(q)]v= zijf‘zt(k’ q) dk - fdk LSt(k; q) (th(k9 q)+1 +iJ‘V(k - k,)fzt(kl’ q)rt(k’ k' -k dkl) - J dkdq,L4t(k’ q, q')
X (rt(k’ q')+1+2 V(q')jf't(k', q')ar' +iIV(k - k')f't(k', q")Ti(k, &' — k) dk')

- J dk Lg, (%, q) [Gt(k) (G;,‘(k) +1 f V(R - B)G, ()T (R, K =) dk’) - 1] s (3.15)
where we have used Eqs. (2.7) and (3.1)~(3.3). We note that the density-density response function is de-
fined through I' and G alone, whereas the spin susceptibility requires knowledge of all the three functions
T',, I', and G. This is easily understood because the spin properties of the system will depend also on the
total density (parallel and antiparallel spins) of the system and hence the corresponding vertex function T’
will feature in their description, whereas I', plays no role in quantities such as x and €. Thus all three
defining equations (3.1)—-(3. 3) have to be incorporated as constraints in writing Eq. (3.15), whereas Eq.
(3.2) need not be considered in writing down Eq. (3.14).

The defining equations for the five Lagrange functions follow in a straightforward manner [almost by in-
spection of Egs. (3.14) and (3. 15)] on setting equal to zero all terms linear in 6I'=T,-T, 6T,=T,,-T,,
and 6G=G, - G in Egs. (3.14) and (3.15). Some fairly routine steps of interchanging variables of integra-
tion and simple algebra leads to

Li(k,q,q")=2iG(k+q")G(r) 6(g ~q") +A(k,q,q ; Ly, L,), (3.16)
Ly(k,q)=2i[T'(k - q,q) +T(k,q)] + Bk, q; L, L), (3.17)
Ly(k, q) =2iG(k +q)G (k) - ifv(k' k)G +q)G(R) Ly(%',q) T(&' k= k") dE, (3.18)
L4(k’ q, ql) == iLa(k, q) V(q,)fx(k +q,, q) +A(k; q, q,; L41 LS) ’ (3. 19)
Ly(k,q) =2i[T,(k - q,9) + T,(k, )] + B(k, q; Ls, L,)

- ifdk'La(k', DIVE b+ T,(k=—q,)T (R b=k —q)+ V(' =B T (k) TR, k-F")].  (3.20)

We have defined the functions

Alk,q,q'; Li,L,)==2iV(g") G(k+q") G(k)fL;(k', q,q9")dr’ - ifV(k' -B)GE+q)GELi(k ,q,q"\OE  k-F)ar’

- ifv(q') f(k+q', k' 1) Lilk,q, &' =R)d(k' =) —iL,(k, q) G(k) Gk +q ) V(g"),

B(k,q; Li, L) = -fL;(k', QQVE-E)T®  k-F)dr - 2iﬂdk'dq'v(q') Lk, q,q"T(k-q',q")+T(k,q")]

- iffdk’dq'L,(k', 0,¢) [V -k+qT(k-q,¢)TE'  k=F =q")+ V(& =k) Tk, ¢\ T (', k= 1")].

These two sets of coupled equations, one of L,
and L, and the other of L;, L,, and Ls play, re-
spectively, roles in determining the electrical and
magnetic properties of the system. Though they
appear formidable and do not immediately admit
solutions as was the case in Sec. II, all that we
require as inputs into the variational expressions
are some trial solutions of them; fairly tractable
choices of such trial functions can be justified with-
out difficulty within the context of our analysis. A
natural starting point would be to take the solutions
which follow from the linear approximation as the
trial choices. Thus, as a “zeroth order” trial
approximation L{?’, to L, as given in Eq. (3.18),
we can pick the solution developed in Eq. (2.10):

