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Selfconsistent O verhauser m odel for the pair distribution fiinction of an electron gas
in dim ensionalities D = 3and D = 2
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W e present selfconsistent calculations of the spin-averaged pair distrdbution fiinction g(r) for
a hom ogeneous electron gas in the param agnetic state in both three and two din ensions, based
on an extension of a m odel that was originally proposed by A .W . Overhauser [Can. J. Phys.
73, 683 (1995)] and further evaliated by P. G oriG iorgi and J. P. Perdew Phys. Rev. B 64,
155102 (2001)]. Them odel involves the solution ofa two-electron scattering problem via an e ective
Coulom bic potential, that we determ ine w ithin a selfconsistent H artree approxin ation. W e nd
num erical results for g (r) that are in excellent agreem ent w ith Q uantum M onte C arlo data at low
and Intem ediate coupling strength rs, extending up to rs 10 in din ensionality D = 3. H owever,
the H artree approxin ation does not properly account for the em ergence ofa rstneighbor peak at
stronger coupling, such asatrs = 5in D = 2, and has lin ited accuracy in regard to the spin-resolved
com ponents grn (r) and gry (r). W e also report calculations of the electron-electron s-wave scattering
length, to test an analytical expression proposed by O verhauser in D = 3 and to present new resuls
In D = 2 at m oderate coupling strength. Finally, we indicate how this approach can be extended
to evaluate the pair distrlbbution fiinctions in inhom ogeneous electron system s and hence to obtain
In proved exchange-correlation energy flinctionals.

PACS numbers: 7110 L a —E lectron gas, Fermm igas
71 A5G m —-Exchange, correlation, dielectric and m agnetic finctions, plasn ons

I. NTRODUCTION

M any ofthe electron-electron interaction e ects in sin plem etalsand sem iconductors can be understood by reference
to the hom ogeneous electron-gasm odel. A centralrole isplayed by the electron-pair distribution function g (r), which
describes how shor't—range exchange and correlations enter to determm ine the probability of nding two electrons at a
relative distance rﬂ: The m ean potential energy of the electron gas can be calculated from g (r) and hence, through
an integration over its dependence on the coupling strength, the total energy as well. Thus, an accurate know ledge
of this function is crucial for applications of density functional theoryé DOFT) in various schem es that have been
proposed to‘ttansoend the localdensity approxin ation (LDA ) In the construction of exchange and correlation energy
ﬁmctjona]s.:f

A precise de niion of g(r) is through the average num ber of electrons contained In a spherical shell of radius
r and thickness dr centered on an electron at the origin, which is given by ng@) p r° 'dr where D is the space
din ensionality, n the electron density, and p the solid angle n D dimensions Wih , = 2 and 3 = 4 ).
In fact, g(r) is the average of the distrbution fiinctions for parallel- and antiparallelspin electron pairs, g () =
g (x) + gvs (©)F2. W hile this soin-average re ects the charge-charge correlations in the electron gas, the soin-spin
correlations are described by the di erence distribution function gq (r) = gnr (v)  gvs ) F2.

E arly calculations of the pair distribbution Iﬁmctjons In the 3D electron gaswere based on the use of a B ijtJastrow
correlated w ave fiinction forthe ground statelE' and on exploiting the uctuation-dissipation theorem fora selfconsistent
detemm ination from the charge and spin response finctions? These early results were validated w ith the advent of
the Quantum M onte Carlo QM C) tedquues,:z which have produced a vlvllelalth of aoculigte data on correlation and
response fiinctions over a w ide range of coupling strength rboth the 3D 22 and the 2D 2 case. The QM C data have
In tum stim ulated a num ber of further theoretical studies.
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Here we are speci cally concemed w ith the approach proposed by Ovefnauser;lq for the evaluation of the value
g (0) of the pair distrbution function at contact. W hile g« (0) vanishes on account of the Pauli principle, g4 (0)
is determ ined by the twobody scattering events and in O verhauser’s m odel was obtained from the solution of an
e ective Schrodinger equation for the' relative m otion of two electrons w ith antiparallel spins. Earlier work had
dem onstrated an exact cusp condition®k relating the logarithm ic derivative o}’ gny (r) at contact to the Bohr radius,
and had em phasized the in portance of the electron-electron ladder diagram 43 in eva}gathg grs (0). The approach
of O verhauser has subs'equently been used to evaluate gny (0) In the 2D electron gas,ﬂ and has been extended by
G oriG lorgiand Perdew? to evaluate g(r) at nier in 3D through an accurate num erical solution of O verhauser’s
twobody Schrodinger equation. T heir results are In good agreem ent w th QM C data in the short-range part of g (r).

