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Equilibrium correlations in charged fluids coupled to the radiation field

Sami El Boustani, Pascal R. Buenzli,* and Philippe A. Martin
Institute of Theoretical Physics, Swiss Federal Institute of Technology Lausanne, CH-1015, Lausanne EPFL, Switzerland
(Received 22 November 2005; published 9 March 2006)

We provide an exact microscopic statistical treatment of particle and field correlations in a system of
quantum charges in equilibrium with a classical radiation field. Using the Feynman-Kac-1t6 representation of
the Gibbs weight, the system of particles is mapped onto a collection of random charged wires. The field
degrees of freedom can be integrated out, providing an effective pairwise magnetic potential. We then calculate
the contribution of the transverse field coupling to the large-distance particle correlations. The asymptotics of
the field correlations in the plasma are also exactly determined.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevE.73.036113

I. INTRODUCTION

Thermal states of nonrelativistic particles interacting by
the sole Coulomb potential are known to provide an adequate
description of many states of matter. The introduction of
magnetic interactions between the particles poses a novel
problem since they are mediated by the coupling to the trans-
verse part of the electromagnetic field. This immediately
leads to consider the full system of matter in equilibrium
with radiation: the relevant theory becomes then thermal
quantum electrodynamics (thermal QED).

In order to go beyond pure electrostatics without facing
the full QED, a number of studies rely on the Darwin ap-
proximation. Darwin has shown [1,2] that one can eliminate
the transverse degrees of freedom of the field within the La-
grangian formalism up to order ¢~ (c is the speed of light).
A nice review of the derivation of the Darwin Lagrangian
and a lucid discussion of its consequences can be found in
[3]. The resulting Darwin Hamiltonian can be used to inves-
tigate the equilibrium properties of the so-called weakly rela-
tivistic plasmas; see the recent works of Appel and Alastuey
[4—6] and earlier references therein. These authors have done
a careful analysis of the domain of validity of the Darwin
approximation and shown in particular that the predictions of
the Darwin Hamiltonian on the tail of particle correlations in
thermal states cannot be correct. Indeed the well-known
Bohr—van Leeuwen theorem [7] asserts that classical (non-
quantum) matter completely decouples from the radiation
field. Thus the Darwin Hamiltonian, which treats the par-
ticles classically, should not predict any effect of the trans-
verse field when used for thermal equilibrium computations.
The Darwin approximation is, however, not deprived of any
meaning in statistical physics. Indeed, the authors show in
[6] that Darwin predictions about current correlations coin-
cide with those of thermal QED in the restricted window of
distances N, <r<<Ap,, where Apmt=hv’[3/ﬁ is the de Bro-
glie thermal wavelength of the particles and A,,=pfic the
thermal wavelength of the photons. But to determine the tail
r= N\, of the correlations in the presence of the radiation
field, matter has to be treated quantum mechanically to avoid
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the conclusion of the Bohr—van Leeuwen theorem. The situ-
ation is similar to orbital diamagnetism in equilibrium, which
is of quantum-mechanical origin.

In this work, we consider equilibrium states of nonrelativ-
istic spinless quantum charges coupled with the radiation
field in the standard way (Sec. II). We shall, however, treat
the field classically on the ground that large distances
r>N\p, are controlled by small wave numbers k~1/r
<1/N,, implying Bhwg~N,,/r<1. Hence only long-
wavelength photons will contribute to the asymptotics which
is expected to be adequately described by classical fields.
The full QED model with quantized electromagnetic field
will be studied in a subsequent work (see also comments in
the concluding remarks, Sec. VIII).

Our main tool will be the Feynman-Kac-It6 path integral
representation of the degrees of freedom of the charges. The
Feynman-Kac integral representation has been widely used
to derive various properties of quantum Coulomb systems, in
particular to determine the exact large-distance behavior of
the correlations; see [8,9] and [10,11] for reviews. In this
representation quantum charges become fluctuating charged
loops (closed Brownian paths), formally analogous to classi-
cal fluctuating wires carrying multipoles of all orders. These
fluctuations are responsible for the lack of exponential
screening in the quantum plasma and for an algebraic tail
~1r75 of the particle correlations [12].

Adding an external magnetic field produces a phase factor
in the Feynman-Kac-It6 formula, whose argument is the flux
of the magnetic field across the random loop. Correlations in
the case of an homogeneous external magnetic field have
been studied in [13]. When the particles are thermalized with
the field, the latter becomes itself random and distributed
according to the thermal weight of the free radiation. The
system can be viewed as a classical-like system of random
loops immersed in a random electromagnetic field. At this
point, the field degrees of freedom can be exactly integrated
out by means of a simple Gaussian integral since the Hamil-
tonian of free radiation is quadratic in the field amplitudes.
One is then left with an effective pairwise current-current
interaction between the loops which has a form similar to the
magnetostatic energy between a pair of classical currents.
For the sake of illustrating the basic mechanisms in a simple
setting, this program is carried out in Sec. III with particles
obeying Maxwell-Boltzmann statistics. Appropriate modifi-
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cations needed to take into account the particle statistics
(Bose or Fermi) are given in Sec. VIL

In Sec. IV we apply the formalism to the determination of
the asymptotic form of the correlation between two quantum
particles embedded in a classical plasma. This simple model
already illustrates the main features occurring in the general
system. The effective magnetic interaction contributes to the
r0 tail, but its ratio to the Coulombic contribution is of the
order of the square of the relativistic parameter (Bmc?)~!
=(7\part/7\ph)2~

In Sec. V, we consider the generalization of the results
obtained for two particles to the full system of quantum
charges. The analysis relies on the technique of quantum
Mayer graphs previously developed for Coulomb systems,
and we merely point out the few changes that are needed to
include the effective magnetic interactions.

Field fluctuations in plasmas have been studied for a long
time at macroscopic scales, much larger than interparticle
distances; see [2,14] and references cited therein. In Sec. VI,
we reexamine this question from a microscopic viewpoint
and show that electromagnetic field correlations are always
long ranged due to the quantum nature of the particles. This
is in disagreement with the prediction of macroscopic theo-
ries. We come back to this point in the concluding remarks
(Sec. VIII). However, in the classical limit, we recover the
fact already observed in [14] that the long-range behavior of
the longitudinal and transverse parts of the electric field cor-
relations compensate exactly.

In Sec. VII, we generalize the formalism developed in
Sec. III to include Bose and Fermi particle statistics. This is
done as usual by decomposing the permutation group into
cycles and grouping particles belonging to a cycle into an
extended Brownian loop. When this is combined with the
Feynman-Kac-1t6 path integral representation of the par-
ticles, the system takes again a classical-like form: a collec-
tion of Brownian loops immersed in a classical random elec-
tromagnetic field. At this point, the physical quantities can
again be analyzed in terms of Mayer graphs comprising pair-
wise Coulomb and effective magnetic interactions, as in Sec.
V.

The methods presented in this paper have been applied to
the study of the semiclassical Casimir effect [15,16].

