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Self-consistent O verhauser m odelfor the pair distribution function ofan electron gas

in dim ensionalities D = 3 and D = 2
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W e present self-consistent calculations ofthe spin-averaged pair distribution function g(r) for

a hom ogeneous electron gas in the param agnetic state in both three and two dim ensions,based

on an extension of a m odelthat was originally proposed by A.W .O verhauser [Can. J.Phys.

73, 683 (1995)]and further evaluated by P.G ori-G iorgi and J.P.Perdew [Phys. Rev. B 64,

155102 (2001)].Them odelinvolvesthesolution ofa two-electron scattering problem via an e�ective

Coulom bic potential,that we determ ine within a self-consistent Hartree approxim ation. W e �nd

num ericalresultsforg(r)thatare in excellentagreem entwith Q uantum M onte Carlo data atlow

and interm ediate coupling strength rs,extending up to rs � 10 in dim ensionality D = 3.However,

the Hartree approxim ation doesnotproperly accountforthe em ergence ofa �rst-neighborpeak at

strongercoupling,such asatrs = 5in D = 2,and haslim ited accuracy in regard tothespin-resolved

com ponentsg""(r)and g"#(r).W ealso reportcalculationsoftheelectron-electron s-wavescattering

length,to testan analyticalexpression proposed by O verhauserin D = 3 and to presentnew results

in D = 2 at m oderate coupling strength. Finally,we indicate how this approach can be extended

to evaluate the pairdistribution functionsin inhom ogeneouselectron system sand hence to obtain

im proved exchange-correlation energy functionals.

PACS num bers:71.10.Ca -Electron gas,Ferm igas

71.45.G m -Exchange,correlation,dielectricand m agnetic functions,plasm ons

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

M anyoftheelectron-electron interaction e�ectsin sim plem etalsand sem iconductorscan beunderstood byreference

to thehom ogeneouselectron-gasm odel.A centralroleisplayed by theelectron-pairdistribution function g(r),which

describeshow short-rangeexchangeand correlationsenterto determ ine the probability of�nding two electronsata

relative distance r.1 The m ean potentialenergy ofthe electron gascan be calculated from g(r)and hence,through

an integration overitsdependence on the coupling strength,the totalenergy aswell. Thus,an accurate knowledge

ofthis function is crucialfor applications ofdensity functionaltheory2 (DFT) in various schem es that have been

proposed to transcend thelocaldensity approxim ation (LDA)in theconstruction ofexchangeand correlation energy

functionals.3

A precise de�nition ofg(r) is through the average num ber ofelectrons contained in a sphericalshellofradius

r and thickness dr centered on an electron at the origin,which is given by ng(r)
D r
D � 1dr where D is the space

dim ensionality, n the electron density, and 
D the solid angle in D dim ensions (with 
2 = 2� and 
3 = 4�).

In fact,g(r) is the average ofthe distribution functions for parallel- and antiparallel-spin electron pairs,g(r) =

[g""(r)+ g"#(r)]=2. W hile thisspin-averagereectsthe charge-chargecorrelationsin the electron gas,the spin-spin

correlationsaredescribed by the di�erencedistribution function gd(r)= [g""(r)� g"#(r)]=2.

Early calculationsofthepairdistribution functionsin the 3D electron gaswerebased on the useofa Bijl-Jastrow

correlatedwavefunction forthegroundstate5 andonexploitingtheuctuation-dissipationtheorem foraself-consistent

determ ination from the charge and spin response functions.6 These early results were validated with the adventof

the Q uantum M onte Carlo (Q M C)techniques,7 which have produced a wealth ofaccurate data on correlation and

responsefunctionsovera widerangeofcoupling strength forboth the3D 7;8 and the2D 9 case.TheQ M C data have

in turn stim ulated a num beroffurthertheoreticalstudies.
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Here we are speci�cally concerned with the approach proposed by O verhauser10 for the evaluation ofthe value

g(0) ofthe pair distribution function at contact. W hile g""(0) vanishes on account ofthe Pauliprinciple,g"#(0)