In the present w ork we further develop this approach to the evaluation ofthe pair distribution functionsby (i) adopt-
Ing a selfconsistent H artree schem e for the determm nation ofthe e ective potentialentering the tw o-body Schrodinger
equation; and (i) carrying out calculations forboth a 3D and a 2D electron gas. T he paper is organized as follow s.
Section gf[ presents the essential theoretical background and Section :_]]-;t reports and discusses our num erical results.
In Section :}\-{: we Indicate how this approach could be extended to evaluate pair correlations in an inhom ogeneous
electron gas and hence to obtain In proved exchange-correlation energy fuinctionals for applications of DFT . A brief
sum m ary concludes the paper In Section :;‘L\-{: .

II.ESSENTIAL THEORY

Follow ing the work ofO vefnausex:lq and of G ort6 iorgiand P erdew :14:, we ain to solve the two-electron scattering
problem in som e e ective interaction potential V (r) (assum ed to be independent of the spin state of the electron
pair) in order to determ ine the wave functions kK (r;R ) and k#K (r;R ) Porthe paralleland antiparallel spin states.
Here,r=1r; 1, andR = (r + r)=2 are the relative coordinate and the centerofm ass coordinate of the pair, the

conjigate m om enta being k and K . T he spin-resolved pair distrdbution finctions g o (r) can then be obtained as
0
g o) =thi  x GR)FL ig @)

where thu:d i ) represents averages over the scattering anglk and over the probability p k) of nding two electrons
w ith relative m om entum k in the electron gas,
Z . z
hH)iip(k)=(l=D)o dkpk) dpO: 2)
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T he finction p (k) can be calculated from the m om entum distrbution n (k)£423, ushg
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T he prefactor In front of the Integral is obtained from the condition that p (k) should integrate to unity.
T he pair wave functions can be w ritten In the form of angularm om entum expansions,

P—-exp (iK R) S B
o ©R)= - 2—p a0 Do @)
=1 (odd)
and
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=1
whereAf3)( )= @+ 1)P.(cos ) In tem s of the Legendre polynom ialP . (x) andAfZ)( )= 2cos (' ). In Eq. :@)

the sum over ‘ runs over odd integers, because the soinor associated w ith the "" state is sym m etric and hence the



coordinate part ofthe wave function has to be antisym m etric under exchange. T he spinor associated w ith the "# state
has Instead no de nie symm etry and hence the sum in Eq. (i_i') runs over all nteger values of ‘. Upon perform ing
the angular average In Eq. @) one obtains
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where B f3) =2+ land B ‘(2) = 2. Finally, the Schrodinger equation for the wave function (Dk)

(r) is
e 1 P o mive Dw-E oy ®)
——t — — r e @)= (@
2 dr2 22 TP 4 i 2 i
where = m=2 is the reduced m ass of the electron pair, L2 = h® *(*+ 1) wjth ‘= 0;1;2;:::and L2 = h? 2 with
Y= 0; 1; : (the negative values of " are acoounted for by the choiceB® = 2 1 Egs. (r_é) and (::/:)). In solving

Eqg. (ld) we In pose as a boundary condition that f?k (r) tends asym ptotically to the free solution (ie. the onewhich

is obtaned by setting V (r) = 0) except for a phase shift.