II. THE MODEL

We first consider the QED model for nonrelativistic quan-
tum charges (electrons, nuclei, ions) with masses m, and
charges e, contained in a box A e R? of linear size L and
appropriate statistics. The index vy labels the S different spe-
cies and runs from 1 to S. The particles are in equilibrium
with the radiation field at temperature 7. The field is itself
enclosed into a large box K with sides of length R,R>L.
The Hamiltonian of the total finite-volume system reads, in
Gaussian units,

H g= 2

112

e. 2" ee
( lA(rJ) +2£J_
c

i<j L= I;
+ E Vwalls(’)’hri) + H{)ad' (1)
i=1

The sums run on all particles with position r;, momentum p;,
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and species index y;; Vyas(7;,T;) is a steep external potential
that confines a particle in A. It can eventually be taken infi-
nitely steep at the wall’s position, implying Dirichlet bound-
ary conditions—i.e., vanishing of the particle wave functions
at the boundaries of A. The electromagnetic field is written
in the Coulomb (or transverse) gauge so that the vector po-
tential A(r) is divergence free and Hg‘d is the Hamiltonian of
the free radiation field. The Coulomb gauge is usually pre-
ferred for simplicity in situations where the particles are non-
relativistic and high-energy processes are neglected [17]. Tt
has the advantage to clearly disentangle electrostatic and
magnetic couplings in the Hamiltonian.

We impose periodic boundary conditions on the
faces of the large box K." Hence, expanding A(r) and
the free photon energy H{® in the plane-wave modes

=(2mn,/R,27n,/R,27n /R) gives

dahct\ 2 e .
A(r)z( ) Eg(m - (ame-""wame*-f),
(2
H{)ad = ﬁwkalt)\akx’ (3)
9N

where ay, and @y, are the creation and annihilation operators
for photons of modes (k\), e, (A=1,2) are two unit polar-
ization vectors orthogonal to k, and wy=ck, k=|k|. In Eq.
(2), g(k), g(0)=1, is a real spherically symmetric smooth
form factor needed to take care of the ultraviolet divergen-
cies. It is supposed to decay rapidly beyond the characteristic
wave number k.=mc/f (see [17], Chap. 3). Since we are
interested in the large-distance r— o asymptotics, related to
the small-k behavior k— 0, the final result will be indepen-
dent of this cutoff function.
The total partition function

ZL,R =Tr e_BHL'R (4)

is obtained by carrying the trace Tr=Try,Tr.4 of the total
Gibbs weight over particles’ and the field’s degrees of free-
dom: namely, on the particle wave functions with appropriate
quantum statistics and on the Fock states of the photons. The
average values of observables (Omat)=ZZ’IRTr(e"3HL’ROmat)
concerning only the particle degrees of freedom can be com-
puted from the reduced thermal weight

-BH
Tr, e BHL g

Zrad ’ (5 )

PLR=

where Z{ffe:Trmd exp(—BH{) is the partition function of the
free radiation field, as follows from the obvious identity

'Periodic conditions are convenient here. We could as well choose
metallic boundary conditions. Since the field region K will be ex-
tended over all space right away, the choice of conditions on the
boundaries of K are expected to make no differences for the par-
ticles confined in A.
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Trmat(omatpL,R)

(Omar) =
' Trnabrr

(6)
We shall perform the thermodynamic limit in two stages by
first letting R — . Then p; =limg_...p;  defines the effective
statistical weight of the particles in A immersed in an infi-
nitely extended thermalized radiation field.

As discussed in the Introduction, in this paper we treat the
electromagnetic field classically. This amounts to replacing
the photon creation and annihilation operators in Egs. (2) and
(3) by complex amplitudes ay, and ay,. In this case, the
free field distribution factorizes out as exp(—BHg )
=exp(— BH(r)ad) exp(—BH},), where

Hp,=Hy+HGY,

2
eyi
(pi_ TA(rz)> + Upot(rl’ Yis 5Ly, yn)’

)

and U, is the total potential energy. Since the free radiation
weight exp(—,BHf)ad) is Gaussian, A(r)=A(r,{q}) can be
viewed as a realization of a Gaussian random field and the
term H,=H,({ay}) becomes the energy of the particles in a
given realization of the vector potential having Fourier am-
plitudes {ay,}.

The partial trace (5) becomes, explicitly,

pL,R = <e_'BHA>rad H (8)

where for a general function F({ay,}) of the mode ampli-
tudes (F),,q denotes the normalized Gaussian average over
all modes:”

2
d [2979N

[ Bhane P (ag). ()

<F>rad = ]._[
kX

Note that stability of Coulombic matter and the existence
of thermodynamics for extended systems are assured if at
least one of the species obeys Fermi statistics [18]. In the
next section, merely as a matter of simplifying the presenta-
tion, we compute the effective particle interactions defined
by p; ignoring quantum statistics. In this case, Maxwell-
Boltzmann statistics requires the presence of an additional
short-range repulsive potential V(v;, v, r,-—rj|) in the
Hamiltonian (1) to prevent the collapse of opposite charges
and guarantee thermodynamical stability. The generalization
to Fermi and Bose statistics will be given in Sec. VIIL.

III. GAS OF CHARGED LOOPS AND THE EFFECTIVE
MAGNETIC INTERACTION

We now introduce the Feynman-Kac-Itd path integral rep-
resentation of the configurational matrix element

The classical field is expanded as in Egs. (2) and (3) with dimen-
sionless amplitudes ay . In fact there will be no £ dependence
arising from the field, as seen by changing everywhere
ax\—> ak)\/ \h
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(ry,...,r,|ePHar, ... r,) for the particles interacting with
a fixed realization of the field. For a single particle of mass m
and charge e in a scalar potential V**(r) and vector potential
A(r), we first recall that this matrix element reads [19-21]

1 e 2
<r exp(—ﬁ{a<p— ZA(r)) + Ve’“(r)]) r>
1\ 1
:(2 )\2> fD(g)exp<— ﬂ{f dsV(r + N&(s))
™ 0

1
—i#izfcﬁmyAa+xanﬂ). (10)
\Bmce=Jo

Here &(s), 0<s=<1, £&0)=£(1)=0, is a closed dimensionless
Brownian path and D(&) is the corresponding conditional
Wiener measure normalized to 1. It is Gaussian, formally

written as
(lf“dam
exp|l -2 | ds|——
2J ds

with zero mean and covariance

2
)d[f(-)],

fD(§)§M(51)§V(32)= &*"(min(sy,s,) = 5157), (11)

where &“(s) are the Cartesian coordinates of &(s). In this
representation a quantum point charge looks like a classical
charged closed loop denoted by F=(r, &), located at r and
with a random shape &(s) having an extension given by the
de Broglie length N=#\3/m (the quantum fluctuation). The
magnetic phase in Eq. (10) is a stochastic line integral: it is
the flux of the magnetic field across the closed loop. The
correct interpretation of this stochastic integral is given by
the rule of the middle point; namely, the integral on a small
element of line x—x' is defined by

!

X+X
2

fX/df-f(§)=(x—x’)~f( ) x=x' 0. (12)

X

We shall stick to this rule when performing explicit
calculations.” Note the dimensionless relativistic factor
(Bmc?)~"2 in front of the vector potential term.

