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A bstract

T he value of the pair distribbution fiinction g (r) at contact (r= 0) In a quantum electron gas is detem ined by the
scattering events between pairs of electrons w ith antiparallel spins. T he theoretical results for g (0) as a function of
the coupling strength rg In the param agnetic electron gas in din ensionality D = 2 and 3, that have been obtained
from the solution of the two-body scattering problem with a variety of e ective scattering potentials em bodying
m any-body e ects, are com pared w ith the results of m any-body calculations in the ladder approxin ation and w ith
quantum M onte C arlo data.
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T he equilbriim pairdistribution fiinction g (r) in a quantum electron gasdescribes the socalled Pauliand C oulom b
hole which on average surrounds each electron from m any-body exchange and Coulomb correlations. T his function,
w hich has an In portant role in the developm ent of non-localdensity fiinctionaltheories [1], is a weighted m ean ofthe
functions gnr (r) and gy (r) forpairs ofelectronsw ith parallel or antiparallel soins. O n account of the Pauliprinciple,
gnn (r) vanishes at contact (r= 0) while gny (0) iswholly determm ined by scattering events between electron pairs. T he
valie of gny (0) enters to determ ine the asym ptotic values of the Iocal eld factors at large m om enta and thus has a
speci ¢ roke in describing exchange and short-range correlation e ects in the linear regponse properties of the electron
gas (see eg. R]and references given therein).

A Tthough the value ofgny (0) resuls strictly from two-body collisionalevents, asnoted above, them any-body agoects
of the interactions between electrons in the quantum Coulomb gasa ect the pair wave functions in a profound way.
Two main theoretical approaches have been followed in the literature or evaluating gw4 (0). The 1rst is based on
m any-body diagram m atic techniques and the second involves the direct calculation ofthe pair wave function from an
approprate Schrodinger equation. Them ain purpose of this Letter is to com pare the resuls that have been obtained
by these two m ethods in the param agnetic uid state over a broad range of values of the coupling strength rg and to
assess their validity against the quantum M onte Carlo QM C) data that have becom e available. The m ain em phasis
w ill be on results for the electron gas in din ensionality D = 2, where the m any-body e ects at any given rg are
com paratively m ore in portant. A discussion w ill also be given, how ever, for the 3D case.

A briefpresentation of the two theoretical approaches w illbe useful. T he approach st proposed by Yasuhara [3B]
and by Hede and C arbotte ] for the 3D electron gas evaluates the ladder diagram s representing the virtual processes
In which two electrons are excited from the unperturbed Fem i sphere leaving two holes behind and repeat their
m utual Interactions via the Coulom b potentialto nally be scattered back into their initialm om entum states. The
calculation ofthese diagram s leadsto an e ective interaction betw een the tw o electronsw hich is to be determ ined from
the solution of a B etheG oldstone Integral equation. A sin ple analytic expression is obtained for gy (0) In tem s ofa
m odi ed Bessel finction when the kemel of the Integral equation is approxin ated to Inclide the screening e ects in a
som ew hat crude way. Further work on the electron-electron interactionsin D = 3 from the B etheG oldstone equation
was carried out by Lowy and Brown [B], who were abl to establish a close connection between the diagramm atic
approach and the selfconsistent m ethod of Singwiet al [6].

T he altemative m ethod for the evaluation ofpair distrbution finctions in the electron gas is based on the solution
of the Schrodinger equation for the electron-pair wave fiinction w ith the use of an e ective scattering potential
em bodying m any-body e ects. T his approach was Iniiated in the work of O verhauser [7], who constructed a sin ple
m odel for the scattering potential in 3D as the electrostatic potential of an electron surrounded by a W ignerSeiz
sphere of neutralizing background. T his potential vanishes outside the sphere, allow ing sin ple analytic expressions
to be obtained in this way for g4 (0) and for the s-wave scattering length [/]. Later re nem ents have involved an
accurate num erical solution of O verhauser’s two-body Schrodinger equation B] and a selfconsistent H artree m odel
for the scattering potential P].

In the pairscattering approach the value of gny (0) is determ ined by the square m odulus of the s-wave com ponent
of the pair wave fanction ¢ (), averaged over the probability pk) of nding two electrons w ith given relative
mom entum k: that is,
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(r) hasbeen shown to be the K ohn-Sham e ective potentialassociated w ith the localinhom ogeneiy in the
density ofelectrons w ith given spoin surrounding an electron of opposite spin [LO]. T he function p k) can be evaluated

from the freeelectron m om entum distribution, the result obtained by Ziesche et al. [11] for the 2D electron gas being
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Here, kr = P 2=(rsap ) is the Fem iwave number, with rsag related to the arealdensity n of electrons by rgag =
( n) ™ . The detem hation of g«y (0) thus hinges in this m ethod on a suitable approxin ation ©r the scattering
potentjalVK(;#) (x).