The form ofEq. (:_6) ensures that the relation gw» (0) = 0 is satis ed, since all functions E];Dk) (r) vanish at the origin
oor *6 0. The cusp condition on gy (r) readsdIngny (r)=drj-o = l=ap m D = 3 and dIngw )=drj-o = 2=az In
D = 2: Pollow ing the argum ent given by K inba]ﬁl:, i willbe satis ed ifV (r) tends to the bare Coulomb potential
forr ! 0. It is also easily seen? that the H artree Fock results for gne (r) and gws (r) are recovered ifV (r) is set to

zero in Eq. ;ﬁ) . G iven a general scattering potentialV (r), there is no guarantee that the charge neutrality condition,
Z

n Prgx 11= 1; )

issatis ed. W e have num ericalevidence that Eq. ('Q:) is fi1l lled forour choice ofV (r) (see subsection A).The accuracy
w ith which this happens depends in practice on the num erical solution ofEq. @) and thus on the num ber of angular
mom entum states that are lncluded in Egs. ('_4) and (E) a4

B efore proceeding to present our choice forthe potentialV (r) nEqg. @) , We report the expressions for the probability

function p k) introduced in Eq. (3) . Usihg the m om entum distrbution n k) = (& k) for the free Ferm igas, one
obtains
k2 K3 k5
po k)= 24— 36— + 12— (10)
kF kF F
nD = 34 and
" S #
©) lek k k 1 k? a1
Po = arccos — — —
ke ke ke ke

inD = 2 . W e have also eva]uated pk) for Jnteract'_mg_ electrons using QM C data on the m om entum distribbution
from the work ofO rtiz and Ba]Joné In 3D and ofC ontf" in 2D . However, this led to only an all changes in the pair
distrbution finctions reported in Sect.'II} w ith the help of Egs. (10) and {11).

A . H artree potential and selfconsistency

O verhauser’'s proposaﬂq for calculating g (0) In the 3D case was to approxin ate V (r) by the electrical potential of
a m odel consisting of an electron at the origin and a neutralizing sphere of uniform ly distributed charge w ith radius



rsag = (@4 n=3) 1=3 | Gauss's law ensures that V (r) vanishes outside the sohere, and an approxin ate so]ut"jgn of
the scattering problem could be obtained by an ierative procedure. In the work of G ori iorgi and Perdew?? the
sam em odel for V (r) was adopted to evaluate g (r), but a full solution of the Schrodinger equation ér_é) was achieved.
In the 2D case with e?=r interaction, on the other hand, the potential ocutside a unifom ly charged disk of radius
rsag = ( n) ' wih an elctron at its center does not vanish, since the electrical orce eld extends outside the
plane in which the electrons arem oving. A m ore re ned m odel is therefore neoessary.'l‘d’-

Herewe approxin ateV (r) in Eq. (-_8') by the H artree potential due to the w hole distrbution ofelectrical charge and
evaliate it w ith the help of P oisson’s equation. M ore precisely, In the 3D caseV (r) is taken to satisfy the equation

V= 4 @+ng) 1I; a2)

where . isthe radialLaplace operator. T he appropriate P oisson equation for the H artree potentialVy (r;z) in the
2D case, w ith r the radialdistance in the electron plane and z the vertical distance from the plane, is

d2
(:+ S WValmz)= 41 @HnEe 1 @ @)

and what is needed is V (r) = Vy (r;0). Evidently, by solving Eq. @) in conjinction with Eq. {2) orEq. {I3) we
obtain a selfconsistent determm ination ofthe e ective potential and of the radial distribution function.
T he solution ofEq. d_fé) and Eq. C_l-I_;) is easily obtained by Introducing Fourier transform s. W e de ne the structure

factor S (k) through the relation
Z

Sk)=1+n J&rgr) 1llexp( ik 1): (14)

Tt is then easily seen that the Fourder transform ofV (r) (¢ (), say) is given by
¥ k)= vk)s k) 15)

wherev(k) = 4 €=k nD = 3andvk) = 2 e*=k in D = 2. To prove Eq. (15) in the 2D case, we notice that the
Fourier transform of Vy (r;z) from Eq. C_ié) is

o4&
@H k;kz) = m S k) 16)
so that
z dk 2 &
z e -
P kiz) 2—esz @y kiky) = e *Fls k) ; a7

and ® k) = ¥ k;z= 0)= 2 &’S k)=k.