This is readily generalized to a system of n interacting
particles: The weight in the space of n loops,
Fi=(,y.&),...,F,=(r,,v,,&,), coming from the path
integral representation of (r,...,r,|eP"A|r,,...1,) is
exp[-BU(F,,...,F,,A)], where

3Other prescriptions are possible for the path integral to correctly
represent the quantum mechanical Gibbs weight in presence of a
magnetic field. The It rule may be used when f is divergence free
[20].
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U(Fy, ... . FnA)

= §<: ey,-eijc(]:i,fj)
<J

iE f%@AGM§M)M)
J=1 \
The matrix element (r,,...,r,le?7A|r,, ... r,) is obtained

by integrating exp[-BU(Fy,...,F,,A)] over the random
shapes &, ..., &, of the loops, as in Eq. (10). In Eq. (13),

1
I+ My &) =1 -

1
Ve(Fi F)) =f ds (14)
0

)\ngl(s)|

is the Coulomb potential between two loops, and for the sake
of brevity, we have omitted the nonelectromagnetic terms

n

E Vsr(]:i’ -7:]) + 2 Vwalls(]:i) (15)

i<j i=1

corresponding to the short-range regularization and to the
confinement potential. The vector potential term can be writ-
ten as —i [ dxA(x)- J(x) in terms of current densities associ-
ated with the Brownian loops:

Tx) = 2 j(Fix),
i=1

r e | e
J(ﬁ’X)_\/ﬁm—nch dé(s)S(x —r; 7‘7,-§i(~*))~ (16)

If one interprets the (ill-defined) derivative A d§,(s)/ds
=vi(s) as the “velocity” of a particle of charge e, moving
along the loop &i(s), the quantity e, vi(s)S(x—r;=\, &(s))
corresponds to a classical current densr[y This is just a for-
mal analogy. In subsequent calculations of stochastic inte-
grals arising from Eq. (16), we will always use the math-
ematically well-defined rule of the middle point (12).
Moreover, such “imaginary time” currents appearing in the
Feynman-Kac-It6 representation are not the physical “real-
time” current observables. Our definition (16) also includes
the relativistic factor (,Bmyicz)‘” 2,

A remarkable fact is that the transverse part of the field
enters in exp[-BU(F|, ...,F,,A)] as a phase factor linear in
A and its Fourier amplitudes [contrary to the Hamiltonian (1)
written in operatorial form]. Since the statistical weight

(3"3”'3‘d (3) is a Gaussian function of these Fourier amplitudes,
it makes it possible to perform explicitly the partial trace
over the field degrees of freedom in Eq. (8) according to the
following steps:
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<exp{i,8f dx A(x) - J(X):|>
rad

= <H eXP[i(”ltxakx + ”k)\alt)\)]>
rad

kx

477g (k)
p[ L5 i

wp{ﬁfepmw»mww%ﬂ<m

| T(K) - ekx|2]

The first equality is obtained by introducing the mode expan-
sion (2), yielding

4ahc®\'? g(k
Uy = ( I ) g/uj(k)
V2wy

Jk) = f dxe " *J(x). (18)

The second equality results from Egs. (8) and (9) and the
Gaussian integral fdzae_b‘“‘zﬂ'(“*a”“*)/7T=b‘le‘b_1‘“|2, b>0
whereas the infinite volume limit R — % and the polarization
sum have been performed in the last equality. We have de-
noted by G*”(k) the covariance of the free transverse field:

47rg*(K) s
G*(k) = i F(K).
kMkv
%”(k):&“ - 2 KG*'(k) =0 (19)

[8:7(k) is the transverse Kronecker symbol]. In Eq. (17) and
throughout the paper, summation on repeated vector compo-
nents u,v=1,2,3 is understood. In the configuration space,
the asymptotic behavior of G**(x) is obtained by approxi-
mating g?(k)~ 1 in the inverse Fourier transform of G**(k):

dk ., 4 KKk
G*(x) ~ l'”‘—(&“ - )
®) f em¢ 8 K2
1 xHx?
:Z 5#!/"'7 , r=|x|— o0, (20)

Decomposing the total current (16) into the individual loop
currents we see that the effective weight (17) takes the form

<exp{i,8fdx A(x)~.7(x)}>
rad

2 n

= H exp(— ﬁiW (i z)) X exp(— B eyieijm(i,j)),
i<j

(21)

where for two loops i=F; and j=F; we have introduced the
loop-loop effective magnetic potential
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e W) = f ix f dyGHFX) GH(x y)"(Fy)

€yey, dk

_ ik-(r;-r;)
By mym, ¢ em*
Yivj

1
Xf 4t (s,) 800

0

1
Xf dE (s ) MMERIGIK).  (22)
0

As a consequence of Gaussian integration, one recovers pair-
wise interactions (22) between loops. The product in Eq. (21)
contains the magnetic self-energies of the loops.

It is pleasing and convenient that after averaging over the
field modes, the energy of the system of loops becomes an
exact and explicit sum of pair potentials (and self—energies):4

n
(e PUFLFuh)y {H e—(Bei’_/2)Wm(i,i)]

i=1
Xexp(— BE eyieyj[vc(i’j) + Wm(’v])]) .
i<j

(23)

It is interesting to ask for the status of the partial density
matrix (5) compared to that generated by the Darwin Hamil-
tonian Ppyyi, & ¢ PHbavin or, more generally, if pLr can be
cast in the form p; o e PHeit for some tractable Hamiltonian
H.({p;,r;}) depending on the canonical variables of the par-
ticles. The answer to this last question is very presumably
negative. Indeed the magnetic interaction (22) is a 2-times
functional of the Brownian loops; namely, it lacks the equal-
time constraint occurring in the Coulomb potential (14) [see
the discussion before Eq. (26) below] necessary to come
back to a simple operator form by using the Feynman-Kac-
Itd formula backwards. This is a well-known common fea-
ture of interactions resulting from integrating out external
degrees of freedom [19].

The long-distance asymptotics of W,,(i,j) as [r;—r;|—%
is determined by the small k behavior in the integrand of Eq.
(22). Noting that [ (l)dg(s)=0 for a closed loop (It6’s lemma),
one has

1 1
f g (s)e™MED ~ N, f dg(s)k - &(s). k—0,
0

0
(24)

and thus

*We omit again in Eq. (23) the nonelectromagnetic terms (15).
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A 7’1)\ v, dk

2 3¢
ch (2m)

1
ik (r;r)) f d&i(s))

0

Wi j) ~

B \/myim

1
X[k &(s1)] f dgj(sy)[k - §(5,)1G*" (k)
0

AN 1 1
__ B £ (). ”
3 my[meQ . d&(s))[&(s1) Vr’]fo dfj(sz)
X[gj(SZ) . Vrj]G#V(r[ - rj), (25)

as |r;—rj]—o. Upon using the asymptotic form (20) of
G*(r;—r)), it is clear that for fixed loop shapes &; and &; the
decay of Wy,(i,j) is ~|r;=r /™. It is of dipolar type modified
by the constraint imposed by the transversality.

The Coulombic part (14) of the loop-loop interaction still
decays as ~! and deserves the following remark. From the
Feynman-Kac formula the potential (14) inherits the
quantum-mechanical equal-time constraint; i.e., every ele-
ment of charge eyi)\yidg(s,) of the first loop does not interact
with every other element eyj)\yjdgj(sz) as would be the case
in classical physics, but the interaction takes place only if
s1=s5,. It is therefore of interest to split

Vc(ivj) = Velec(ivj) + Wc(i’j)’ (26)

where

1 1
1
1% (i,j):f dsJ ds
elee o o 2|ri+)\7i§i(sl)_rj_)\ngj(s2)|
(27)

is a genuine classical electrostatic potential between two
charged loops and

| |
W.(i.j) = f dslf dsy[ 8(s = 55) = 1]
0 0

1
X
Ir; + )\'yigi(sl) -r;- )\ngj(s2)|

(28)

is the part of V,(i,j) due to intrinsic quantum fluctuations
[W.(i,j) vanishes if 7 is set equal to zero]. Because of the
identities

1 |
Jd51[5(51—52)—1]=J ds)[8(s; —s5) = 1]=0,
0

0
(29)

the large-distance behavior of W, originates again from the
term bilinear in §; and &; in the multipolar expansion of the
Coulomb potential in Eq. (28):
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1 1
Wc(ln]) -~ f dslf ds2[5(sl - S2) - 1][)\yi§i(sl) : Vri]
0 0

1
X[\, &i(s2) - Vrj]m- (30)
It is dipolar and formally similar to that of two electrical
dipoles of sizes ey[)\yffi and ey/)\,//,fj.