L, q) = - 2iG,(k +q) T, (k, q) G, (k) . (3.21)
That this choice is reasonable is confirmed by re-
calling that our analysis is in the ladder-bubble
scheme so that one can consistently drop all terms
that explicitly involve the potential to higher than
the first power. The corrections to L{ are pre-
cisely of such a form as can be seen by substitut-
ing LY into the right-hand side of Eq. (3.18) to
get the next order of approximation, L§}’ say. The
additional terms that appear involve higher powers
of the potential and since the trial Lagrange func-
tions are ultimately to be used in the variational
expressions where they appear multiplied by terms
which are already of O(V) (even with the simplest
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possible choices I', =—1, T,,=—1), such zeroth-
order trial approximations are entirely adequate.
Exactly similar situations obtain for the other
Lagrange functions and, in each case, by inspec-
tion of the first terms on the right-hand side of
Egs. (3.16)-(3.20), we can write

LO(k,q,q") == 2iG,(k +q)

xTy(k,q) G, (k) 8(g -q"), (3.22)
Lk, q)==2i[T,(k~q,q) +Tk, )] T, (k,q), (3.23)
LO(k,q,q") = =il (k,q) Vig N T,k +q',9),
(3.24)
(0)(k q)_—Zl[ zt(k qu)+rzt(k1q)] zt(k’q)-
(3.25)

We note that of the five trial Lagrange functions,
one Ly, is of O(V), even in the zeroth-order ap-
proximation; hence, it contributes to the variation-
al results only in O(V?) and can be dropped entire-
ly from our analysis. Physically, what this indi-
cates is that even though magnetic properties of
the system depend on the overall density since the
T', equation involves I, we can proceed to consider
the T as a given function for this stage of the analy-
sis since variations in I" (handled by the Lagrange
constraint L,) introduce errors of higher order
than are of interest.

IV. VARIATIONAL RESULTS FOR THE DIELECTRIC
FUNCTION AND SUSCEPTIBILITY

In Sec. III, we have formally constructed the
variational principles for x and x,, by setting up
the well-defined problem that trial solutions of the
original ladder-bubble equations (3.1)-(3.3), and
of an adjoint set of equations (3.16)~(3.20), are
to be used in evaluating Eqs. (3.14) and (3.15) and
we have developed the appropriate trial Lagrange
functions in terms of trial estimates of the original
Green’s and vertex functions. We now proceed to
apply these results with simple choices for such
estimates as, for instance, the values of these
estimates given by standard approximations like
the RPA.

Consider first the simple RPA results in Eqgs.
(3.6)-(3.9). Substituting I', =T'p,(¢) and G, =G,
into Eq. (3.14) and using Eqs. (3.22) and (3.23) we
get

X%(@) =2Trpa()I(q) - 2T3pa @) 41 (@) + ()],  (4.1)
where we have defined
Ji(g) = —f dk dk’ Goll +q) Go(R) V(%' = k)
X Go(k' +q) Gy(®'), (4.2a)
7)==~ [ [drar’ G3®Gole - ) + Gk +0))
X Vy(k' = k) Gy(k"), (4. 2D)

3609

Vyk' =k)= V(&' —k)/eppak’ - F). (4.2c)

Contrasting Eq. (4.1) with ( 3.8), we observe the
“corrections” in the variational estimate for x as
compared with the RPA value; the corrections are
of first order in the screened potential. Corre-
spondingly, the dielectric function is improved
from its trial RPA value in Eq. (3.9) to the varia-
tional estimate given by Eqgs. (3.5) and (4.1):

(@) =[1+2VQ) IO F{1 +2v(9)l1lg) - T}, (4.3)
where we have defined
Jg) =J,(q) +J5(q) . 4.4

Likewise, for the magnetic properties, on using

T,,=T, rpa=—1, we have

[Xee (@], = = 2[1(g) +d(q)] . (4.5)