A direct extension of O verhauser'sm odelto the 2D case su ers from the di culty that the electrical potentialdue
to an electron plus its neutralizing W igner-Seitz disc does not vanish outside the disc [12, 13]. Furthem ore, inclusion
of exchange and correlation through a spin-dependent scattering potential is needed to account for the em ergence of
a rstneighbour shellalready at relatively low values of the coupling strength in this case [14]. W e report in Figure 1
the resuls that we have obtained from Eqg. (2) forgr4 (0) in 2D , by using the selfconsistent spin-dependent potentials
proposed in Ref. [LO]. That is,
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where the sum runs over the two spin orientations, v(@) = 2 e2=q is the bare Coulomb potential, and G o are
the local} eld factors describing the e ects of exchange and short—range correlations in the dielectric and m agnetic
regoonse ofthe 2D electron gas, that we have taken from QM C data ofM oronietal [L5, 16]as tted by Interpolation
formulae in Re . [17,18]. Finally, the functions S o (g) In Eqg. (@) are the partial liquid structure factors, which are
related to the spin—resolved pair distribution functions by
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T he dependence of the scattering potentials in Eqg. (4) on the pair distribution functions requires a selfconsistent
solution of the e ective twobody Schrodinger equations for both gne (r) and gry (r) (see Ref. [L0]).

Figure 1 plotsthe quantiy r<g (0) = rsgns (0)=2 asa function ofthe coupling strength rs, as a device for em phasizing
the largers; region where gry (0) is becom ing very sm all at the expense of the low ¥ region where gny (0) can be
calculated perturbatively [L2]. Togetherw ith ourpresent resultswe report those calculated by Isawa and Yasuhara [19]
and by Nagano etal 20,21]in the ladder approxin ation and those cbtained n aQM C study by D r. S.M oroni (private
com m unication). T he agreem ent betw een these tw o basic theoretical approaches w ith each other and w ith the QM C
data is quite rem arkable. It is also worth noticing from Figure 1 that the use of the H artree m odel In the scattering
approach O] kads to results of good quantitative value for g4 (0).

Figure 1 reports also som e other theoretical results, which appearto be rather di erent from the evidence discussed
Just above. These are (i) the resuls reported by Freem an R2] from a coupled-clister sum m ation of ladder diagram s;

(i) the results obtained by representing the scattering potentialin 2D through sin ple electrostaticm odels [12, 13]; and
(iii) the resulstaken up to rs ’ 5 from the work ofBulutay and Tanatar R3], who used a classicalm ap hypemetted
chain (CHNC) m odel proposed by D ham a-wardana and P errot R4].

A sin ilar exam ination of theoretical values for rgygws (0) as a function of rgy in the 3D electron gas is displayed In
Figure 2. W hile In this case the lack ofdata on local- eld factors has prevented a selfconsistent calculation including
exchange and correlation in the scattering potentials, F igure 2 show s that the H artree m odel results P] are again in
quite good agreem ent w ith those obtained by the evaluation of ladder diagram s 3] and from the QM C study ofO rtiz
and Ballone R5]. Figure 2 also reports the resuls obtained w ith O verhauser’s electrostatic m odel for the scattering
potential [/, 8], which in the 3D case are in good agreem ent w ith the other evidence discussed jist above. T here are
appreciable discrepancies, how ever, w ith the predictions given by an interpolation form ula reported by G ori6 orgiet
al. 6] from unpublished QM C work by O rtiz and cow orkers.

In sum m ary, we have discussed the status of various theoretical approaches to the calculation ofthe pair distribution
function at contact in the electron gas. In view of the dem onstrated sensitivity of this quantity to the details of the



theory and to the rok of exchange and short-range correlations, esoecially in the case D = 2, further accurate studies
by quantum sin ulation techniques would be usefil.
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FIG .1. The pair distrbbution function g (0) as a function of rs In the 2D elctron gas (m ultiplication of g (0) by rs enhances
the strong-coupling regin e). T he present results are shown as dots and the QM C data as crosses. The m eaning of the other
symbols is as llows: PSDT and MM from Re . [12] and [13], respectively; CHNC, from Ref. 23]; H artree, from Ref. PJ;
IY , NSO from Re . [L921]; Freem an, from Ref. R2]. The present resuls for rsg(0), as well as the QM C and H artree ones,
involve an extrapolation of the values of gny (0) to r = 0, that we have carried out w ith the help of the cusp-condition law,
gry (r) = gy OV + 215 (ke )+ ::.
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FIG. 2. The pair distrbbution function rsg(0) as a ﬁmctjons of rv In the 3D elkctron gas. The QM C data from
Ref. R5] are shown as crosses. The meaning of the other symbols is as follows: O verhauser and GP from Re . [/]
and [B], respectively; Hartree, from Ref. P]; Y from Ref. B]; GSB, from Ref. R6]. The cusp-condition law in 3D is
gy (0) =gy O+ O =4) 7 ro (cke )+ 2l