Let us exam Ine the asym ptotic behaviours of the e ective potential ¥ (k) given n Eq. C_l-ﬁ) . At largem om enta the
structure factor S (k) tends to unity, so that ® k) ! v (k) and V (r) tends to the bare C oulom b potential in the Iim it
r! 0.Asalready rem arked, this property ensures that the cusp condition on g(r) issatis ed. Inthelmit k ! 0,on
the other hand, charge neutrality ensures the validity ofthe plasm on sum rule, which m ay be w ritten in the form

k]'ino S (k) = "k=h!p;|_ (18)
where ", = h’k?=2m and ! is the leading term in the plasm on dispersion relation, given by !p1= (4 ne’=m )2 i
3D andby !p1= (2 ne’k=m )™ in 2D . T herebre,

Im ¢ &)= h!p=2n 19)

In both dim ensionalities. That is, the Fourder transform of our choice for the e ective scattering potential tends in
the Jong-wavelength 1in it to a constant n D = 3 and to zerowith a k'™ law n D = 2.



B . s-w ave scattering length

W e com plete this discussion by show Ing how the s-w ave scattering length ag. (rs) can be evaliated from the num erical
solution of the electron-electron scattering problem . The swave phase shift (k) is introduced through the large—
distance behavior of the two-particle scattering state wih ‘= 0 at xed m om entum Xk,

ol @) coskr @ D+ o] 20)

From ¢ (k) the scattering length is obtained by the requirem ent that the wave function outside the range of the
potential should vanish at r= as.. In D = 3 thisyields from Eq. C_Z-(_)') the wellknown relation

ae )= Iim 0 &) : (21)
ko k
A sin ple analytical expression or ag (rs) in the 3D electron gas is available from the work ofO vemauseﬂq,
) 10 @2)
Qg s) = rsap ————
seel T T 1y 3r,=8

T he introduction of the concepts of e ective range and scattering length ismuch m ore delicate in D = 2. In the
work of Verhaar et al%4 the HH atom ic scattering problem was analyzed in detail. T he m ost appropriate form ofthe
outer wave function in 2D is

o @) explio®)]coslo®)IE kr) tan [o&)INg kr)g ; @3)
In tem s of the Bessel functions Jy (x) and N x). The relation between scattering length and phase shift thus is
tan [ g k)] = Jo kas)=N( kas), taking at low energy a form which is the sam e as for the scattering of two hard
spheres of radiis ag.,

cotlok)l= @=) [ + I kae=2)]+ ok”) @4)

where is the Euler's constant, = 0:577215665 . In Se'_c-g:. IIT we determ ine the scattering length for the 2D
electron gas by tting the expression n Eg. (2-41:) to the phase shift cbtained from the asym ptotic behavior of the
tw o-electron wave function as a function ofk at Iow energy. An analytical expression or as. in the strong-coupling
lim i has been given by Poliniet al%d.

ITII.NUM ERICAL RESULTS

W e report in Fjgures:;l: to B our num erical results for the pair distribution fiinctions and for the selfconsistent
scattering potential. Starting w ith the 3D system , Fjgure-r}' show s the spin-averaged g (r) at rs = 10, In com parison
wih the QM C data reported by O rtiz et aL.}f T he results obtained by G ori6 iorgi and Perdew?®? within the same
theoretical schem e, but w ith O verhauser’s choice for the e ective potentialV (r), are also shown in Figure -}' It is
seen from the Figure that both choices of V (r) yield excellent agreem ent w ith the QM C data for the short-range
part of the electron-electron correlations, up to r=(rsag ) 1. However, the selfconsistent calculation based on the
use of the H artree potential becom es de nitely superior at large distance, where (at this intermm ediate value of the
coupling strength) it continues to be In excellent agreem ent w ith the data. T he H artree potential at selfconsistency
is shown in Fjgure:_z, for both the 3D and the 2D case. W em ay also ram ark that the cusp condition is satis ed by
our num erical results in both cases.