The above expressions are already interesting be-
cause they make contact, in certain interesting
limits such as static low momentum transfers
(9o=0, q~ 0) with previous results derived by a
variational formulation of the HF approximation

or by moment-conserving schemes'® even though
we have not as yet used the full power of the varia-
tional scheme by having open parameters in terms
of which a stationary value is sought. We have
merely frozen the trial choice to be the RPA value
and then we observe that whereas

lim ¢®€gp,a (q) = 87€%1(0), (4.8)
q-0

we obtain
lim ¢%¢,(q) = 8me?1%(0)[1(0) - J(0)] **, @.7
q~0

which agrees with results previously derived in

‘more complicated approximations.3 The above

expressions, which give the compressibility of the
system, can be put in a standard form by evaluat-
ing the integrals. I and J coincide with functions
defined in Ref. 3d, where they have also been
evaluated for a certain choice of the screened po-
tential. A slightly simpler version, employing the
unscreened potential in J instead of the screened
one, has been given in Ref. 3c; the integrals can be
cast in the form

d’k F k+aq) Fy(k-1q)

Ilg) = f(Zw)3 ; -k. &/m ’ (4.8a)
d’kd®r’ Fy( k+2q) Fy(k-19)

J1(g) ff 2P . 1. q/om

-b, —1-'0 _ -.,_L..
x V(T{'-—E) Fo(k +2Ql fo(k Q)
g -k -q/m

2

(4.8b)

d3rde’ F(k+zq) Fo(k-1q)
CI)— J 277)6 . E q/om
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Fol’ +10) - Fy(k' - %)
90 —E-ﬁ/m

-

x V(k' -k)

b

(4.8¢c)
where FO(E) is the usual Fermi function. These
integrals have been evaluated®® in the ¢ -0 limit.
In terms of the usual definitions: &k, the Fermi
momentum; #, the electron density,

6mne? 4
qip= et a3z-971, akgrag=1,

4.9)

they lead to the following familiar values for the
compressibility:

limq2€RpA(q)=q%F, (4010)
Q=0
lim ¢?¢,(q) =g 21 — ar,/m)™. (4.11)
q~0

The characteristic denominator in Eq. (4.11) is
responsible for the familiar mechanical instability
that develops in the many electron system in ap-
proximations beyond the RPA,

We emphasize the natural occurrence of the
combination J, +J, in the variational estimates, a
feature of great importance because, as is well
known, these integrals are separately divergent
and only their sum is finite. This “renormaliza-
tion” has previously been derived in the HF ap-
proximation by cleverly manipulating the energy
denominators in Gyg.3® We note that even with the
simplest trial choices of I'yp, and G,, the renor-
malization occurs naturally in the variational formu-
lation through the incorporation of the proper equa-
tion for G, Eq. (3.3), as can be verified by tracing
Jp back to Eq. (3.23).

The above results have made contact with pre-
viously well-known results derived in an entirely
different way. We can immediately proceed further
by allowing some flexibility in the choice of the
trial functions. The choice we make of taking
T, (k,q) and T, (%, q) to be similar to the RPA val-
ues in being functions of ¢ alone but allowing the
form of these functions to vary has been used be-
fore in the linear approximation.® We write

rt(k,q)=)‘(q)erA(q), (4.12&)
T, (k,q)= L@, rpa (@)=~ 1(g) , (4.12b)

where A(g) and p(g) are “scaling” factors which will
be determined by demanding stationarity of the
variational expressions. From Egs. (3.14), (3.22),
and (3.23), we now obtain in place of Eq. (4.1),

X(q) =4X(q) Trp o (q) I(g) + 2X%(9) T2 \(q)
{1 +2VQI(@)] - 9@},

and from Egs. (3.15), (3.21), (3.24) and (3.25),
we get

[Xee@)], = = 40(@) I @)+ 2p2(@)[Hg) - I (D], (4.14)

(4.13)
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where
I@)=8(q) + (q),

and the J; are similar to the integrals J; defined
earlier:

