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Time-independent perturbation theory has been developed for a many-body system of electrons
and nuclei, where the unperturbed states are formed from the product of oscillator functions and

Slater determinants of plane waves.

The theory is applied to metallic hydrogen. The expansion is

simplified by isolating certain subseries which correspond to the energy levels of known simpler sys-
tems, and the remaining terms are computed through second order. The perturbed energy levels are
given in terms of two parameters: the Wigner-Seitz parameter r; and the ratio m /M of the electron
to the nuclear mass. Anharmonicity relative to harmonic terms depends upon (m /r;M)'/2. An ex-
pansion for the energy difference between two states is obtained by subtracting the leading terms of
a pair of perturbation expansions. A condition is proposed which indicates when the normal state is
the ground state of the system. The normal state has a particularly simple parameter expansion. A
numerical series for this state has been computed, and it is found that the lattice dynamics has a

large influence on the binding energy.

I. INTRODUCTION

The electron-phonon interaction in metals was studied
initially by Frohlich,' Bardeen and Pines,? and other au-
thors noted in these references.
cent work based on Green’s functions may be found else-
where.>* For the most part, studies have been concerned
with approximations for the complex behavior of a typical
metal. The only metal that, at present, offers the possibil-
ity of being treated precisely is metallic hydrogen, which
is the case considered here. To carry out this study a per-
turbation theory is developed for computing the station-
ary energy levels of a many-body system of electrons and
nuclei. For reasons discussed in Sec. III field-theoretic
methods are avoided in favor of a computation in many-
body configuration space. The object is not to develop ac-
curate approximate solutions for the energy, since these
already exist, but to look for a systematic expansion with
exact expressions for the leading terms. Assume that two
states of interest have such an expansion. Then the lead-
ing terms in the energy difference are also exact, and the
expansion should be useful for examining the slight ener-
gy difference between a normal and a superconducting
state. The calculation becomes practical because a large
part of the leading terms is the same for both states.

The perturbation theory is developed in the high-
density limit of metallic hydrogen, and the question arises
as to whether the result can be continued into the region
of principal interest near the equilibrium density. This
question is examined in Sec. VI, where the energy of a
normal state is computed for comparison with the results
of other methods. In Sec. II the electron-phonon interac-
tion is defined, and in Secs. III—-VII the perturbation ap-
proach is described and carried out. The electron-phonon
energy is discussed in more detail in Sec. VIII. In Sec. IX
the conditions under which the normal state is the ground
state of the system are investigated, and the results are
summarized in Sec. X.
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II. DEFINITION OF THE ELECTRON-PHONON
INTERACTION

In a complex metal it is not entirely obvious how a gen-
eral electron-phonon interaction should be defined, but for
metallic hydrogen the problem' is simpler. The electron-
nuclei interaction is

e-n____e222 I (1)

where — e is the electronic charge, r; gives the position of
the ith electron, and R; gives the position of the jth nu-
cleus. The difference between this interaction and that for
a given lattice is called the general electron-phonon in-
teraction (more properly, the electron-lattice-displacement
interaction):
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where Ry; is a fixed lattice point. The phonons to be con-
sidered here are bare phonons from oscillations in a uni-
form background charge, consistent with the use of free-
electron wave functions. Thus, dispersion curves of the
type that are normally measured do not apply, since the
measured curves apply for phonons which carry electronic
screening charge. In fact, the use of free electrons and
screened phonons as a basis for evaluating the energy
would lead to additional divergence problems.

III. OUTLINE OF THE MANY-BODY
PERTURBATION THEORY

A. Choice of perturbation theory

Although many-body theory in the form of Green’s
functions is commonly used to discuss the ground state of
a system, such theory is most useful for excited-state ap-
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proximations and thermal properties. The ground-state
computation is a more exacting problem. The approach
used here is that of ordinary Rayleigh-Schrodinger pertur-
bation theory in n-dimensional configuration space. One
important difference between these approaches is the fol-
lowing: the former attempts to give the ground state, it-
self, as determined by particle interactions, while the per-
turbation theory attempts only to follow the many-body
energy levels. Thus a discontinuous change in dynamical
ground-state symmetry with the strength of some pertur-
bation introduces no problems, for it simply corresponds
to the crossover of continuous energy levels whose sym-
metries are essentially unchanged. The energy levels fol-
lowed are the stationary states of the system, as opposed
to one-particle approximations that decay with time
which appear in Green’s-function theory.

The limitations of the present approach follow (1) from
the fact that, in principle, the ground state is obtained
only after a comparison of all relevant energy levels, and
(2) problems with degeneracy and convergence must be
dealt with.