W ith further increase in the coupling strength the pair distrbution function from the QM C work starts developing
a rstneighbor peak, and this behavior is not reproduced quantitatively by the theory. This is illustrated in F igure



:_3 for the electron gas in D = 2. As iswellknown, the reduction in dim ensionality enhances the role of the electron—
electron correlations: this is also clear from com paring the scattering potentials in the two panels n Figure :_2 . W hike
In 2D the selfconsistent theory rem ains quji:e‘accurate at m oderate coupling strength as is shown by the com parison
w ih the QM C data of Tanatar and C eper]ey:i’ at rg = 1 in the left-hand panel in Figure :_3, quantitative di erences
from the QM C data are seen to arise at rgy = 5 (right-hand panel in F igure '.:q") .

T he other aspect of the theory that needs testing concems the quality of its predictions In regard to the spin—
resolved pair distrbbution functions. This point is exam ined in F‘jgure:_ll for the 3D system at rs = 5 and 10, usihg
the QM C data of O rtiz et al. as analyzed by G ori6 iorgiet aL}.’ T he discrepancies between theory and sim ulation
are reasonably an all at these values of the coupling strength. It is evident from the F igure that these discrepancies
largely cancel out In taking the spin avarage, but w ill be m agni ed when one calculates the di erence distrdbution
function gy (r). Sin ilar theoretical results are shown In Fjgure:_'35 for the 2D system .

Finally, in Fjguresrﬁ and :j we report our results for the swave scattering length as a function of coupling strength
rs. For the 3D system the sin ple analytical form ula obtained by 0 verhause2? and reported In Eq. C_Z-g‘) is seen in
the kft panel in Fjgure-r_é to give a very good account of our results. Resuls for the 2D electron gas at m oderate
coupling strength are shown in the right-hand panel in F igure 4, while F igure] show show they have been obtained
by tting the expression (2-41:) to our num erical results for the phase shift In swave as a function ofm om entum at low
mom enta. Itm ay be rem arked that the m agnitude of ¢ (k) in the present electron-electron scattering in 2D is sm aller
than that in the H-H scattering problem studied by Verhaaret a1d by a factor ofabout 2. T his yields, how ever, huge
di erences In the m agnitude of the scattering length. O ur resuls in the right-hand panel in Figure '§ should thusbe
regarded as being very sensitive to the details of the theory and hence as having lim ited quantitative value.

IV.EXTENSION TO INHOM OGENEOUS SYSTEM S

In this section we brie y iIndicate how the approach that we have presented in Sect. ﬂ could be extended to dealw ih
the pair distrlbbution fiinction in an inhom ogeneous electron system , sub ct to an extemal scalar potential Ve, ().
T he electron-electron correlations are described in such a system by an inhom ogeneous pair distribution fiinction,
g ;%) say. T he exchange and correlation energy fiinctional is given by
Z Z
Eyc = % Lr Lfnone® g 1ive ©9; @3)

where n (r) is the inhom ogeneous electron density and g (r;r% is cbtained from g_(r;ro) by an integration over the
coupling strength at xed n (r) (see for nstance the book by D reizler and G rossg) . The calculation of g (r;r% by
m eans ofa tw o—electron scattering problem rem ains in this case a genuine two-body problem . Ik requires for each soin
state solution of the equation

n2

om (n+ )t Vext(tim)+ V (t1;12) 1 ir)= 12 g, @ir); (26)
where . is the Laplace operator, Vext (1;12) = Vext 1) + Vext (2), and V (r1 ;1) is the e ective electron-electron
potential. T he H artree approxin ation on the e ective potential, leading to

Z
Vmin)=vin n)t+t LCPhed)gmi® nn@ivE ) ()

provides an approxin ate selfconsistent closure of the problem transcending the usualLDA or other approaches that
appeal to the exchange-correlation hol of the hom ogeneous electron gas. In the previous equation C_Z-]I), ny, @) is the
density of the background.

Finally, a relation between g (r;r’) and the tw o-electron scattering states  ,, (r;r’) isneeded. This relation can in
generalbe w ritten in the follow Ing form :



X 0
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w here the sum runs over all the occupied levels i1, . T he appropriate degeneracy factor ’ orthe eigenvalue 1, is

12

zero in thecase = % if |, (r;r%) is symm etric under the exchange r $ .
Forbuilding the exchange and correlation energy fiinctionalin Eq. C_2-§') , one needs to calculate the pair distribbution
function at each given coupling strength by repeating the procedure outlined abovewith v(¥x; )= =I1 1

T he density pro ke n (r) isneeded at full coupling strength and requires to be obtained by a parallelDFT procedure.
T he pair distrdbbution finction at full strength is, in itself, a very interesting quantity.