9,(g) = —ff dk dk’ Gy(k +q) Gy(k) Mk' ~ )

X Vy(k' = k) Gy(" +q) Gy(R), (4.15a)
8,(q) = - [farar’ GG - 1) v, ' =)
X [Goll = q) +Go(k +9)] Go(R") . (4.15b)

We vary Eq. (4.13) with respect to A to determine
the “best” value and this leads to the following in-
tegral equation:

I(g)+ K(Q)FRPA(Q){I(CI)[I +2V(Q)I(g)] - 9()}
- $22(q)Trpa (9)I(q) = 0. (4.186)

Solutions of this integral equation [J(g) involves X
under an integral] are then to be used in Egs. (4.13)
and (4.14). We will not attempt a full solution of
this integral equation here but “freezing” the de-
pendence'! of Jon A, we solve Eq. (4.16) as a
quadratic equation and get

J@Mg)=1-3(@)-{[1 -3 @) -2T@)}"'?, 4.17)
where we have defined

Jq) =I@I (@1 +2v(@) IQ@ ),

J@)= I @@ +2viQI]}.

Similarly, varying Eq. (4.14), we determine u(q)
to be

wlg) =I(g)1q) - 9. (4.19)
Substituting Eq. (4.17) in Eq. (4.13), we obtain
J@) I (@%@ =41%() (1 -3 (@ H[1 - (@ F - 2J()}

-{1-3@F-J@)}

(4.18)

x{[1 - 3@ - 2F7(@)}?). (4.20)
Likewise, Eq. (4.19) in Eq. (4.14) gives
[Xee @)1, = = 2I%()[1(q) = 9] (4.21)

These variational expressions for the density-den-
sity correlation function and the spin susceptibility
are more accurate than the ones derived earlier.
They also contain as a special case results pre-
viously derived® in the linear HF approximation,
which can be recovered by the following replace-
ments that are obvious from inspection; replace
Jby J and set J equal to zero in Eqs. (4.17), (4.20),
and (4.21). We get as a result

xur(@) =218 {I(q) - I(@[1 + 2V}, (4.22)
Xee,ux (@) = = 2I%() I (g) - J (], (4.23)

and, therefore,
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enrl) =1 +2V(g) I%()I(g) - (). (4.24)

These linear results agree precisely with Ref. 3.
The difference between the more general results
in Egs. (4.20) and (4.21) and these can be re-
garded as a contribution from the antiparallel spin
correlations which are contained in the former.
Note, as expected that the €,(g) that follows from
Eq. (4.20) in (3.5) differs substantially in its form
from [x,,(¢)],, whereas the results for X,, ur(q)
and €45(g) are very similar which is an expression
of their neglect of antiparallel spin correlations.
The same conclusions follow from examination of
the low-momentum limit of these properties of the
system. We have, after some algebra, from Egs.
(3.5), (4.17), and (4.20),

limg?e,(q) = Bre £ ()
G ) =T0) — (0) - S(0)1 -~ [8(0) /T ()}’
(4. 25)

whereas

lim g?e; 5(q) = 8me®12(0)/[1(0) - J(0)] . (4.26)
q~0

‘These expressions demonstrate compactly the con-
tribution of the antiparallel spin correlations to the
compressibility of the system. Sinced >J as we
will shortly argue, we note that the contribution
adds a positive term to the characteristic 1 - ars/vr
denominators given by earlier schemes, that is,
the antiparallel correlations seem to lower the
compressibility of the system. Also, the compress-
ibility does not become infinite at »;=n/a~5.5

but at a larger value, that is, lower density. The
influence of the correlations on the spin suscepti-
bility is, on the other hand, in the opposite direc-
tion with the denominator in Eq. (4.21) being small-
er than in the corresponding result, Eq. (4.23), of
linear approximations. These conclusions are in
keeping with the simple physical picture that inclusion
of correlations betweenantiparallel spinswill tend to
push them apart, thus lowering the Coulomb repul-
sion and, as a result, the total energy—the system
becomes more bound, more stable, that is, less
compressible. On the other hand, the paramag-
netism is likely to be enhanced when antiparallel
spins are kept further apart.