IV. TWO QUANTUM CHARGES IN A CLASSICAL
PLASMA

In order to exhibit the effect of the magnetic potential on
the particle correlations, we consider the simple model of
two quantum charges e, and e, with corresponding loops
F,=(r,,&,) and F,=(r,,&,) immersed in a configuration w
of classical charges, following Sec. VII of [12] or Sec. IV.C
of [11]. According to Eq. (26), one can decompose the total
energy as U(F,,Fp,o)=ee, W(F,, Fp)+Uy(Fo Fpyr @)
where W(F,, F,) =W (F,,Fp)+ W, (F,,F,) is the sum of the
electric and magnetic quantum dipolar interactions and
U,(F,,Fp,w) is the purely classical Coulomb energy (27) of
the two loops F, and F,, together with that of the particles in
the configuration w. The correlation p(F,,F,) between the
loops is obtained by integrating out the coordinates w of the
classical charges:

1
p(FuFy) == | dwePTulve)

=clJ A
= e_ﬁeaehW(fa’fb)pcl(fa’fh)’ (31)

where 5, is the partition function of the classical plasma and
pa(F,,F,) is the correlation of the two loops embedded in
the plasma interacting with genuine classical Coulomb
forces. In the latter quantity, the classical theory of screening
applies so that effective interaction between the loops decay
exponentially fast.” Thus one can approximate py(F,,F,) in
Eq. (31) by p(F,)p(Fp) up to a term exponentially decaying
as |r,—r,| —o. Furthermore, integrating p(F,,F,) on the
loop shapes leads to the following expression for the posi-
tional correlation of the quantum charges:

p(r,,ry) = f D(&,) f D(&,)e Pecr™aFD)p(F,)p(F,)

+ O(e_c‘ra_rbl)

= PaPy — Bees J D(&,)
“ J D(&)W(F,, F,)p(£)p(&)

s | e [ DewE Fene)

+ 0+ O(e ), (32)

>The usual Debye theory of screening has been rigorously shown
to be valid at least at sufficiently high temperature [22].
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Since W(F,,F,)~|r,~r,| [see Eqgs. (25) and (30)], the
above expansion in powers of W generates algebraically de-
caying terms at large separation. It is known that in a homo-
geneous and isotropic phase, the electric dipole part W, does
not contribute at linear order [12,11]. The same is true for the
magnetic part. To see this, it is convenient to write the linear
W,, term of Eq. (32) as

- ﬂeaeb f D(ga) J D(gb) Wm(fwfb)p(ga)p(gb)

3
e L
V,Bmaczw/ﬁmbcz (2m)

(33)

The stochastic &, line-integral is now included in the defini-
tion of the tensor

1
(k) = f D(&)p(€,) f dgi(s)e ™k E&W - (34)
0

and likewise for #;(k). Since both the measure D(§,) and
p(&,) are invariant under a rotation of &, in an isotropic
system, r#(k) transforms in a covariant manner under rota-
tions of k. Thus it is necessarily of the form r#(k)
=k*f,(|k|), implying the vanishing of (33) because of the
transversality of G*”(k). One concludes that the slowest non-
vanishing contribution comes from the W? term in Eq. (32):

1
otp)

The temperature-dependent  amplitude  A(B)=A.(B)
+A 1 m(B)+A.(B) involves in principle electric and magnetic
contributions from Wg and W7, as well as a cross contribu-
tion from 2W_W,,. These contributions can be calculated ex-
plicitly at lowest order in % (or equivalently in the high-
temperature limit 8—0). The electric contribution in this
limit is known to be [12,11]

,84 ezelz7
A, ~ pt—— . 36
cc(ﬁ) 240 mmy, PaPi ( )

AB)

r,— rb|6

p(ra’rb) ~ PaPb= |

To compute the magnetic contribution in the same limit, we
write the quadratic term

Bere,

—fD(&)P(ga)JD(fb)P(fb)sz(fa’fb)

2

22 3 3

_ eaeb f d k] f d kz ei(kl+k2)'(ra_rb)
2m c*myct ) 2w ) 2w’

X(TH(k1,ky) Ty (k1. k) GH(k, )G (ky)  (37)

in terms of the tensors
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1
T3 (k. k) = f D(£,)p(&.) f dg;(s))
0
1
X f dE(sy)e Nak18ab1) g Nkauls2) - (38)
0

and T} "(k;,k,), defined likewise. As usual the behavior at
large distances is controlled by that of the integrand of Eq.
(37) at small wave numbers. Expanding Eq. (38) at lowest
order in Kk, and k, gives

1 1

Tk ky) ~ f D(fa)p(fa)f dfg(sl)f d&;(s2)
0 0

X[_ i)\akl : §a(sl)][_ i)\akZ ' ga(SZ)]

1
=~ Nokiky f D(&.)p(&,) J d&y(s))
0

1
X f d&y(52) & (s1)(s2) (39)
0

and likewise for T "(k;,k,). One sees that because of the
factor A2\;, the overall contribution in Eq. (37) will have a
#* factor so that at this order we can neglect the quantum
fluctuation in the density setting p(&,) ~ p, independent of
&,. Thus the stochastic integral to be calculated becomes
(Appendix A)

1
0

1
f D(§) f dé#(s) f d&"(1)(s)&™(1) = 11—2(8‘”5”5— SH187),
0

(40)
leading to
, \aPa
TZL (kl’kZ) -~ = 12 (&LVkl : kz_k/;k;,)’
)\2p
Ty k) ~ = = (7K K = RSk, (41)

When this is inserted into Eq. (37) and summation on vecto-
rial indices are performed, one finds the expression

dk, [ dk,
2w ) @2n)?

Kk, -k,)?
X{H( LY ]
klkz

with A=\\je2e;p,p,/288m m,,c*. The first term in the large
brackets gives a rapidly decaying contribution since it in-
volves the Fourier transform of the form factor gz(k). The
algebraic large-distance contribution comes from the second
term which reads, after Fourier transformation [approximat-
ing g(k) ~1,k—0],

etk (rarp) (4 m)%|g (k)| g(ky)|?

(42)
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1 1 6
IR N I S,
. |ra_rb| . |ra_rh| |ra_rb|6

Finally, one checks that there is no cross Coulomb-magnetic
contribution A.,,(8) at the dominant order r~® as a conse-
quence of transversality (Appendix B). So adding Egs. (36)
and (43) gives the final result

p(ra?rb) = PaPyp
22
e.e 5 1
"’h4,84papb ab|:1+ 5 2:| -
240mamh (Bmac )(mec ) |ra - rh|

(44)

as |r,—r,|— o and at lowest order in 7. One sees from Egs.
(14) and (22) that the order of magnitude of the ratio W,/ V.
is (Bmc?)™'. In an electrolyte at room temperature 7'
=300 K, this ratio is found to be ~107!!. The magnetic cor-
rection to the correlation decay (44) is negligible in this case.