B. Description of the approach

Expansions are made in terms of Slater determinants of
plane waves for the electrons and harmonic-oscillator
functions for the nuclei. Each many-body energy level
arises from a different unperturbed state. The level which
arises from the unperturbed function described by a Fermi
sphere of occupied vectors in wave-vector space will be re-
ferred to as the spherical normal state, or simply the nor-
mal state. In reality, this level is not quite the normal
ground state for a crystal lattice, since the unperturbed
ground-state wave function should be taken to have the
symmetry demanded of the perturbed function, and a Fer-
mi sphere applies only for an electron gas. However, in
metallic hydrogen where the Fermi surface does not touch
the first Brillouin-zone boundary, the difference between
the results obtained for a spherical Fermi surface and, for
example, results obtained for a slightly distorted Fermi
surface with cubic symmetry, is not expected to be of crit-
ical importance.”> The possibility remains for more
dramatic distortions to be of interest as a result of
electron-phonon interactions.

In principle, it might be expected that degenerate per-
turbation theory should be used for all states except that
described by the Fermi sphere, since all other unperturbed
states are degenerate. However, this will not be done, and
the following assumptions will be made: In large many-
body systems degeneracy can be ignored as long as the
nondegenerate theory does not lead to a spurious diver-
gence. It is also assumed that no special problems arise at
level crossings.®

The mechanics of evaluating the perturbatlon series
may be summarized as follows. The complete series is
broken up into appropriate subseries. Some of the sub-
series, such as that involving only electron-electron in-
teractions, must be taken to all orders, whereas others re-
quire only low orders. The subseries are taken to
represent simpler systems which have already been com-
puted. The complete result for a given crystal lattice and
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a given unperturbed state is an expansion in terms of two
parameters: the Wigner-Seitz parameter r; and the ratio
m /M of electronic to nuclear mass. However, these pa-
rameters are not the independent parameters. Since the
ratio of harmonic to anharmonic terms in the lattice vi-
bration is found to depend upon fractional powers of
m /r¢M, it is useful to treat r; and m /r,M as the indepen-
dent parameters.

IV. ENERGY CALCULATION

A. The Hamiltonian

Consider the Hamiltonian

H= Te+Tn+ 2 2 __22 |I'—R |
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where T° and T" are the kinetic-energy operators for the
electrons and nuclei. Terms for a fixed lattice and uni-
form background charge can be added and subtracted in
(3); and since, to good approximation, electrons in a metal
move through a periodic potential, it is convenient to in-
troduce this potential explicitly. Let F? denote the
periodic potential energy due to a fixed lattice of charges
neutralized by a uniform negative background:

yr=3
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where N is the number of electrons, or nuclei, and V is
the volume of the system. The Hamiltonian for N nonin-
teracting electrons moving in the periodic potential is

HP=T°+V? . (5)

Let H' denote the Hamiltonian of a lattice of N nuclei
vibrating in the uniform background charge:

-3 3 :
Jjoil

ROij

R

ij

1
[T—Ry; |

ler’ }, (6)

where terms for a fixed lattice have been subtracted. If (5)
and (6) are substituted into (3), one obtains

H =HP+H1_|_He-e+He-ph+Hback+ Vo, 7)
where
2
H =73 3 = ®)
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is the electron-electron interaction, and
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includes terms left over due to the introduction of the
background charge. ¥V, is a constant representing the
electrostatic energy of a fixed lattice in a uniform back-
ground given by

2
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Consider finally the harmonic approximation H* for
the lattice Hamiltonian H/, and let

H=H,+H'+V,, (11
where Hj is the unperturbed Hamiltonian,

Ho=T°+H", (12)
and

H' =Hee L HePh 4 ypy i fphl | prback (13)

is the perturbation.

B. Perturbation series

The unperturbed wave functions 1, and eigenvalues ¢,

where v denotes the double subscript kx, are given by
Vv ="rt » (14)
€,=€p +E&, (15)
obtained from the equations
T =¥ , (16)
H"p =, . (17

Y is a determinant of N one-electron plane waves of the
form

1 ik;r
1pkj=' ‘/I_/e g §j > (18)

where £; is the spin function and k denotes a set of wave
vectors ky,...,ky with a spin index implied. ¥, is a
product of oscillator functions, where x denotes a set of
‘phonon wave vectors with a polarization index included,
giving 3N oscillator functions.” The principal difference
between the bare phonons described by these functions
and screened phonons is in the mode which is nearly long-
itudinal, where the frequency of the former does not ap-
]

E,=Vo+E{+E{+EL+H 4 3 —1

vty Ev &y
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proach zero, but approaches a plasma frequency for long
wavelengths.
The many-body energy levels, labeled by the unper-
turbed states, are given by
H. .H..
EV=V0+Ev+H;V+z—'W—Z‘K+"‘ , (19)
vy Ey—Ey
carried to all orders. This series may be manipulated by
recognizing various subseries which are known. If all
terms in H' are set equal to zero except V?, one obtains,
apart from the constant, the series
, Ve Vr
Ev=5x+€k+Vl€k+2 ——+ -, (20
K=k €k —E&k
since V? depends only on electronic terms, and the oscilla-
tor functions integrate to unity. However, this expansion
gives an energy level for the Hamiltonian

H=Hy,+VP=HP+H" (21)

and E’, —¢, is an eigenvalue Ef for the Hamiltonian H?.
E{ can be computed either from the many-body perturba-
tion series (20), or from one-electron energy-band theory.?