is determ ined by the two-body scattering events and in O verhauser’s m odelwas obtained from the solution ofan

e�ective Schr�odinger equation for the relative m otion oftwo electrons with antiparallelspins. Earlier work had

dem onstrated an exactcusp condition11 relating the logarithm ic derivative ofg"#(r)atcontactto the Bohrradius,

and had em phasized the im portance ofthe electron-electron ladderdiagram s12 in evaluating g"#(0). The approach

ofO verhauser has subsequently been used to evaluate g"#(0) in the 2D electron gas,13 and has been extended by

G ori-G iorgiand Perdew14 to evaluate g(r)at�nite r in 3D through an accurate num ericalsolution ofO verhauser’s

two-body Schr�odingerequation.Theirresultsarein good agreem entwith Q M C data in theshort-rangepartofg(r).

In thepresentworkwefurtherdevelop thisapproachtotheevaluation ofthepairdistribution functionsby(i)adopt-

ing a self-consistentHartreeschem eforthedeterm ination ofthee�ectivepotentialentering thetwo-body Schr�odinger

equation;and (ii)carrying outcalculationsforboth a 3D and a 2D electron gas.The paperisorganized asfollows.

Section IIpresentsthe essentialtheoreticalbackground and Section IIIreportsand discussesournum ericalresults.

In Section IV we indicate how this approach could be extended to evaluate pair correlationsin an inhom ogeneous

electron gasand hence to obtain im proved exchange-correlation energy functionalsforapplicationsofDFT.A brief

sum m ary concludesthe paperin Section IV.

II.ESSEN T IA L T H EO R Y

Following the work ofO verhauser10 and ofG ori-G iorgiand Perdew14,we aim to solve the two-electron scattering

problem in som e e�ective interaction potentialV (r) (assum ed to be independent ofthe spin state ofthe electron

pair)in orderto determ inethewavefunctions	
""

k;K
(r;R )and 	

"#

k;K
(r;R )fortheparalleland antiparallelspin states.

Here,r= r1 � r2 and R = (r1 + r2)=2 are the relative coordinateand the center-of-m asscoordinateofthe pair,the

conjugatem om enta being k and K .The spin-resolved pairdistribution functionsg��0(r)can then be obtained as

g��0(r)= hhj	
��

0

k;K (r;R )j
2
i�ip(k) (1)

where hh:::i�ip(k) representsaveragesoverthe scattering angle and overthe probability p(k)of�nding two electrons

with relativem om entum k in the electron gas,

hhO i�ip(k) = (1=
D )

Z kF

0

dkp(k)

Z

d
D O : (2)

The function p(k)can be calculated from the m om entum distribution n(k)14;15,using

p(k)=

D kD � 1

n2 (2�)D

Z
dD q

(2�)D
n(q)n(jq + kj): (3)

The prefactorin frontofthe integralisobtained from the condition thatp(k)should integrateto unity.

The pairwavefunctionscan be written in the form ofangular-m om entum expansions,

	
""

k;K
(r;R )=

p
2
exp(iK � R )

r(D � 1)=2

1X

‘= 1 (odd)

i
‘A

(D )

‘
(�)�

(D )

‘;k
(r) (4)

and

	
"#

k;K
(r;R )=

exp(iK � R )

r(D � 1)=2

"

�
(D )

0;k
(r)+

1X

‘= 1

i
‘
A
(D )

‘
(�)�

(D )

‘;k
(r)

#

(5)

where A
(3)

‘
(�)= (2‘+ 1)P‘(cos�) in term s ofthe Legendre polynom ialP‘(x) and A

(2)

‘
(�)= 2cos(‘�). In Eq. (4)

the sum over‘ runsoverodd integers,because the spinorassociated with the "" state issym m etric and hence the
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coordinatepartofthewavefunction hasto beantisym m etricunderexchange.Thespinorassociated with the"#state

hasinstead no de�nite sym m etry and hence the sum in Eq. (5)runsoverallintegervaluesof‘. Upon perform ing

the angularaveragein Eq.(1)oneobtains

g""(r)=
2

rD � 1

1X

‘= 1 (odd)