V. PARTICLE CORRELATIONS IN THE MANY-BODY
SYSTEM

We apply the formalism developed in Sec. III to the de-
termination of the large-distance decay of the particle density
correlations in the more general case where all particles are
quantum mechanical, but still obeying Maxwell-Boltzmann
statistics.

We show hereafter that the algebraic r® decay of the
(truncated) particle density correlations,

Aab(ﬁ’{pz})
pT(’Ya’ra’ yb’rb) ~ |r r |6 >
a” b

[ro=rp| =, (45)
found in the absence of the radiation field [9,11] is not al-
tered, but that the coefficient A,,(8.{p,}) contains in addi-
tion small magnetic terms of the order (Bmc?)72, as in (44).
As an illustration, we give the lowest-order contribution of
this coefficient with respect to Planck’s constant 7.

By the Feynman-Kac-It6 representation, the full system
composed of quantum point charges coupled to the radiation
field has reduced to a classical-like system of extended
charged loops F=(r, v, &) for which all the methods of clas-
sical statistical mechanics apply. The only novelty comes
from the additional magnetic potential W,,. In the following,
we merely summarize the arguments since they are essen-
tially the same as those found in [9,11] when no radiation
field is present.

As usual, we express the truncated two-loop correlation
pr(Fo, Fp)=p(F,)p(Fp)h(F,,F,) in terms of the loop Ursell
function h(F,,F,). The latter function can be expanded in a
formal diagrammatic Mayer series of powers of the loop
densities p(F). One needs to resum the long-range part
of the Coulomb potential V., which is responsible for
the nonintegrability of the Mayer bonds f(F;,F))
=exp{—Beyieyj[VC(,7:,»,,7:j)+Wm(]-",-,]-"j)]}—1 at infinity. Using
the decomposition (26) we resum the convolution chains
built with the purely electrostatic long-range part
Veee(F,F') into a Debye-Hiickel-type screened potential
®,..(F,F'). Then reorganizing the diagrams leads to a rep-
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resentation of the loop Ursell function by terms of so-called
prototype diagrams, built with the two kinds of bonds

F(F,F') == Be ey ®yeo F.F), (46)

FR(]:,]:') — e—Be},cyr[flleleC(]:,f’)+W(F,.7-")] -1
+ ﬁe'ye'y’q)elec(]:’]:,)a (47)

where we have defined W=W_+ W, as in Sec. v.°

The potential ®..(F,F’) has been studied in [23]. It cor-
responds to the term n=0 of the full quantum analog of the
Debye-Hiickel potential given by formula (89) of [23]. This
contribution n=0 is shown to be decaying at infinity faster
than any inverse power of [r—r’'| [see formula (58) of [23],
and the comment following it].

The asymptotic decay of the two-particle correlation
p1(VasTas vp,Tp) is inferred from that of the loop correlation
pr(F,,F,) by integrating it over the Brownian shapes &, and
&,. The bond F is rapidly decreasing, and the asymptotic
decay of FR is dominated by the dipolar decays of W, and
Wi FRF,F')~-Beye,W(F,F') as [r-r'|—. We fur-
ther extract this dipolar part from F® and define the bond

FRF,F) = FRF,F') + Be e, W(F,F')
~ 3[Bee , WF.F)P=0(r-1'[°) (48)

and work now with the three bonds F, I*:R, and W.”

To find out the slowest-decaying diagrams, we write the
truncated two-loop correlation p(F,,F,) in an exact Dyson
series of convolution chains involving W and H:

pr(Fo Fp) = p(F)p(Fp)H(F,, Fp) — BIK*WxK)(F,, F)
+ BHExWxKxWxK)(F,, Fp) + -+, (49)

where H denotes the sum of the diagrams that remain con-
nected under removal of one W bond and K(F,,F,)
=p(F)p(F)H(F,, Fr)+ 8 F,,F,)p(F;). This topological
constraint ensures that H decays at least as r®. The series
(49) is conveniently analyzed in Fourier representation with
respect to r,—r,. After expanding W into the sum W_+W,,,
we have three types of chains: pure W, or W,, chains and
mixed W,, W, chains. It is shown in [9,11] that the contri-
bution of pure W, chains to the particle correlation
pT(ya7ra’ yb’rb)=fD(§a)fD(gb)pT(fa7Fb) decays StI'iCtly
faster than o(|r,—r,|"%. ® We show below that all other
chains containing W, bonds vanish identically as the conse-
quence of transversality. This implies that the longest-range

6Strictly speaking, the short-range repulsive potential needed in
the framework of Maxwell-Boltzmann statistics would arise here in
the exponent of Eq. (47). It has no implication in this discussion
about long-range behaviors, and we simply omit it.

"In [11], the bond F is further decomposed into a multipole ex-

pansion. Our bonds FR and FR differ formally from their bonds F)

and F | only by the inclusion of the magnetic contribution W, into
Ww.

8In this proof, only the invariance of H under rotations is used,
which also holds when the magnetic potential is included.
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part of the correlations originates from the function H in the
first term of the right-hand side of Eq. (49), hence the result
(45).

A chain mixing W, and W, bonds must have at least one
element W xK*xW,_, or W xKxW.. In Fourier space, one can
write, from Egs. (28) and (22),

(WC*K* Wm)(‘yg’ gm Yo» gb»k)

1 1
4 .
[ [ it s -5
0 0 k

1
X [T"2(k,s1)G""(k)] f dgp(sy)e My Sulsn)
0

(50)
where
Tvz(k,s1)=§ f D(&)? f D(&)
X MM EOVK(yy, £, 75, 6,.K)
X fol dEP(s,)e™ M85 (51)

and K(y,,&,,7,&,K) is the Fourier transform of K(F,,F,)
with respect to r;—r,. As the measures D(£,) and D(&,) and
the function K(y,;,&;,7,,&,K) are invariant under spatial
rotations, 7"2(k,s;) transforms as a tensor, implying that it is
necessarily of the form T"2(k,s;)=k"a(k,s;) for some rota-
tionally invariant function a of k. Using k*G**(k)=0 one
deduces immediately that (50) vanishes. The case of
W xKxW, is similar. To see that there are no chains contain-
ing only W,, bonds in pr(y,,r,,7¥,,.T;), it is sufficient to
notice that the integrated root element [D(&,)KxW,, also in-
volves a factor [ T"2(k) G*2"¢(k)] [for another function T"2(k)
transforming in a covariant manner] and thereby vanishes for
the same reason.