In a similar way, by setting all terms in H' equal to
zero except H'—H™, one obtains the rapidly converging
series

E) =gy +e+H'—HM),,
(HI—HhI)KK'(HI—HM)K’K

+3 +, (22

KK Ex—E¢

and E, —g is just an eigenvalue E’ for the Hamiltonian
H' defined by (6). Finally, the series
e-erre-e
EE:EM_f_ (23)
k'k €k —Ek’
represents the correlation energy of an interacting electron
gas,” which, for a normal-state wave function, has already
been computed to an appreciable number of terms.!® The
series (23) has no meaning except as a summation to all
orders, since the second-order term is ill behaved, but
problems of this nature are restricted to the electron-
electron interaction. The remaining terms in (19) are well
behaved in second order. Since the physical nature of the
problem ensures that an energy function exists, it follows
that if divergence occurs in higher orders, in principle,
one can form additional subseries to give finite results.
When the series given by (20), (22), and (23) are isolated in
(19), one obtains

T VHWHY —HESHY + HYL (VP H —HY),.,

+(VP+H —HM), HM 4 -, (24)

where, for convenience, a new interaction term,
int - -ph back
Hm ____Hee+Hep +H ac| . (25)

has been defined. H™ is the interaction for the subsys-
tems HP and H’, since it is equal to H —HP —H'— Vo.

In the expression given by (24), terms of the type
V2, (H'—H™),., do not appear because if «k'54k the elec-
tronic term in the product will vanish, and if k’s£k the
phonon term will vanish. The expansion (24) has the
form of an expansion where Ef-+Ef+E" is the zeroth-
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order term, but where all succeeding terms are evaluated
with the simple wave functions for H,.

C. Matrix elements and energy expressions

For a sum of one-electron potential terms H (i) in the
Hamiltonian, the diagonal elements for k space are

[zH0) = [Har,, (26)
1 kk

and, for the two-particle interaction,

2 N(N—1) p dndn
Hiit == +E{, @7
¢ 2 v? f ri2
where
1(k —k;)ry,
2 z 2 <§ll§]>f drldrz (28)
2V Joi(E)

is the exchange energy. The matrix elements needed in
(24) are

Hy =HG 8o+ HEP" + HEX (29)
VI:'V' = ng'amc' ’ (30)

and

[21{(:‘)] —<§,|§p>——f KMy (1,

and
x(k, —k;)r,

N—1¢& &) [ 2 drydr,——

HE 1=——
kk P2

The corresponding matrix element for H® is given by — N /(N

2
(& &) 2 (§1|§x>f

(H'—H"),, =(H'— H") 81 . (31)

Owing to cancellations from the background terms, one
obtains from the above expressions

i N dr
HY =Ef+
?f | r—Ry; |
e’N drdr’
- (N+%)f~[ri_r’,—,, (32)

and as the volume V' — oo this expression becomes just
Hy =EQ—Vi . (33)

The off-diagonal terms are as follows: if only phonons
and no electrons are excited, the matrix elements of V?
and H®* obviously vanish, and a calculation shows the
same to be true for H™. For a double excitation of elec-
trons, only the terms HY, H", are involved in second or-
der, and these terms cancel in (24). Since for excitations
higher than two all matrix elements vanish, only inter-
mediate states with singly excited electrons are of interest.
For a single excitation where the one-electron state Y, in

the set k is replaced by Y, to form the set k', the matrix
elements are

(34)

=k )ry itk =k )y

drydr, . (35)
¥12

—1) times the first integral on the right-hand side of

Eq. (35), but both 1ntegra1s in (35) are nonvanishing only because the system is bounded. Thus, if surface effects are ig-

nored, HgE and HEX* vanish, and

Hg =HES" (36)
for a single excitation.
It follows from these results that
. Hk k Hﬁ-l’)}:' V]flk “+c.c.
E,=Vo+Ef{—Vik +ES+E{+Er+3, 3 _Hidee > — + (37)
Py k' € —Ex+E—Ey k' € —Ex’ ‘

single ex.