B
(D )

‘
hj�

(D )

‘;k
(r)j2ip(k) (6)

and

g"#(r)=
1

rD � 1

"

hj�
(D )

0;k
(r)j2ip(k)+

1X

‘= 1

B
(D )

‘
hj�

(D )

‘;k
(r)j2ip(k)

#

(7)

whereB
(3)

‘
= 2‘+ 1 and B

(2)

‘
= 2.Finally,the Schr�odingerequation forthe wavefunction �

(D )

‘;k
(r)is

�

�
�h
2

2�

d2

dr2
+

1

2�r2

�

L
2
D +

�h
2

4
(D � 1)(D � 3)

�

+ V (r)

�

�
(D )

‘;k
(r)=

�h
2
k2

2�
�
(D )

‘;k
(r) (8)

where � = m =2 is the reduced m ass ofthe electron pair,L2
3 = �h

2
‘(‘+ 1) with ‘ = 0;1;2;:::and L2

2 = �h
2
‘2 with

‘= 0;� 1;� 2;:::(the negative valuesof‘ are accounted forby the choice B
(2)

‘
= 2 in Eqs.(6)and (7)). In solving

Eq.(8)weim poseasa boundary condition that�
(D )

‘;k
(r)tendsasym ptotically to thefreesolution (i.e.theonewhich

isobtained by setting V (r)= 0)exceptfora phaseshift.

Theform ofEq.(6)ensuresthattherelation g""(0)= 0 issatis�ed,sinceallfunctions�
(D )

‘;k
(r)vanish attheorigin

for‘6= 0. The cusp condition on g"#(r)readsdlng"#(r)=drjr= 0 = 1=aB in D = 3 and dlng"#(r)=drjr= 0 = 2=aB in

D = 2: following the argum entgiven by K im ball11,itwillbe satis�ed ifV (r)tendsto the bare Coulom b potential

forr ! 0. Itisalso easily seen14 thatthe Hartree-Fock resultsforg""(r)and g"#(r) are recovered ifV (r) issetto

zero in Eq.(8).G iven a generalscattering potentialV (r),thereisno guaranteethatthechargeneutrality condition,

n

Z

d
D
r [g(r)� 1]= � 1 ; (9)

issatis�ed.W ehavenum ericalevidencethatEq.(9)isful�lled forourchoiceofV (r)(seesubsection A).Theaccuracy

with which thishappensdependsin practiceon thenum ericalsolution ofEq.(8)and thuson thenum berofangular

m om entum statesthatareincluded in Eqs.(4)and (5).16

BeforeproceedingtopresentourchoiceforthepotentialV (r)in Eq.(8),wereporttheexpressionsfortheprobability

function p(k)introduced in Eq.(3).Using the m om entum distribution n(k)= �(kF � k)forthe free Ferm igas,one

obtains

p0(k)= 24
k2

k3
F

� 36
k3

k4
F

+ 12
k5

k6
F

(10)

in D = 314 and

p0(k)=
16k

�k2
F

"

arccos

�
k

kF

�

�
k

kF

s

1�
k2

k2
F

#

(11)

in D = 2.15. W e have also evaluated p(k)forinteracting electronsusing Q M C data on the m om entum distribution

from thework ofO rtizand Ballone8 in 3D and ofConti17 in 2D .However,thisled to only sm allchangesin thepair

distribution functionsreported in Sect.IIIwith the help ofEqs.(10)and (11).

A .H artree potentialand self-consistency

O verhauser’sproposal10 forcalculating g(0)in the 3D casewasto approxim ateV (r)by the electricalpotentialof

a m odelconsisting ofan electron atthe origin and a neutralizing sphere ofuniform ly distributed chargewith radius
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rsaB = (4�n=3)� 1=3. G auss’s law ensures that V (r) vanishes outside the sphere,and an approxim ate solution of

the scattering problem could be obtained by an iterative procedure. In the work ofG ori-G iorgiand Perdew14 the

sam e m odelforV (r)wasadopted to evaluate g(r),buta fullsolution ofthe Schr�odingerequation (8)wasachieved.

