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P ositive sam e-spin contribution

Paola Gori6 jorgli and John P. Perdew?
'INFM Center for Statistical M echanics and Com plxity, and D jpartim ento di F isica,
Universita di Rom a \La Sapienza," Piazzale A .M oro 2, 00185 Rome, Ttaly
’D epartm ent of Physics and Quantum T heory G roup,
Tulane University, New O rlkans, Louisiana 70118 USA
D ated: M arch 22, 2024)

T he negative correlation energy
rs and spin polarization

¢ (ts; ) perparticle ofa uniform electron gasofdensity param eter
iswellknown, but its spin resolution nto "#, "", and ## contributions is

not. W idely-used estim ates are ncorrect, and ham per the developm ent of reliable density functionals
and pair distrbbution functions. For the spin resolution, we present interpolations between high—and
Jow density lim its that agree w ith available Q uantum M onte Carlo data. In the low -density lim it
for = 0, we nd that the sam e-spIn correlation energy is unexpectedly positive, and we explain
why. W e also estin ate the " and # contrbutions to the kinetic energy of correlation .

The uniform elegtyon gas is a paradigm ffor density
functional theory,z'- £ the m ost w idely-uused m ethod for
electronic structure calculations in both condensed m at—
ter physics and quantum chem istry. The e ects of ex—
change and ocorrelation can be evaluated and under-
stood in the uniform -density 1im it, and then transferred
to realistic system s. This is done not only in the lo—
cal spin density (LSD) approxin ation but also beyond
LSD in generalized gradient approxiy ations (GGA's),
metaGGA'’s, and hybrid functionalst The correlation
energy ((ts; ) per particle in a unifom gas of den-
sty param eterrs = 4 na’=3) '~ and spin polarization

= (@ ng)=n Wheren isthe density of soin— elec—
trons and n = n» + ny) iswellknown,,for exam ple from
Quantum M qnte,Carlb QM C) studied?® that have been
param etrized®?® to respect known lim its, but the spin
resolution of . into "#, "", and ## contrlbutions is not
known. In this work, we detem ine the soin resolution
forallry and as an interpolation between high—.and
low density lim its, consistent with = 0 QM C data

This soin resolution is of interest n is own right,
and can also be used In severalways: (i) Som e beyond—
LSD corrglation energy functionals pegd.a,m issing spin
resolution® or have been oonst_n,lcted'ld"ll"12"'13 on the ba-
sis of the exchange-like ansatz of Stollet al,'ld

Eofhe;ngl Echejngl Eche;0] EcDingl; ()

for the uniform gas. This assum ption was shown (using
OMC results) to be inaccurate or = 0 (see Fig. i)

n Ref. :15 although the signi cance of this observation
for density functional theory was not fully recognized
there. Our work provides a mm er basis than Eq. 6:!:)
for such constructions. (i) Correlation energy function-
als such as the local $pJn dens:ty'l' and generalized gra—
dient approxin atjons,. } etc? can alematively be con—
structed w thout a soin resolution, but their later soin
resolution (to pem i com parigen -Qr com bination w ith
correlated-w avefiinction resutr£324L9) dem ands such a
resolution forauniform densities. (iii) A sophisticated an—
alytic m odell is now availablk for the pair distribution
finctiont¥2423 g, . (r.; ;u) of the unibm gas Hrallxn

and . Our present work provides the m issing ingredi-
ent needed to nd the corresponding spin-resolved pair
distrbution function, which could serve as the starting
point for the developm ent of density functionagls such as
spin-resolved w eighted density approxin ations%3 () An
estin ate can bem ade for the dependence ofthe " and
# contrdbutions to the kinetic energy of correlation, a key
Ingredignt for the approach to soin dynam ics ofQ ian and
v ignak?? and also Hrthem om entum distrbution? ofa
soin-polarized electron gas.

W e shall rst derive exact lin its at high densities
(rs ! 0) and extrem e Iow densities (rs ! 1 ) using sin —
pk physical argum ents. In the latter lin it, we nd that
the sam e-spin contribution to the correlation energy can
be positive, and we provide an intuitive physical picture
to explain this feature. W hile the total correlation en—
ergy m ust be negative, individual tem s of £ (eg., the
kinetic energy of correlation) can be positive. W e then
build up and discuss our interpolation form ulas.