single ex.

where the ellipsis corresponds to third- and higher-order terms. It may be anticipated that the two terms in second order
are related to screening of nuclei by the electrons. The matrix elements are given by

1

Heph, ____ , i(kp—k;)rg
kr k'K <§1|§1>f E lrl—R |

and

Ifl—ROjl

J dl'l (38)
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To evaluate the electron-phonon interaction let the terms
in large parentheses in (38) be written as a Fourier in-
tegral:

11
ltni—R; | |ni—Rg;| |0
ikery " e
:gl—zfikkez—e_“""(e Y ), 40)
T

where u;=R; —Ry;. In substituting this expression into
(38), one encounters the integral

[, Mdr,—2ms(a) (41)

as V— «, where q=k;—k;+k. Thus, with surface ef-
fects again ignored, it follows that, for a single excitation
where k; goes to k,

4me? (&il&r)
Voo ke—k|?

XY e
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In a similar way, one obtains

Hkx k' = —

i(kp—k;)Ry;, i(kp—kj)u;
k=l Roj e 1“1_1)“,' (42)

ame? (& 1&r) k)R,
Vi =— 1 Roj
- Vo lkp—k|* 5 E
4 N —k.K
T &) z =, (43)

where K is a reciprocal-lattice vector.

V. EVALUATION OF THE SECOND-ORDER ENERGY
FOR SMALL VALUES OF m /r;M

A. The electron-phonon term

For equal numbers of plus and minus spins, the
second-order terms in (37) are

47re? 1
Voo lke—k|?

e-ph
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where the dependence of the matrix elements on / and [’
is obtained from (42) and (43), and the sum over spin has
been performed. The sums over / and [’ are, respectively,
over occupied and unoccupied wave vectors with plus
spin. The first term in (44) will be called the electron-
phonon term, and the second the mixed term.

For a smgle electronic excitation, € —¢; is equal to
#*(k} —k})/2m, which in rydberg units (1 Ry=-e?/2apg,
with ap the Bohr radius) is

2/3
1 ki—ki

re ki

91

e —ex =ap(kf —kP)= e , (45)

where kp=(97/4)!3(rsag)~! is the radius of the Fermi
sphere, and 41r(rsa5)3/ 3=V /N. If k represents the state
of zero-point motion and «' represents a state where the
oscillator with wave vector k and polarization labeled by s
is excited to the first quantum level,

172
w(Ks)

w(01) ’

fieo(Kks) = 2‘3/2
rS

Ey —E= (46)

m
M

with the last expression given in rydbergs. o is the pho-
non frequency, and »(01) is the k=0 longitudinal fre-
quency (piasma frequency). The fact that »(01) reduces
to a plasma frequency rather than zero is crucial for the
convergence of the second-order energy expression. The
matrix elements for parallel spins given by (42) can be ex-
panded in the series

2ei(kl'—kl)'ROj{i(kll_—kl).(uj)KK'_%[(kll—kl).uj]lz(K'_*— ce } , 47)

where each power of k-u; introduces a factor (r,M)~'/* and the nonvanishing matrix elements (u; ), relative to the
zero-point motion are those for a single phonon. To lowest order in the parameter m /r;M, the electron-phonon term in
(44) is determined by the first term in the expansion (47), and the mixed term in (44) is determined by the second term in
(47) with '=k. Higher powers in u; in this expansion may be viewed in the same sense as anharmonicities. The leading
contribution to the electron-phonon term in rydbergs (with #iw also measured in rydbergs) is

ky—k 2

|k —k |
tio(ks)ah | kp—k; | (a3 (k} —kP)+Fio(ks)]

‘v(ks)

m 877'03

EQ* P =—2N—-

(48)

222

s 1 14
occ. unocc.

where v is the polarization vector,
k=k;—k;—K ‘ (49)

and K is the reciprocal-lattice vector which for each value of k; —k; puts « in the first Brillouin zone. If the sums are
changed to integrals, (48) becomes, with the aid of (45) and (46),
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where p=k/kr, and k is now given by
k=kp(p'—p)—K . ; (51)

n(p) is the average occupation number for plus (or minus) spin near a point in p space. For the normal state described
by a Fermi sphere, the integration is restricted to p <1 and p’ > 1.

B. The mixed term

To lowest order in m /r,M, with #iw and the right-hand result again in rydbergs,
2

'V(KS) Skl’_kI'K

K|
Ko (k,s)(kf —k})

HiEbVer  1287°agN

Ex —Eg V2

423 23333
rr M I I' ¥ s K#0

2f dkn (k)

; , (52)
K2+2K 'k

-v(K,s)

2a3N m 1 dr
- 4,M22 fﬁw(x,s)

where the integral over k covers the first Brillouin zone, and it has been assumed that the occupied region is such that
k;+XK is an unoccupied state. The appearance of the reciprocal-lattice vectors K may be traced to the fact that the
periodic potential F? changes the electronic charge density from a uniform distribution into a distribution with lattice
symmetry. The latter may be written as 3, a (K)e'X'™, where, except for a numerical coefficient, a (K) is given by the
factor!!