In the 2D case with e2=r interaction,on the other hand,the potentialoutside a uniform ly charged disk ofradius

rsaB = (�n)� 1=2 with an electron at its center does not vanish,since the electricalforce �eld extends outside the

planein which the electronsarem oving.A m orere�ned m odelisthereforenecessary.13

Hereweapproxim ateV (r)in Eq.(8)by theHartreepotentialdueto thewholedistribution ofelectricalchargeand

evaluateitwith the help ofPoisson’sequation.M oreprecisely,in the 3D caseV (r)istaken to satisfy the equation

� rV (r)= � 4�e
2
[�(r)+ n(g(r)� 1)]; (12)

where � r isthe radialLaplace operator.The appropriatePoisson equation forthe Hartree potentialVH (r;z)in the

2D case,with r the radialdistancein the electron planeand z the verticaldistance from the plane,is

(� r +
d2

dz2
)VH (r;z)= � 4�e2[�(r)+ n(g(r)� 1)]�(z) (13)

and whatis needed isV (r)= VH (r;0). Evidently,by solving Eq. (8)in conjunction with Eq. (12)orEq. (13)we

obtain a self-consistentdeterm ination ofthe e�ective potentialand ofthe radialdistribution function.

Thesolution ofEq.(12)and Eq.(13)iseasily obtained by introducing Fouriertransform s.W ede�nethestructure

factorS(k)through the relation

S(k)= 1+ n

Z

d
D
r[g(r)� 1]exp(� ik � r): (14)

Itisthen easily seen thatthe Fouriertransform ofV (r)(eV (k),say)isgiven by

eV (k)= v(k)S(k) (15)

where v(k)= 4�e2=k2 in D = 3 and v(k)= 2�e2=k in D = 2.To proveEq.(15)in the 2D case,we notice thatthe

Fouriertransform ofVH (r;z)from Eq.(13)is

eVH (k;kz)=
4�e2

k2 + k2z
S(k) (16)

so that

eVH (k;z)�

Z
dkz

2�
e
ikz z eVH (k;kz)=

2�e2

k
e
� kjzj

S(k); (17)

and eV (k)= eVH (k;z = 0)= 2�e2S(k)=k.

Letusexam inethe asym ptoticbehavioursofthee�ective potential eV (k)given in Eq.(15).Atlargem om enta the

structurefactorS(k)tendsto unity,so that eV (k)! v(k)and V (r)tendsto the bareCoulom b potentialin thelim it

r! 0.Asalready rem arked,thisproperty ensuresthatthecusp condition on g(r)issatis�ed.In thelim itk ! 0,on

the otherhand,chargeneutrality ensuresthe validity ofthe plasm on sum rule,which m ay be written in the form

lim
k! 0

S(k)= "k=�h!pl (18)

where"k = �h
2
k2=2m and !pl isthe leading term in the plasm on dispersion relation,given by !pl= (4�ne2=m )1=2 in

3D and by !pl= (2�ne2k=m )1=2 in 2D .Therefore,

lim
k! 0

eV (k)= �h!pl=2n (19)

in both dim ensionalities. Thatis,the Fouriertransform ofourchoice forthe e�ective scattering potentialtends in

the long-wavelength lim itto a constantin D = 3 and to zero with a k1=2 law in D = 2.
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B .s-w ave scattering length

W ecom pletethisdiscussionbyshowinghow thes-wavescatteringlength asc(rs)can beevaluated from thenum erical

solution ofthe electron-electron scattering problem . The s-wave phase shift �0(k) is introduced through the large-

distancebehaviorofthe two-particlescattering state with ‘= 0 at�xed m om entum k,

�
(D )