De nitions { Correlation e ects arise from the

0.75 T ; . . .

0.7

= O)

0.65

0.6

Fi (sl

0.55 |

05

FIG. 1: Fraction of "# correlation energy, Fog(xs; ) =
2# (Ts; ),- (rs; ) at = 0. OurEq. 19) is com pared w ith
the G SBL3 va]ues extracted from QM-C‘S' data (), and wih
the Stollet a],H PW 92!2.4 and SKTP-e: scaling relations. Va—
lence electronshave 2 . rs . 6.
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FIG.2: Spinh resolution F o (rs; ) = (rs,

)= ¢ (rs; ) as a function of for di erent rs.

Theg-high-density HD ) and low -

density (LD ) lin its are given in Egs. ( ) and d) The rs = 328 curves correspondtothe SK TPE scaling relation of Eq. (é)

while for other density values (rs = 1; 10 and 100) our interpolation formulas cfEqg.

Coulomb interaction, which is a twobody operator.
W hen evaliating the energy ofthe system ,h H Jj i, one
can split the sum over the electron spins into "#, "", and
## contrbutions. T he corresponding splitting of the cor-
relation energy of the uniform electron gas,

nn

s )= ey )+ Ve )+ e ) @

is the ob Ect of this paper. The J:eal—spc}oe analysis of
the spin—resolved correlation energjes . (57 ) is pro-—
vided by the correlation holesn og, (rs ; iu) (see,eg.,
Ref. 2]1 whereu= ¥; 1 7jisthe electron-electron dis—

tance:
Z
0 n _ o
c i )=2 — n og, (r; ;u)udu: @)
n o
The correlation hol n g, O(J:S; ;u) describes the
change (due to correlation only) of spin— ° electron den-

sity at u, when a spin— electron is at the origin. g, is
averaged over coupling strength, while g, is for fi1ll cou-
pling strength. W e de ne fractions ¥ o (rs; ) such that

e (i )= oli VF ol ) @)
and we investigate their properties. In what ollows,
we use Hartree atom ic units, and the param etrization
of ¢(rs; ) and its lim its from Refus§.

Exact Imits { W hen g ! 0, the Coulomb electron—
electron interaction can be treated as a perturbation to
the non-interacting Fem i gas. The rstorder (in the
Coulomb potential) correction temm gives the exchange
energy 5 = . + ', where " = =3,

#= ‘%3 and = (9 =4) 3.Asforcor
relation, the realspace analysis of the exchange energies
is provided by the exchange holesn [g, ( ,u—J%) 1],
which are analytically known (see, eg., Ref. 2]1

T he second order correction to the energy of the non—
Interacting Fem igas is the sum of a direct tem and a
second-order exchange tem . Only the direct term di-
verges, and, when a cuto / 1= rs (due to Thomas-
Fem i screening e ects) at sm all wavevectors is intro—
duced, gives rise to a leading term in . (rs; ), equalto

(9) have been used.

o ( )Ing. The function ¢ ( ) is exactly known2? The
direct term  Eq. (5.110) of Ref.i26) can be divided into
"#, ", and ## excitation pairs to derive

1+
(s !0; e ()= ;
Fon(tg ! 0; ) Ew () 10 ®)
withI( )= @ ( )=@ (0),asconpctured in Ref.25. (Since
Fap @s; )= Fnn (555 )andEy =1 Fen Fy,weonly

report orm ulas for"".) The Stollet al. ansatz ofEq. @:)
is thus correct orry ! 0 (@nd forallrg when j j= 1,
but not otherw ise).

In the opposite or strong-interaction lm i, rg ! 1,
the long-range C oulom b repulsion between the electrons
becom es dom inant with respect to the kinetic eneryy,
and thus w ih respect to statistics; Coulomb repulsion
suppresses electron-electron overlap so that the electrons
no longer know they are ferm ions, Jn-this Iim i, the to-
tal energy becom es mdependenﬂi’"a‘a’mm of . Tts lead-
Ingteym In thers ! 1 expansion isequalto d=r.,
wh d; ” 0:892, and is purely potential energy, w ith
no kinetic energy contrbution. In this lim it, the total
energy is thus equal to the exchange-correlation energy

xc = x T <. Moreover, snce the statistics becom es
irrelevant, we expect that

where the prefactors take into account the available
lembers of p%jrs. In other words, we expect that
, dué u’g,. =u becomes independent of and ¢,
so that spin structure becom es unim portant for the
exchange-correlation and total energies (although very