K
| K|

kp 2

k2
— 4= s
K K

.
2k

ﬁf dkn(k) _ m
K?Y K?242K'k 2

(53)

K /2kp+1
K 2kp—1

for the case of the normal state. Substitution of (53) into (52) leads to

e-ph P
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IK |
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<m(01)

w(Ks)

).

(54)

where the angular brackets indicate an average over k. If the average is approximated by separate averages for the two
factors, one obtains the value 2.6 N (m /r,M)'/? for the right-hand side of (54) in the case of the normal state.

I
VI. ENERGY OF THE NORMAL STATE E,=EY+EVP4+EP+EP + -+ | (55)
FOR A bcc LATTICE ; .
where the superscript denotes the order, and the first two
terms are defined as

(0) (1 PP ex | e, gl
= — . 56
For notational purposes let the series (37) be written as Ev +E, " =Vo+Ex—Via+Ei’ + Ei +Ex (56)

a perturbation expansion As calculated by the perturbation expansion (20) for the

A. Expansion for zeroth- and first-order terms
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spherical normal state of a bec lattice, Ej is given in ryd- EP=— 0.916N (59)
berg units by’ 7
Ef — Vi, =N[2.21/r}—0.0905—0.0187,+ O (r?)] (57) Finally, for a body-centered-cubic lattice, ¥ is equal to

. . o —1.792N /r;, and"?
in a numerical approximation. The electron-gas correla-

172
tion energy E° has the expansion'® ! 2.65 | m 0.73 | m
Ex=N 232 M 2 |\Mm
E;=N[0.06221nr; —0.096+0.0187, Inr s s
3/2
—0.036r,+ O (r2,r}1nr,) (58)
v+ s s ] , +0 _nl] rs—S/Z} ] . (60)
(the coefficient of the term in 7, is only a rough approxi- M
mation), and the free-electron exchange energy is Combining these results, one obtains
]
EL°’+E‘V”=N[ 2'221 _ 2708 —0.18740.0622 Inr, —0.054r, +0.0187; Inrs + O (2,72 Inr,)
rs rs
2.65 0.73 1 2
+= ' m - : (6D
¥ reM g reM re | reM

The expansion is observed to be a double series with the first involving ascending powers of 7, along with ascending
powers of rg multiplied by Inrg; this series represents the energy for a fixed lattice. The second series gives the harmonic
and anharmomc energies of the lattice vibrations, and is in the form of an ascending series in (m /r,M)!/? multiplied by
It must be assumed that m /M is always a smaller parameter than r,.
The value of E?, estimated in the Appendix, added to the result of Eq. (61), is plotted in Fig. 1. The good agreement
with other calculations, of which Wigner’s calculation is shown, for the case of the fixed lattice terms, indicates that the
perturbation expansion is still quite good in the neighborhood of the equilibrium density.

VII. THIRD- AND HIGHER-ORDER PERTURBATIONS
The third-order terms in (19) are given by
H, H,H;, H vyH v
SIS —--H,3 7 (62)
iy Ay (Ev— s#)(ev—sx) gy (Ey—Ey)

and therefore the third-order terms in (24) are

E(3) E E

it (ev sy)(ev—sk)

-2

2
uEv ( €y— El‘)

(H o H g Hy — V5 ViV, —(H'—HM), (H'— H"),, (H'— H"),,— H%¢ CXHSS

——[H,,H, H,,— V5V, V5, —(H'—H") (H'—H"), (H'—H"), —~ H HSHE T, (63)

where terms in the first series with u=A may be combined with the second series. The terms may be separated into
those which apply for a fixed lattice and those which result from the nuclear displacement. The first group of terms has
been evaluated previously® for the case of a bec lattice in the normal state, giving the small result

Eﬁxed lattice =~0.0017, NV , (64)

in rydbergs. Most of the terms for the nuclear displacements involve combinations of matrix elements of H'—H", v?,
and H®Ph and these terms tend to introduce higher powers of m /r;M. An example of a term which is not of thls type
is the term

(Hik —Hig

- 2
k's#k k'#x (8k —Epr+Ec— EK')

-ph e-ph
HkKI,DkKHk'IB,kK .