0;k
(r)� cos[kr� (D � 1)

�

4
+ �0(k)]: (20)

From �0(k) the scattering length is obtained by the requirem ent that the wave function outside the range ofthe

potentialshould vanish atr= asc.In D = 3 thisyieldsfrom Eq.(20)the well-known relation

asc(rs)= � lim
k! 0

�0(k)

k
: (21)

A sim ple analyticalexpression forasc(rs)in the 3D electron gasisavailablefrom the work ofO verhauser10,

asc(rs)= rsaB
rs=10

1+ 3rs=8
: (22)

The introduction ofthe conceptsofe�ective range and scattering length ism uch m ore delicate in D = 2. In the

work ofVerhaaretal.18 theH-H atom icscattering problem wasanalyzed in detail.Them ostappropriateform ofthe

outerwavefunction in 2D is

�
(2)

0;k
(r)� exp[i�0(k)]cos[�0(k)]fJ0(kr)� tan[�0(k)]N 0(kr)g ; (23)

in term s ofthe Besselfunctions J0(x) and N 0(x). The relation between scattering length and phase shift thus is

tan[�0(k)]= J0(kasc)=N 0(kasc),taking at low energy a form which is the sam e as for the scattering oftwo hard

spheresofradiusasc,

cot[�0(k)]= (2=�)[ + ln(kasc=2)]+ o(k
2
) (24)

where  is the Euler’s constant, = 0:577215665� � � . In Sect.III we determ ine the scattering length for the 2D

electron gas by �tting the expression in Eq.(24) to the phase shift obtained from the asym ptotic behavior ofthe

two-electron wave function asa function ofk atlow energy. An analyticalexpression forasc in the strong-coupling

lim ithasbeen given by Polinietal.13.

III.N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S

W e report in Figures 1 to 5 our num ericalresults for the pair distribution functions and for the self-consistent

scattering potential. Starting with the 3D system ,Figure 1 showsthe spin-averaged g(r)atrs = 10,in com parison

with the Q M C data reported by O rtiz etal..8 The results obtained by G ori-G iorgiand Perdew14 within the sam e

theoreticalschem e,but with O verhauser’schoice for the e�ective potentialV (r),are also shown in Figure 1. It is

seen from the Figure that both choices ofV (r) yield excellent agreem ent with the Q M C data for the short-range

partofthe electron-electron correlations,up to r=(rsaB )� 1. However,the self-consistentcalculation based on the

use ofthe Hartree potentialbecom es de�nitely superior at large distance,where (at this interm ediate value ofthe

coupling strength)itcontinuesto be in excellentagreem entwith the data.The Hartreepotentialatself-consistency

isshown in Figure 2,forboth the 3D and the 2D case.W e m ay also rem ark thatthe cusp condition issatis�ed by

ournum ericalresultsin both cases.

W ith furtherincreasein thecoupling strength thepairdistribution function from theQ M C work startsdeveloping

a �rst-neighborpeak,and thisbehaviorisnotreproduced quantitatively by the theory.Thisisillustrated in Figure
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3 forthe electron gasin D = 2.Asiswellknown,the reduction in dim ensionality enhancesthe role ofthe electron-

electron correlations:thisisalso clearfrom com paring the scattering potentialsin the two panelsin Figure2.W hile

in 2D theself-consistenttheory rem ainsquiteaccurateatm oderatecoupling strength asisshown by thecom parison

with the Q M C data ofTanatarand Ceperley9 atrs = 1 in the left-hand panelin Figure 3,quantitative di�erences

from the Q M C data areseen to ariseatrs = 5 (right-hand panelin Figure3).

The other aspect ofthe theory that needs testing concerns the quality ofits predictions in regard to the spin-

resolved pairdistribution functions. Thispointisexam ined in Figure 4 forthe 3D system atrs = 5 and 10,using

the Q M C data ofO rtiz etal. asanalyzed by G ori-G iorgietal..8 The discrepanciesbetween theory and sim ulation

are reasonably sm allatthese valuesofthe coupling strength. Itisevidentfrom the Figure thatthese discrepancies

largely cancelout in taking the spin avarage,but willbe m agni�ed when one calculates the di�erence distribution

function gd(r).Sim ilartheoreticalresultsareshown in Figure5 forthe 2D system .