The graphs that do contribute to the -coefficient
Au(B.{p,}) of (45) are those of H that contain bonds with

algebraic decay: namely, FR and W. To select the lowest
contribution in %, one notes first that W is at least of order %2,
as seen in Egs. (25) and (30) which correspond to the lowest-
order terms in the multipolar expansions of W, and W,
(Higher-order multipoles generate higher powers of the de
Broglie wavelengths.) Since @ is rapidly decreasing, the

algebraic part of FR is of order A* and is given by
%[,Beyeer(f,}"’)]z, as in Eq. (48). Thus, up to order A*,
graphs with an algebraic decay can contain only one bond W,

two bonds W, or one bond FR belonging to paths connecting
the two root points. If there is a single such link W, by the
topological structure of H, there exists another path connect-
ing the root points made of the more rapidly decreasing

bonds F and FR. Hence the whole graph has a decay faster
than 9. If there are two W bonds in between the root points,
as each of them is of order #2, all the other bonds and ver-
tices can be evaluated in the classical limit #— 0. Conse-
quently, at least one of the extremities of either bond W is
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attached to a purely classical part of the graph, which is
independent of the Brownian shapes. We call such a point a
classical end of W. At such points, integration over the
Brownian shape of the loop “kills” the > decay of W (see
Appendix C), leading to an overall decay faster than r°.
Finally, at order #*, the only graphs that contribute to (45)
are constituted by a single FR bond linked to the root points
by purely classical subgraphs. The sum of such graphs con-
tributes to the particle correlation in the large-distance limit
as

pT(ya’ Ty Vs rh)

-~ 2 |:fdrnT(’Ya’ylar):|

Y1:72

X{fdrn%l(’)’z,%,r)} jD(gl)fD(§2)

1 i
X E[:Be-yleyzwdlp( Y1 gl? Y2, §2’ra - rb)]z’ (52)

where WP=WaP L WP is the sum of the dipolar parts (30)
and (25) of W, and W,,, and n$(y,,y,,r) is the classical
truncated two-point density correlation (including coincident
points). The functional integrals in (52) have been calculated
in Sec. IV [see Eq. (37)—(44)], yielding the final result

hpt .
Pr(Yake Yoty = 5 o > U dr n(v,, 71,r)}

Y1-72
2 2

cl 67167’2

X dr nT(72’ ’}’b,r)
My 1y,
1"

5 1
X| 1+
l ,Bmylczﬁmyzcz} Ir,— 1,6
(53)

as |r,—r,|—o and at lowest order in 7. To this order, the
only difference with (44) is the occurrence of the classical
correlation functions n%l, a manifestation of the fact that in
the quantum many-body problem, every pair of particles
contribute to the tail of the correlation function. This gener-
alizes the result of [12], formula (5.12), to the inclusion of
the magnetic interactions.

As a final comment, we observe that the inclusion of the
transverse degrees of freedom of the field does not modify
the charge sum rule in the system of loops and hence it also
holds for the charge correlations in the particle system. This
sum rule reads

FF)
JerD(f)E ’pT((fl ) S (54)
Y

It states that the charge of the cloud of loops induced around
a fixed loop F; exactly compensates that of F|. The proof
can be carried out word by word as in [23], Sec. 6.1.2. It
relies exclusively on the long-range part r~! of the Coulomb
potential V_ and is not altered by the presence of the mag-
netic potential W,,,.
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VI. TRANSVERSE FIELD CORRELATIONS

A characteristic feature of charged systems is that longi-
tudinal field correlations always remain long ranged in spite
of the screening mechanisms that reduce the range of the
particle correlations. It has been established on a microscopic
basis that the correlations of the longitudinal electric field E;

behave as [24,25]
1 2
aﬂav—{— il f dr|r|2S(r)},
x-y[l 3

x—y|— =, (55)

(Ef(X)E{(Y)r ~ -

where S(r) is the (classical or quantum-mechanical) charge-
charge correlation function.

In order to obtain the correlations of the transverse fields
we first consider correlations (A*(x)A”(y))t of the vector po-
tential at free points x and y in space. These correlations are
easily obtained by functional differentiation, adding to the
original Hamiltonian (1) a coupling to an external current

Jext(x)’

HL,R(jext) = HL,R - J dXJext(X) : A(X)’ (56)

so that

52

1
AHXA (Y)r= - B ST (%) 8T (y)

X In Tre PHLr Tex) (57)

T exi=0
Decomposing H; z as in Eq. (7) one can write

1 &

B(x)A” T T R s (VS (o)
(AMX)AY(Y)7 2 ST* (x) 8T (y)

In Trpp,,

Xexp(iﬂdeJext(X)’A(X)>>
rad

Jexl:O
(58)
Using the Feynman-Kac formula as in Sec. III one sees that

the only modification in Eq. (17) is the replacement of the
loop current J(x) by the total current’

Tot(X) = T(X) + Texi(x). (59)

The Gaussian integration on the field variables replaces Eq.
(17) by

As a consequence of the imaginary coupling constant in the
Hamiltonian (56), the total current is real, so that we can still apply
the Gaussian integration formula used in Eq. (17).
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exp{— bl 3<J¢gt<k>>*Gw<k>xzt<k>}

B[ d _, x
=exp —EJ@G“ (T T

+(JE) T+ (T T+ (T4 Ted(K) (. (60)

Therefore, from Eq. (60), functional differentiation with re-
spect to Jy according to Eq. (58) produces two terms

(AH(X)AY(y))1 = (AH(R)A(Y))} + (AMX)A(y)F™. (61)

The first contribution (written in Fourier form)

1 dk .
AM(X)AY 0_ — zk~(x—y)Gp,v k
(A*(x)A™(y))r 5] am¢ (k)
1 <5MV+ erV) oo
-~ B r— o, r=x-y,
2Br r y

(62)

arises from the part quadratic in J,, in Eq. (60). It describes
the thermal fluctuations of the free field, and in view of Eq.
(20), decays as r~!. The second term, coming from the part
linear in J .y,

dk dk’
(277)36 (2m)

X G*(K)G"(K' (T (K) T (K'))r,
(63)

ik-x ik'y

(AHX)A"(y)r" =~

36

represents the modification to the free-field fluctuations
caused by the presence of matter. It involves the loop current
correlation function (J7(k)7"(k’))r where the average is
taken with respect to the thermal weight (23) for the
statistical-mechanical system of loops. Expressing the cur-
rents J(K)=[dF j(F,kK)p(F) in terms of the density of
loops p(F)=2,8(F,F;) [see Eq. (16)], one can write this
current correlation in terms of the loop density correlation
function nr(y;, &, 7:,&,Kk) (including the contribution of
coincident points):

(TR T (K" ))r =27 sk +Kk')
X > JD(gl)fD(§2)7U(71’§l’k)
Y1:72

X(T(yy, &.K) nr(y, €1.E.K). (64)

The 8(k+K’) is the manifestation of the translational invari-
ance of the state, and we have set

_ eyi : o N k-&(s;)
Tr(')’i’gi’k)— \/ﬁm—leZJO dgi (s,-)e Yi . (65)

When Eq. (64) is introduced into Eq. (63) one obtains the
final form
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(AHX)A" ()T =~ f KNG (K) G (k) Q77 (k)

m*
(66)

where Q77(K) is the tensor

Q7(k)= 2 fD(&)fD(é)Y”(%,&,k)

Y172

X (T (v, &.K) nr(y, €y E.K). (67)

To obtain the long-distance behavior of this correlation we
examine the integrand in Eq. (67) at small k. Because of
isotropy, the tensor Q?7(k) transforms covariantly under the
rotations, and thus is of the form

Q7(k) = a(k) &7+ b(k)k°k™, k=|Kk|. (68)

The term k%k" does not contribute to Eq. (67) since G*?(k) is
transversal. Because of 1td’s lemma, 7%(v;, &;,K) is linear in
k as k—0, implying a(k)=ak’[1+o(k)]. Hence, using
8.,°(k) 6,7 (k)=8,"(k) one finds

G (k)G (k) Q""(K) = 4m% SR 1 +0(k)]

=4maG*(K)[1+0(k)]  (69)

as k— 0. This shows that (A*(x)A*(y))T"" has the same type
of decay as the free field part (62) with a modified amplitude.
Summing up the two contributions (61) gives

(AMX)AY(y)) ~ %(5’“’+ @)(é - 47Ta>, r— o0,

I%

(70)

For B(x)=V X A(x), one finds, from (70),

(B#(x)BV(y))va((?M(9V%>(118—47Ta>, r—oo. (71)

The constant a=a(%, B, p) embodies the effects of matter on
the transverse field fluctuations. It has a relativistic factor
(mc*)™" and vanishes in the classical limit #—0 (in accor-
dance to the Bohr—van Leeuwen decoupling) as O(A*) (see
Appendix D).