We have tried to express our results so that they
appear very similar to the results of well-known
linear approximations; this should facilitate quan-
titative comparisons between them since the inte-
grals have either already been evaluated or are in-
timately linked to known expressions. We make a
few further comments on this matter. The ex-
pression for Mg) given in Eq. (4.17) can be sim-
plified on recalling that J(g)/I(g) is known in the
q~0 and §~ limits (both with ¢,=0). Thus J(g)
is seen to vanish as ¢ % when 4~ 0 and vanish as
1/4* when G—~w,%~% It may be expected, there-
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fore, that J(¢) is small everywhere and, therefore,
1-3(@)>J(g). This allows us to conclude from
Eq. (4.17) that

MD=[1-§@I'~1+d(@)~1+d(@).  (4.27)
Therefore, J(g) which is, approximately, !

MEgp)J (), is greater than J(g). We further note
that since J(q)/I(g) is proportional to ar,/7 in both
the extreme limits, =3¢ A\ (k,) has the structure:

1 +car,/m, where ¢ is some positive constant,
Thus, Eq. (4.25) becomes

limg®¢,(q) =q 251 = avy/m +2c(ar, /7], (4.28)

e+ 0
Similarly, from Eq. (4.21), we have
[Xee (0], = = (mkg /121 = avy/m = clar /7], (4.29)

The value of the constant ¢ remains to be deter-
mined but we note that it follows from the values
of the well-known integrals J and I at &r. Ex-
pressions similar to Eqs. (4.28) and (4.29) have
been derived® on the basis of the interpolation
schemes between high and low densities and it is
satisfying that the above analysis of the ladder-bub-
ble scheme leads to formally similar results. Table
I summarizes previous results in the literature in
terms of our terminology on the structure of the
singularities in electrical and magnetic properties.
The second entry in the table is the result of
the variational solution of the linearized vertex
equation with the Thomas-Fermi screened poten-
tial, 4ne®/(¢% +¢%p), in agreement with those quoted
in Ref. 1 when the antiparallel spin correlations
are completely neglected. Only the third entry
(Ref. 1, pp. 307-309) in this table brings out the
different effects of antiparallel spin correlations
on the compressibility and static spin susceptibility.12
A comparison of these with Eqs. (4.28) and (4.29)
show that our results are at variance with these.
In Egs. (4.28) and (4.29) the value of ¢ will depend
on the form of the potential used and its evaluation
with screened potentials could be very cumber-
some; because of the nature of the integral equa-
tion for X in Eq. (4.16), it could also very well in-
volve terms in In(ar,/m). What we have argued is
that except for such weak dependences c is es-
sentially a constant, that it is positive, and that
the nature of the results in Eqs. (4.28) and (4.29)
with contributions of opposite signs to electrical
and magnetic properties is physically reasonable.
The last entry in the table gives the standard form
for the compressibility and spin susceptibility in
terms of parameters familiar from the Landau
theory of Fermi liquids [Ref. 1, particularly Eqgs.
(5.27) and (5.28)]. These parameters, F§ and F}
with /=0 and 1, are related to the symmetric and
antisymmetric combinations, respectively, of the
strengths, f;' and f}*, of the interaction between
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TABLE I. Singularity structure of the compressibility, lim,., q%(g), and spin susceptibility, x,(0), in
different approximation schemes. « and 7;, which are defined in Eq. (4.9), and F; are standard quantities

from the theory of Fermi liquids.