Finally,in Figures6 and 7 wereportourresultsforthes-wavescattering length asa function ofcoupling strength

rs. Forthe 3D system the sim ple analyticalform ula obtained by O verhauser10 and reported in Eq. (22)isseen in

the left panelin Figure 6 to give a very good accountofour results. Results for the 2D electron gasat m oderate

coupling strength areshown in the right-hand panelin Figure 6,while Figure 7 showshow they have been obtained

by �tting theexpression (24)to ournum ericalresultsforthephaseshiftin s-waveasa function ofm om entum atlow

m om enta.Itm ay berem arked thatthem agnitudeof�0(k)in thepresentelectron-electron scatteringin 2D issm aller

than thatin theH-H scatteringproblem studied by Verhaaretal.18 by a factorofabout2.Thisyields,however,huge

di�erencesin the m agnitude ofthe scattering length.O urresultsin the right-hand panelin Figure6 should thusbe

regarded asbeing very sensitiveto the detailsofthe theory and hence ashaving lim ited quantitativevalue.

IV .EX T EN SIO N T O IN H O M O G EN EO U S SY ST EM S

In thissection webrieyindicatehow theapproach thatwehavepresented in Sect.IIcould beextended todealwith

the pairdistribution function in an inhom ogeneouselectron system ,subjectto an externalscalarpotentialVext(r).

The electron-electron correlationsaredescribed in such a system by an inhom ogeneouspairdistribution function,

g(r;r0)say.The exchangeand correlation energy functionalisgiven by

E xc =
1

2

Z

d
D
r

Z

d
D
r
0
n(r)n(r

0
)[�g(r;r

0
)� 1]v(jr� r

0j); (25)

where n(r) is the inhom ogeneous electron density and �g(r;r0) is obtained from g(r;r0) by an integration over the

coupling strength at �xed n(r) (see for instance the book by Dreizler and G ross4). The calculation ofg(r;r0) by

m eansofa two-electron scattering problem rem ainsin thiscasea genuinetwo-body problem .Itrequiresforeach spin

statesolution ofthe equation

�

�
�h
2

2m
(� r1

+ � r2
)+ Vext(r1;r2)+ V (r1;r2)

�

��12(r1;r2)= �12��12(r1;r2); (26)

where � r is the Laplace operator,Vext(r1;r2)= Vext(r1)+ Vext(r2),and V (r1;r2) is the e�ective electron-electron

potential.TheHartreeapproxim ation on the e�ective potential,leading to

V (r1;r2)= v(jr1 � r2j)+

Z

d
D
r
0
[n(r

0
)g(r1;r

0
)� nb(r

0
)]v(jr0� r2j) (27)

providesan approxim ateself-consistentclosureoftheproblem transcending theusualLDA orotherapproachesthat

appealto theexchange-correlation holeofthe hom ogeneouselectron gas.In the previousequation (27),nb(r
0)isthe

density ofthe background.

Finally,a relation between g(r;r0)and thetwo-electron scattering states��12(r;r
0)isneeded.Thisrelation can in

generalbe written in the following form :
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g��0(r;r
0
)=

X

�12;occup:

�
��

0

�12
j��12(r;r

0
)j2 ; (28)

wherethe sum runsoverallthe occupied levels�12.The appropriatedegeneracy factor�
��

0

�12
forthe eigenvalue�12 is

zero in the case� = �0,if��12(r;r
0)issym m etric underthe exchanger$ r0.

Forbuilding theexchangeand correlation energy functionalin Eq.(25),oneneedsto calculatethepairdistribution

function ateach given coupling strength � by repeating theprocedureoutlined abovewith v(jr1 � r2j)= �=jr1 � r2j.