Evaluation of this expression is obtained by simply introducing the factor

1 1
dpll ~ _ ~ - n(pn)
EQ — B 1 {417 / p"—p|> |p"—p'|’ .
to—Erteo—e. w2 |om | 23 72
e 2524943 rsm o(ks)
po—p M | w0l
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into the integrand in Eq. (50). Thus, the result is of order r,E‘?¢P" and if all terms in third order were well behaved one
could conclude immediately that E® is the order of r; times E'?), after the neglect of various small terms in m /r,M.

Unfortunately, at least one term in third order, arising from the expression

e-ph e-e e-ph -
HkK,k'K'Hle',k”K'Hk”E(',kK

)
Kk Kk Wk (e —€pr+Ex—E)NER —Efr+Ec—E)
ek

leads to divergent integrals, but since the energy must be
finite, it may be assumed that divergence from individual
terms is removed when the series is summed to all orders.
It is postulated that the principal effect of such summa-
tion is simply to introduce Inr; terms into the basic rg
dependence. Without further investigation it will be as-
sumed that 3%_, E\" corresponds to higher orders in 7,
and m /r¢M than E LZ), in the sense that the ratio of the
two can be made arbitrarily small by a choice of small
values for r; and m /M.

VIII. ELECTRON-PHONON ENERGY
FOR AN ARBITRARY STATE

Consider the second-order electron-phonon energy writ-
ten in the form

[
2/3

o
4

N
Vi3t

(2)e-ph __
E@eph

172
rem J

M

1
rS

><Efdpn(p)fdp’[l—n(p’)]F(p,p',S),

(66)

where for small m /r;M, F(p,p’,s) is defined by Eq. (50).
F(p,p’,s) depends on the parameter (r,m/M)V/?
=ry(m /r;M)'/? in its denominator. If p, denotes the
maximum value of p for which n (p) is nonvanishing, and
p1 is the minimum value for which 1— n (p) is nonvanish-
ing,

|
P )
[ apnp) fapl1—n@E(pp.0)= [ "dp ["dp’ [ dQ, [ d0,p%p 2n(p)1—n(p)]F(p,p'ss) , (67)

where d(), is the angular part of the differential. Then,

[ S =0 o [ o [, [ o [ e [, 68)

The first two terms on the right-hand side involve dif-
ferent domains for p and p’, where p’> p, while in the
third term the domains overlap. For the normal state
p1=p,=1 and this term vanishes. Consider the special
case where p, and p; differ from unity by a very small
amount, such that, for the longitudinal-type mode, p, —p;
is small compared with 2v'3(4/97)%/3(r;m /M) *w(ks)/
©(01). In this case p’?—p? can be neglected in the
denominator for F(p,p’,s), and one obtains a small
Coulomb-like term proportional to 1/7; in expression
(66). It may be concluded that the largest part of E® is
proportional to (m /r,M)'/?, but for states very close to
the normal state, one finds, in addition, an approximate
1/r; dependence (independent of mass in the limit). The

latter is very small but it can be quite important in the en-

ergy difference between two states.

IX. ENERGY DIFFERENCE

In the notation of (55) the energy difference between
two low-lying levels i and v as given by Eq. (37) is

E,—E,=Eb,—E.+ET —ES+Ef,—E;
+EL,—EL+ 3 (EP—-EM), (69)
n=2

since V, and Vi, are the same for all states. v will be
taken to be the normal state. Each of the expressions
Ef, —E% and Ej —E; represents the difference between
perturbation series that depend only on the parameter 7,

[

while E; —E is a single term. From (20) it follows that
Cop—C
—% % | O(const) (70)

)

EL—E=

where cq, and c, are coefficients. In addition,

clp.'_clv

ES—Ey= (71)

rS
and
E,,—E;=0/(const, Inry) . (72)

Since the unperturbed wave functions differ only in k
values near the Fermi surface, a computation of the
difference in coefficients in (70) and (71) to any accuracy
is a simple problem. The contribution EL —Elis given
by the perturbation series

172

+01m

E! _E!l=
K v rs reM

Cpyy, —C
2u 2v [ m , (73)

rg reM

and, finally, for small r; and m /r,M, as postulated in
Sec. VII,

2 (ELn) _Eiln) )_)E;LZ) _EL2)

n=2
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- - m
__)El(f)e ph _ELZ)e ph +0 |2 } ,

reM

(74)



31 ELECTRON-PHONON INTERACTION AND THE . ..

0.24
0.22 |
0.20 |
0.18 |-
0.16 |

0.14 |
0.12 |
0.10 |
0.08 |

0.04 -

T

0.02
0

=0.02 -
-0.04
-0.06 |-

T

)
|
|
}
[}
L}
|
|
]
|
[}
1
|
L}
\
|
\
\
\
L}
1
\
\
\
\
\
\

-0.08 |
-0.10 | \

-0.12F ‘ \
-0.14} ~-

-0. 16 L ! 1 1 L L i ! 1
0 020406081012 1.4 1.6 1820

s

FIG. 1. Binding energy of bcc metallic hydrogen obtained by
adding 1 Ry to the expansion given by Eq. (78). Solid line, the
fixed lattice terms. Dashed line, the total energy with the con-
stant C taken to be 6. Dotted line, original calculation of E.
Wigner and H. B. Huntington [J. Chem. Phys. 3, 764 (1935)] for
a fixed lattice. The difference between the solid curve and the
dashed curve is due mainly to the electron-phonon interaction.
The difference is estimated to be accurate only to about 50%.

where E®¢Ph js evaluated in the approximation (50).