Spin
Approximation Compressibility susceptibility
(1) Linearized vertex equation with 1 Y 1 /
unscreened Coulomb interaction —ars/m Qv

(2) Linearized vertex with screened
Coulomb (Thomas-Fermi screening)

(3) Perturbation- theory—second-order
scattering contributions to anti- 1
parallel correlations (Sawada-Brueckner)

(4) Fermi-liquid theory

1-2% (1 42081, QYT )
m™

m

1-2%e (1 40Ty, _ary/m )

1+ary/T ™ 1+ary/r

_Q?_'i(l +aT’rs-(1-1n2)lnrs> 1—%<1+é% 1m's)

™ T

A+FHA+3F Q+FYA+3FY

parallel and antiparallel spins (Sec. 1.2 of Ref. 1).
The HF and RPA schemes correspond to taking
zero for the Fermi liquid parameter for antiparal-
lel spins so that F§=F§ and, as a consequence,
these schemes give an identical structure for elec-
trical and magnetic properties (as borne out by the
first entry in the table). On the other hand, our
results take into account the antiparallel spin con-
tributions and thus give different values for F{§ and
F§. Infact, comparing the last row of the table
with the denominators in Eqs. (4.21) and (4. 25) or,
‘alternatively, Eqs. (4.29) and (4.28), we have

Q+FHA+5F' =1 20 _40) [1 ‘(‘3@)2]

~100) " 1(0) J(0)
z1_ﬂs+2c<"‘—7=)2, (4.30)
m m

2
(L+F8) (L +3F =1 - %u 1 _%-c(";—ﬁ) .

(4.31)
[As discussed before, replacement of J by J in
these equations leads back to the HF and RPA re-
sults. Note that J(0)/I(0) = ar,/n.] The above
equations make contact between the integrals in
this paper and the standard F, parameters. Nu-
merical evaluation of ¢ can thus be used to obtain
the values of F§ and F§. We note that our remarks
about ¢ being positive are reinforced by these equa-
tions because it then follows that F§>F§ and this is
generally true as illustrated by sample results in
Table 1.1 of Ref. 1 (for *He at 0.28 atm, F§=10.8,

¢=~0.67). We also note that in the theory of

Fermi liquids, the F, parameters are expressed
as integrals over functions which obey complicated
integral equations similar to the vertex function
equations we have considered. Thus, our varia-
tional procedure could be applied directly to these
equations to obtain variational expressions for F;.
Comparison of such results with the results in this
paper would be of interest but we defer this to a

later date. The advantage of the vertex function
formulation is, of course, that our results are not
restricted to the zero-frequency long-wavelength
limit (though our discussion in the last few papers
has been mainly concerned with this limit simply
because of the availability of other results to com-
pare with) but are more generally valid.

We conclude with some remarks about the rele-
vance of these results to the properties of simple
metals. The inadequacy of the model of the elec-
tron gas with a uniform positive background as a
model of metallic behavior has been attributed to
shortcomings in its description of both many-body
effects and solid-state effects. This paper has ad-
dressed itself to the former and has shown that in
a consistent many-body theory, the effect of anti-
parallel spins that is usually neglected by conven-
tional approximations can be incorporated and that
it influences the properties of the electron gas in
the expected direction. Specific solid-state effects
like that of an effective mass for an electron due
to its interaction with the lattice and that the posi-
tive background is not uniform but localized at
lattice sites may also be expected to be important
for the description of any real metal; in fact, semi-
empirical interpolations have been used to argue
for corrections to the compressibility and spin sus-
ceptibility that are very similar to Eqgs. (4.28) and
(4.29) though, interestingly, with a negative coef-
ficient in place of the positive ¢ [see Eq. (5.176)
and Table 5.2 of Ref. 1]. There has also been a
suggestion recently® that the lack of translational
invariance for any real metal leads to important
changes in the properties of the system. Thus, a
complete theory of metals involves many compli-
cated contributions, some of which may act in op-
posite directions. What is hoped is that the ap-
proach of this paper, giving a systematic way to
handle all the many-body effects, will be a useful
guide in unravelling the various complicated con-
tributions into classes of distinct physical origin.
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