In order to find the correlations of the transverse electric
field

l&A(x,t)
c ot
B (47Tﬁc2

E(x)= -

=0

172 e
7S sttt
kA

\,“’2(1)k

R3
W « _yp. Loy .
X ( Qe X = — g e™ X) , (72)
c c

we couple the latter to an external polarization P,y (x),
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HL,R(Pext) = HL,R —i f dXPext(X) : E[(X), (73)

and proceed as after Eq. (56). This amounts to replacing
everywhere J., (k) by ikP., (k) so that the right-hand side
of Eq. (60) is changed into

dk * *
exp{— gf (277)3(3"”(1()[(.7”) T = ik(P&) T

+ k(TP + kz(Pg‘xt)*ngt](k)} . (74)

AS Py (r) and J(r) are real, 'szl(k)z’Pext(—k) and like-
wise for J. From the change of variable k——Kk, one sees
that the second term in the integrand in Eq. (74) is exactly
compensated by the third term. Only the term quadratic in
P.. remains, which is responsible upon functional differen-
tiation for the thermal fluctuations of the free field, as in Eq.
(62). Hence, the correlations of the transverse part of the
electric field are decoupled from matter and one finds

r— o,

1)1
(EFOOE! () = (ELOE/¥)§ ~ (m;) 5

(75)

The asymptotic correlation of the complete electric field
E(x)=E,(x) +E(x) follows from Egs. (55) and (75) [one can
check by similar calculations that the cross correlation
(Ef(x)E{(y))r vanishes identically]:

(E*(X)E*(y)r = (E{ (R E{(y))r + (EF (X E{(¥))r

=(aﬂaﬂi><?fdr|r|25(r)+é), r— o,
(76)

In the classical limit, S(r) satisfies the second-moment
Stillinger—Lovett sum rule [25] (=27/3) [dr|r|>S(r)=1/p.
Hence, the asymptotic longitudinal electric field correlations
in the matter are exactly compensated by those of the free
radiation part, as noted in [14]. However, this no longer
holds for quantum plasmas. As an illustration, for the quan-
tum one-component plasma (jellium), one has [26]

2 h h
e j arlesn) = 12 h(_‘;ﬁ)

2

-1, E(ﬁ—wﬂ) +0(hY,  (77)
B 3\ 2

where w, is the plasmon frequency. The long-range part of

the electric field correlations is thus a purely quantum-

mechanical effect. These findings are further discussed in the

concluding remarks (Sec. VIII).

VII. BOSE AND FERMI STATISTICS

In this final section we introduce the needed modifications
when the Fermi or Bose particle statistics are taken into ac-
count.
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The Bose or Fermi statistics of the particles can be incor-
porated in the formalism following the same procedure as
described in [8] and [11] (Sec. V). The matrix elements of
(8), which is still an operator depending on the particle vari-
ables, are to be evaluated with properly symmetrized (anti-
symmetrized) states. When combining the decomposition of
the permutation into cycles with the Feynman-Kac-Itd path
integral representation, this leads to a generalization of
the previous loops F=(r,y,& to Brownian loops L
=(¢,R, v,X) that carry ¢ particles (a set of particles labeled
by indices belonging to a permutation cycle of length ¢). The
loop is located at R and has a random shape which is a
Brownian bridge X(s), 0<s<g, X(0)=X(q)=0 with zero
mean and covariance:

f D(X)X,,(5))X,(5,) = 5’u,,q{min<s—l,2> - ﬂﬁ]
q 9 q4
(78)
We merely give the final formulas since all steps are essen-
tially identical as those presented in the above mentioned
works.
The grand canonical partition function of the particle sys-
tem, with the field degrees of freedom integrated out, takes
the following classical-like form in the space of loops:

AU Iy g
Ey=2 oy [T dcz(L)expl- BUL,, ... .L,)].
n=0 " i=1

(79)

Integration on phase space means integration over space and
summation over all internal degrees of freedom of the loops:

fdﬁ'--=de22 DX)--- . (80)

vy g=1

UL,,...,L,) is the sum of the pair interactions between two
different loops eyiey/_[VC(E,»,E D+Wi(L;, L)) with

qi qj
VC(;CI,L]) = f dslf dS25(§'1 - :572)
0 0

1
X
[R;+ X\, Xi(s1) = R; =\, X(52)]

(81)

the Coulomb potential and

1 dk
,8\/m,/[_m,/jc2 (2m)

3 eik~(r,~—rj)

Wm(ﬁi, ‘C]) =

qi
0

4j .
X f dXj(sp)e  MXIGH (k) (82)
0

the effective magnetic potential obtained after integrating out
the field variables. Here §=s mod 1 and 8(5)=2"_ _e* ™" is
the periodic Dirac function of period 1 that takes into ac-
count the equal-time constraint imposed by the Feynman-
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Kac formula. Finally, the activity z(£;) of a loop,

(m,)7" 2
Z(‘Ct) = - y’2 3/2
qi (277'%')\«/[.)
Xexp{— B[uself(ﬁi) + vwalls(ﬁi)]}’ 2y, = eBM7i7
(83)

incorporates the chemical potential Moy, of the particle, the
effects of quantum statistics (7]7 =1 for bosons and 7y, =-1
for fermions), and the internal interaction L{self(/u’ )
=(=Be?12)(V.+W,)(L;, L,) of the particles belonging to the
same loop (omitting the infinite Coulomb self-energies of the
point particles). The addition of the magnetic potential W,,, is
the only modification compared to the formalism previously
developed for pure Coulombic interactions. Maxwell-
Boltzmann statistics and the potentials (22) and (14) of Sec.
III are recovered when only single-particle loops (¢=1) are
retained.

At this point, due to the classical-like structure of the
partition function (79), methods of classical statistical me-
chanics can be used in the auxiliary system of loops, in par-
ticular the technique of Mayer graphs, as in Sec. V. The
statistics of the particles affects the coefficients of the tails of
the density and field correlations, but not their general forms
(45), (71), and (76).

VIII. CONCLUDING REMARKS

The Feynman-Kac-Itd path integral representation of the
Gibbs weight enables one to integrate out the (classical) field
variables. This yields an exact pairwise magnetic potential in
the space of loops, which is asymptotically dipolar. It gener-
ates small [O((Bmc?)~2)] corrections to the tail of the particle
correlation due to the pure Coulombic interaction.

A word is necessary about spin interactions that have not
been included in the above discussion. Spin-% electrons give
rise to the additional term —vZ7 0;-B(r;) in the Hamil-
tonian, with B(r)=VAA(r), v=g.efi/4mc, g, the gyromag-
netic factor, and o the Pauli matrices. Using spin coherent
states [27], a functional integral representation of the Gibbs
weight can be constructed including the coupling of the spins
to the field. Since this coupling is linear with respect to the
vector potential, Gaussian integration on the field variables
leads again to an effective spin-spin interaction W(i,;) and
effective cross interactions Wy, (i,j) and W, (i,j) between
spin and orbital magnetism; details can be found in [28]. One
finds that these interactions are of dipolar type ~r73,
and they have to be added to the magnetic potential W,,(i, ).
In a homogeneous and isotropic phase, the spin interaction
terms contribute to the r° tail of the partlcle correlations
with the same amplitude )\2)\ e ebpap,,/m myc*, up to nu-
merical factors, as that found in Sec. IV in the case of the
magnetic potential W,.