From the discussion of the preceding section, E‘?¢Ph
leads to a term proportional to (m /r,M)'/?, but for states
very close to the normal state a term with approximate
rg = dependence also appears. Thus, in general, the
second-order electron-phonon energy should be taken to-
gether with the exchange energy to fully ensure that all
rs~ ! dependence is accounted for.

For the complete expansion of E,—E, one again ob-
tains two series: one for the fixed lattice and the other for
the lattice dynamics, and

Coy—C ¢y, —C
E,—E,= Ou 5 O L 2T L O (const, Inr)
r: 7
172
Cou—Cw | m ) )
_ o e E ___E SR
+ = rsM] HED—EP) 4

(75)

where the ellipsis indicates smaller terms for the second
series. Since terms given by the coefficients ¢ and ¢, are
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simply the difference in the unperturbed energies €, (75)
can be rewritten as

E,—E,=¢,—¢,+E; —Ey+EJ

—ELZ)—G—O(const, Inrg)+--- , (76)

where, for two states with no phonons, €y —Ey=Ep —Eg
since the zero-point energy is the same. Denoting the en-
ergy difference with the normal state by A, keeping only
the first two terms in the fixed lattice series and the first
relevant term for the lattice dynamics, one obtains (for
small »; and m /r;M)

AE ~Ag +AE+(AE P, a1 - (77)

Thus for high density and heavy mass, the right-hand side
of (77) must be positive for all other states if the normal
state is the ground state of the system. It will be shown in
a later calculation that this is not the case.

X. SUMMARY

Time-independent perturbation theory has been used to
develop the energy for a system of electrons and nuclei
whereby the energy levels for a specified lattice are given
in terms of two parameters: the parameter r; and the ra-
tio m /M of the electron to nuclear mass, with the in-
dependent parameters taken to be r; and m /r;M. The ex-
pansion is made with a basis formed from oscillator func-
tions and Slater determinants of plane waves, and the re-
sult is simplified by isolating, within a Rayleigh-
Schrodinger—type expansion, three subseries which corre-
spond to the energy levels of known simpler systems. The
three subseries give (a) the energy of a lattice of nuclei vi-
brating in a uniform background charge, (b) the energy of
noninteracting electrons moving in a periodic potential,
and (c) the correlation energy of an electron gas. The iso-
lation of (a) and (b) is purely a matter of convenience,
while that for (c) is necessary, since the series for the
electron-gas correlation energy has meaning only when
summed to all orders. The remaining part of the pertur-
bation series is evaluated through second order, where
contributions arise from the electron-phonon interaction
and the periodic potential. From the physical nature of
the problem it is assumed that the summation of the
remaining terms from third order to infinity is finite, and
it is assumed with partial proof that this sum corresponds
to terms of higher order than are found in the leading
terms in second order. No use is made of the adiabatic
approximation!? nor of self-consistent fields or dielectric
constants. The importance of using bare phonons rather
than screened phonons in the perturbation expansion is
pointed out.

An expansion has been made for the normal state
which gives quite reasonable results near the equilibrium
density, as shown in Fig. 1. For a body-centered-cubic
lattice the energy of this state (in rydbergs per electron) is
given by
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with C~6. The group of terms depending only on 7, is
the energy for a fixed lattice, and the terms in
(m/r;M)"? come from the nuclear vibrations. The latter
terms result from the ordinary zero-point motion (the
rs3/2 term), and from two second-order perturbations in-
volving the electron-phonon interaction (the ro % term).
At the equilibrium value 7, ~1.6, the second term in the
lattice-dynamics series is larger than the first, but the
same is true of the fixed lattice series. The terms denoted
by an ellipsis are expected to be smaller. Although the
value of C is not very accurate, it is clear from Fig. 1 that
the electron-phonon interaction has a significant effect on
the binding energy.