Thedensity pro�len(r)isneeded atfullcoupling strength and requiresto beobtained by a parallelDFT procedure.

The pairdistribution function atfullstrength is,in itself,a very interesting quantity.

Asan exam pleofapplication ofsuch schem e,wewould liketo m ention theproblem ofa �nitenum berofelectrons

con�ned in a quantum dot19.In thiscase the eigenvalues�12 are discrete and the sum m ation procedure reported in

Eq.(28)correspondsto �lling the lowestenergy stateswith allthe availableelectrons.

Another problem ofinterest is represented by a system ofelectrons 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

sim ple reduction to 2D .Com pared to the previousexam ple,the sum m ation procedureisin thiscasem oreinvolved.

The di�culty com es from the fact that the m otion in the transverse direction is free, and this im plies that for

each subband in the growth direction there is a dispersion in the transverse direction associated with the in-plane

m om entum . Exam plesofsuch physicalsystem s,which are in a sense interm ediate between 3D and 2D ,have been

discussed forinstance by Ullrich and Vignale20 and by Luin etal.21.

M ore generally,the possibility oftesting theoriesofthe exchange-correlation hole and ofthe exchange-correlation

energy density in strongly inhom ogenouselectronic system sisopening up through novelapplicationsofvariational

Q M C m ethods22.

V .SU M M A R Y

In thiswork we haveproposed an extension ofO verhauser’sm odelforthe electron-electron correlationsin the 3D

electron gason thebasisofa self-consistentHartreeapproxim ation fortheelectron-electron scattering potential.W e

havecon�rm ed thatthem odelisquiteaccurately describing theshort-rangepartoftheexchange-correlation hole,as

already dem onstrated by G ori-G iorgiand Perdew14,and shown thatitcan beusefully extended tocoverthefullrange

ofinterelectronicseparation overan appreciablerangeofvaluesofthecouplingstrength.Asalreadynoted in Sect.III,

the accuracy ofthe presentHartree approxim ation islim ited to the range ofvaluesofrs below the developm entof

a �rst-neighborpeak in the pairdistribution function.W e havealso shown thatthe originalproposalofO verhauser

yieldsa very accurateanalyticalform ula fortheelectron-electron scattering length,and indicated how thisapproach

could be extended to dealwith the exchange-correlation hole in an inhom ogeneouselectron gas,leading perhapsto

m oreaccuratedescriptionsofthe exchange-correlation energy functional.

W e have exam ined the usefulnessofthis approach in describing the exchange-correlation hole in the 2D electron

gasand thespin-resolved pairdistribution functionsin the3D electron gas.Asm ay beexpected,theHartreeapprox-

im ation isquantitatively usefulin 2D overa m orelim ited rangeofcoupling strength and hasm orelim ited accuracy

in regard to the splitting ofthe exchange-correlation hole into itsparallel-and antiparallel-spin com ponents. W ith

regard to thesespin-resolved pairfunctions,however,wefeelthatitisquiterem arkablethata Hartreeapproxim ation

should already work aswellasitdoesin ourcalculations. W e m ay hope thatm ajorchangeswillnotbe needed to

explicitly include m any-body exchangecorrectionsin the electron-electron scattering potential.

W ehavealsogiven som eattention tothedeterm ination oftheelectron-electron scatteringlength in the2D electron

gas. Asisgenerally true for2D system s,the logarithm ic dependence ofthe s-wave phase shifton kasc atvery low

energy m akes this problem a very delicate one. W e have shown thatthe proposalm ade by Verhaaretal.18 in the

contextofan atom -atom scattering processisjustasusefulin regard to electron-electron scattering.

7



W e are currently exam ining how the Hartree scattering potentialm ay be supplem ented by explicit inclusion of

correctionsaccountingform any-body exchangeand correlations,with them ain aim sof(i)im provingthequantitative

accountofthespin-resolved com ponentsoftheexchange-correlation hole,and (ii)studying how a �rst-neighborshell

em ergeswith increasing coupling strength.
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