A s an exam ple of application of such schem e, we would lke to m ention the problem ofa nite num ber of electrons
con ned In a quantum dot??. I this case the elgenvalues ;, are discrete and the summ ation procedure reported in
Eqg. C_2-§') corresponds to  1ling the lowest energy states w ith all the available electrons.

Another problem of Interest is represented by a system of electrons con ned In a quantum well, In cases where
the electron dynam ics is im portant also In the growth direction so that the con nem ent cannot be handled by a
sin ple reduction to 2D . Com pared to the previous exam ple, the sum m ation procedure is in this case m ore nvolved.
The di culty comes from the fact that the motion In the transverse direction is free, and this in plies that for
each subband in the growth direction there is a dispersion in the transverse direction associated w ith the in-plane
mom entum . Exam ples of such physical systgg sy which are In a sense Intermm ediate between 3D and 2D , have been
discussed Br instance by U lirich and V igna¥®? and by Luin et al?}.

M ore generally, the possbility of testing theories of the exchange-correlation hole and of the exchange-correlation
energy density, in strongly inhom ogenous electronic system s is opening up through novel applications of variational
OM C method<3.

V.SUMMARY

In this work we have proposed an extension of O verhauser'sm odel for the electron-electron correlations in the 3D
electron gas on the basis of a selfconsistent H artree approxin ation for the electron-electron scattering potential. W e
have con m ed that them odelis quie accuratelx describing the shortrange part of the exchangecorrelation hol, as
already dem onstrated by G ori6G iorgiand P erdew'i‘g, and shown that it can be usefully extended to cover the fi1ll range
of interelectronic separation over an appreciable range ofvalues ofthe coupling strength . A s already noted in Sect.:_]:l-;t,
the accuracy of the present H artree approxin ation is lim ited to the range of values of ry below the developm ent of
a rstneighbor peak in the pair distribbution function. W e have also shown that the original proposal of O verhauser
yields a very accurate analytical form ula for the electron-electron scattering length, and indicated how this approach
could be extended to dealw ith the exchange-correlation hole in an inhom ogeneous electron gas, leading perhaps to
m ore accurate descriptions of the exchange-correlation energy functional.

W e have exam ined the usefilness of this approach In describing the exchange-correlation hole in the 2D electron
gas and the spin-resolved pair distribution finctions in the 3D electron gas. A sm ay be expected, the H artree approx—
In ation is quantitatively usefiilin 2D over a m ore lim ited range of coupling strength and hasm ore lim ited accuracy
In regard to the splitting of the exchange-correlation hole into its parallel and antiparallelspin com ponents. W ith
regard to these spin-resolved pair finctions, how ever, we feel that it is quite rem arkable that a H artree approxin ation
should already work as well as it does in our calculations. W e m ay hope that m a pr changes w ill not be needed to
explicitly inclide m any-body exchange corrections in the electron-electron scattering potential.

W e have also given som e attention to the determ ination ofthe electron-electron scattering length in the 2D electron
gas. A s is generally true for 2D system s, the logarithm ic dependence of the swave phase shift on kags. at very low
energy m akes this problem a very delicate one. W e have shown that the proposalm ade by Verhaar et all® i the
context of an atom -atom scattering process is just as usefil in regard to electron-electron scattering.



W e are currently exam Ining how the H artree scattering potential m ay be supplem ented by explicit inclusion of
corrections acocounting form any-body exchange and correlations, w ith them ain ain sof (i) In proving the quantitative
acoount of the spin-resolved com ponents of the exchange-correlation hole, and (i) studying how a rst-neighbor shell
em erges w ith Increasing coupling strength.
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FIG . 2. Selfconsistent scattering potentialV (r) in the H artrge approxin ation (in units ofh? ké =m ), asa function of = (rsas )
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