The perturbation expansions for a pair of levels may be
subtracted to give an expansion for the difference between
two low-lying states. However, the form given by Eq. (78)
is unique to the spherical normal state, and for states ly-
ing very close to the normal state a term independent of
m /M can also appear in the second group of terms. Thus
it is not proper to include higher orders for the fixed lat-

tice without considering similar terms due to the nuclear
i
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vibrations. A condition under which the normal state is
the ground state of the system is proposed in Eq. (77).

APPENDIX: ESTIMATE OF THE MAGNITUDE
OF THE ELECTRON-PHONON TERM
FOR THE NORMAL STATE

For values p’ and p where p’—p falls in the first Bril-
louin zone, K must be set equal to zero, and
p'—p=k/kp. The factor
2

P,—P v

|p'—p|

is then nearly unity for the approximately longitudinal
mode, and quite small for the modes which are approxi-
mately transverse (in the case of small p’'—p the modes
approach longitudinal and transverse polarization, and the
cosine of the angle made with v vanishes more rapidly
than o for the transverse case); therefore it follows that
only the mode which is nearly longitudinal need be con-
sidered in this region. For values of p’ and p where
K0, p’'—p is no longer in the direction of «, and for
simplicity let the square of the cosine of the angle between
p’'—p and v be approximated by one-half.

Although it is not implied that the energy denominator
in (50) can be expanded in a power series in the small pa-
rameter (r,m/M)'/?, nevertheless an approximate value
of the integral may be obtained by setting (r,m /M)!/?
equal to zero in the denominator, assuming that this leads
to a finite result. Therefore, as a rough approximation,
(50) becomes

2/3 172
. N 91 m w(01) 1
E(Z)e ph ~— 2 dp do’
v Vi3t | 4 rsM p'{l ’1’({(1, P alel) |p'—p|*p"?—p?)
1 (01) 1
+%5> | dp dp’ - - (A1)
P4 pL pJ>-1 wlks) |p'—p|*p'2—p?)
K0
T

Since, in the K =0 region, ©(01)/w(k1) approaches unity 172
as p’—p approaches zero, and since, in the K540 region, EReph __gn |- 2 ~— 012/]2\, , (A2)
1/w(ks) is integrable about k=0, the integrals in (A1) are rsM Fs

indeed finite. In order to estimate these terms, let
@(01)/w(ks) be replaced by its average value, and, finally,
let the volume of p space where K =0 be neglected. The
factor inside the large parentheses in (A1) becomes, in this
approximation,

1 (01 , 1
’ ?(w(xs)>fp<1dp fp'>1dp [p'—p|Xp'2—p? "’

where the sixfold integration can be shown to give the
value 7*. One obtains from this rough estimate

with the last expression evaluated for the proton mass.
The principal contribution arises from the transverse
modes (about 80% in this estimate). A more accurate re-
sult can obviously be obtained from numerical integration.
The sum of (A2) with the value estimated for the mixed
term in the text gives

172
m

EP~ _6.4
v N reM
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31 ELECTRON-PHONON INTERACTION AND THE. .. 4769

1H. Frohlich, Phys. Rev. 79, 845 (1950); Proc. R. Soc. London,
Ser. A 215, 291 (1952).

2J. Bardeen and D. Pines, Phys. Rev. 99, 1140 (1955).

3D. J. Scalapino, in Superconductivity, edited by R. D. Parks
(Dekker, New York, 1969), Vol. 1, Chap. 10.

4P. B. Allen and B. Metrovié, in Solid State Physics, edited by
H. Ehrenreich, F. Seitz, and D. Turnbull (Academic, New
York, 1982), Vol. 37, p. 1.

5W. J. Carr, Jr., Phys. Rev. 128, 120 (1962).

6It has been pointed out by G. J. Hatton [Phys. Rev. A 14, 901
(1976)] that the noncrossing rule does not generally apply
even for a molecular system. However, the important point
for a many-body system is not whether levels actually cross,
but whether the perturbation series labeled by a given unper-
turbed state applies on either side of a real or imagined cross-
ing, allowing a smooth connection between the two sides.

7See W. J. Carr, Jr., Phys. Rev. 122, 1437 (1961), for a tabula-
tion of frequencies and polarization vectors for a bec lattice.
Although the frequencies apply for a different problem, their
ratios are applicable here.

8The discussion here is restricted to occupied regions of k space
which do not touch the zone boundary.

M. Gell-Mann and K. A. Brueckner, Phys. Rev. 106, 364
(1957).

10W. J. Carr, Jr. and A. A. Maradudin, Phys. Rev. 133, A371
(1964).

11w, Kohn, Phys. Rev. Lett. 2, 393 (1959).

12w. J. Carr, Jr., R. A. Coldwell-Horsfall, and A. E. Fein, Phys.
Rev. 124, 747 (1961).

13However, in some sense the assumption of small values for
m /M implies that the adiabatic approximation holds.