Regarding the electric field correlations in the plasma, we
also find that they have an algebraic decay of dipolar type.
This is in disagreement with the macroscopic calculation
presented by Landau and Lifshitz [2] (Sec. 88), based on

r—o
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linear response theory and the fluctuation-dissipation theo-
rem. Indeed, the electric field fluctuations obtained in this
theory are short ranged (exponentially fast decaying): unlike
in our calculation, the algebraic parts of the longitudinal and
transverse correlations compensate exactly in the Landau—
Lifshitz formulas [29]. Understanding the relation between
our strictly microscopic approach and the macroscopic
theory of field fluctuations is an open problem.

Let us, however, briefly point out some differences be-
tween the two approaches. The microscopic approach in-
volves all length scales, whereas Landau and Lifshitz assume
that the correlations of the polarization are local (& correlated
in space) and thus deal with a wave-number-independent di-
electric function €(w). Taking into account the wave number
dependence, it is likely that e(k, w) has terms nonanalytic in
k, reflecting the fact that Coulombic matter has algebraically
decaying correlations. In fact, for the jellium model, the
static dielectric function e(k,®w=0) has a singular term ~|k]|
in its small-k expansion [30]. It is possible that in a nonlocal
generalization of the Landau-Lifshitz theory such singular
terms also generate power-law decays of the field correla-
tions. Furthermore, the magnetic permeability is usually set
equal to that of the vacuum, thus ignoring the magnetization
fluctuations, whereas in our calculation the latter are properly
included.

We stress again that the results of this paper hold when
the electromagnetic field is classical, which is supposed to
correctly depict the small-wave-number regime, as said in
the Introduction. Hence, the occurrence of the Planck con-
stant originates exclusively from the quantum-mechanical
nature of matter. If the field is quantized, we can, however,
not exclude an interplay between 7i 4., and figeq, Which
could lead to a modification of the asymptotic formulas pre-
sented in the paper.
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APPENDIX A

To establish Eq. (40) according to the middle point pre-
scription (12) one has to evaluate the rotationally covariant
tensor

1 1
fD(lf)f dfa(s)f d&7(1)&°(s)€%(1)
0 0

D(g){ga =&k - —)]

x [fwm) - &1- n%ﬂ %{f‘“(m ret,- i)]
1 1

Xg{&(lmhi (lm—;)]

SVEUA | + SO A, + SSVA,,

lim 2

nm==°  l=1

(A1)

036113-12



EQUILIBRIUM CORRELATIONS IN CHARGED FLUIDS...

where  k,=k/n  and  [,=l/m. C(s,1)

="(min(s,t)—st) [see Eq. (11)], one has

Setting

1 1 1
A;= lim —{C(kn,lm)—c<kn,lm——>—C(k,,——,lm)
4 m n

n,m—o"

1 1
Ay= lim Z[C(kn,k,,) + C(k,,,kn - —) - C(k,, -
n

n,m—oo"

1 1 1
~Clk,——k,—~ ||| c,nl,)+C| 1.1, — —

n n m

1 11
-c\t,-—.1,|-clt,-=1,-=]|,

m n n

1 1 1
Az = lim —{C(kn,lm)+C<kn,lm——)C(k”——,lm>
4 m n

n,m—o

1 1 1
- C(k,, - =0 —)} {C(lm,k,,) + C(lm,k,, - —)
m n

(A2)

This results from the application of Wick’s theorem
to the Gaussian average (Al) with covariance (11).
Expanding C(k,—1/n,1,)=C(k,,l,)—(1/n)(3,C)(k,,L,) and
C(k,,l,—1/m)=C(k,,1,)—(1/m)(8,C)(k,,l,) and taking the
limits n,m— % gives

1 1
1
A1=f dsj dtC(S,[)(<91(92C)(S,t)=—,
0 0 12

1 (" 4a 2
(f ds—C(s,s)) =0,
4\J, ds

Az =
1 1 1
A3=J dsf dt(9,C)(s,1)(,C)(s,t) =— —, (A3)
0 0 12
hence the result (40).
APPENDIX B

From Egs. (22) and (28) the cross Coulomb-magnetic
term is

PHYSICAL REVIEW E 73, 036113 (2006)

BzeieifD(ga)p(ga) f D(gb)p(gb)Wc(]:a’fh)Wm(]:a’]:b)

Béle; dk, dk,

— 3 ei(k1+k2)‘(ra—rb)
vmmycr ) 2m)? ) Q2m)?

1 !
X J dslf ds,[ 8(s) = 55) = 11(HY) (k. Ky, 51)
0 0

4ar
XH}])}(kthssZ)?GMV(kZ)s (Bl)

1

where
Hg(kl’kz’SI) - f D(fa)P(fa)e_”‘akl'fa(sl)
1 o
Xf dfg(s)e")‘akz'ia(S). (BZ)
0

Because of the rotational invariance of D(&,)p(£&,), averages
of odd powers of &, vanish. This implies that in the small-
k;.k, expansion of H*(k;,k,,s;) only odd monomials in
k,,k, occur:

1
Hg(klvkbsl)~fD(§a)p(§a)f A& ()liNKy - €,(5)]
0

+0s(k;.ky)
=const X k4 + 03(k,k,), (B3)

where O5(k,,k,) represent monomials of order 3 in the com-
ponents of ki,k,. The same holds for H(k,,k,,s,). Since
k5G*¥(k,)=0 by transversality, one concludes that the term
(B1) decays at least as |r,—r,|™®.

APPENDIX C

If point i in W,(i,j) or W,,(i,)) is a classical end, there is
no other & dependence at this point than that arising from
these bonds. In the asymptotic formula (30) for W, this de-
pendence is linear and thereby vanishes upon the space-
inversion invariant D(&,) integration. In the case of W, from
formula (22), the D(&;) integration yields the factor

1
f D(&) f dgt(s,)e™ NG oc r (C1)
0

because of covariance under rotation. Hence, this contribu-
tion vanishes as a consequence of transversality k*G**(Kk)
=0.

APPENDIX D

An explicit expression for the constant a=a(#,B,p)
follows from taking the trace in Eq. (69) and using
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Eq. (67) expanded for small k. This yields

1 67)\767’)‘7’] f '
a==2 ———— | D& | D(&)
2%27’ Bmm.c? ¢ ¢
1 1
x [ ag) | agonk- o
0 0

X[k - £ ()18 (k)ny(1.£,y & k=0), (D)
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where k=k/k. As AN is of order %2, at lowest order in
f one can set =0 in the correlation function. The latterbe-
comes independent of the quantum fluctuations &, & and re-
duces to the density correlation function of the correspond-
ing classical system. The remaining functional integrals, of
the type [D(&)[ édg”“(s)g"(s), vanish identically. The terms of
order O(#) in ny are necessarily linear in & or &'. They do
not contribute to a since averages of odd powers & or &' are
zero, implying that there are no %3 terms in a. We thus con-
clude that a is O(A%).
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