In portant for the correlation energy alone). Then the
F o@! 1; ) FP()aregiven by
3¢+ PP 2 @+ ¥d
FEP ()= — o0t ) G Jd g
3[a+ PR+ A =1 8 a

The high- and low density F o are displayed in Fig.i4.
W e see that, In the spin~unpolarized gas, the sam e-spin
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FIG .3: Upperpanel: the spin-resoled pair distribution finc-
tions for the param agnetic gas. T he dashed arrow s show the
trend of the holes as the coupling strength rs is increased.
Lower panel: realspace analysis of the correlation energy in
the extrem e low density lim it, for the param agnetic gas. The
results are from them odelofRef. 211,

(""+ #4#) contrbution to the correlation energy is 50%
when ry ! 0 but roughly O when o, ! 1 . This can
be understood in a sin ple way. T he exchange hole seen
by the sam e-spin electrons is deep for electron-electron
distances u . rg, as shown in the upper panel ofFjg.:_ﬂ
(solid line, "" + ##). But there is a second length scale,
the Thom asFem i screening length ~ r;. Forrs ! O,
the in portant correlations, which determ ine the lading
term (/ Inrg) of ., arise from this second length scale,
pr_s rs, and are essentially una ected by exchange:
the electrons that participate in this correlation have no
way to know ifthe electron atu = 0 is spin—" or spin—#, so
by sym m etry the sam e-spin and opposite-spin correlation
energies are equal. In the opposite Iim i, rg ! 1 , the
antiparallelspin correlation hole can get deep foru . rg,
as shown in the upper panel ofF ig. -_3 .

A s rg Increases, g;ﬁ deviates m ore and m ore from its
non-interacting value (equalto 1 forallu), the only con—
straint being its positiveness. But the sam e-spin corre—
lation hole is "blocked" from doing this by the exchange
hole (see, again, the upper panel of F ig. ::J!) . Thus the
system m inim izes its energy by focussing the correlation
on opposite-goin pairs. In the extrem e low -densiy lim i,
a sin ple qualitative picture can be obtained by using the
correlation-hole m odel ofRef. 2]_; (in which energetically
unin portant long-range oscillations are averaged out);
In the lower panel ofF jg.:j, w e report the corresponding
realspace analysisof .* and "+ ¥ orr,! 1 .We
see that the sam e-spIn correlation hole foru . rg cannot
get as deep as the opposite-spin one.

F jgure-'_Z! also show sthat In the spin-unpolarized gasthe
sam e-spin correlation energy is slightly positive F <

0) when rgy ! 1 . In this lim i, the electrons correlate
strongly, and the exchange-correlation holes show a high

rst-neighbor peak at u 2 (lower panel of Fig. -'_3) .
If the only e ect of sam e-spin correlation were to push
sam e-spin electrons away from the region of an allu and
pike them up atu 25, then @y the sum rule integral

dud u’n g, ()= 0) the sam e-spin correlation energy
Eq. (d) wih = 9 woul necessarily be negative. So,
what m ust really happen is that the sam e-spin electrons
that accum ulate in the peak atu 2x Inclide som e that
have been pushed out from u 2rs; and som e that have
been pulled In from u 2¥s. This is again ilustrated
In the lower panel of Fig. :_3 W e interpret the second
zero of g., which appears at large u but only at large rg,
as the energetically in portant rem nant of the long-range
oscillation of g. in a W igner crystal.

Positive sam e-spin correlation energy m ay be an ex—
otic e ect, but the blockage of negative sam e-spin corre—
lation also occurs in a non-m agneticM ott Insulator, eg.,
an expanded lattice of hydrogen atom s where Coulomb
correlation suppressesthe (1s)? con guration on a given
site. The blockage of sam e-soin correlation occurs even
In a weakly-correlated spin-unpolarized system when
the cpryelation hole is spatially constrained, as for an
atom “%‘lq’lq In the neon atom, the true (as cited in
Ref. .18 ) antiparallelspin correlation energy is 65% of
s LSD value, while the true parallelspin correlation en—
ergy isonly 30% ofis LSD value.

Interpolation between high and low density { W e want
to build up interpolation formulas for F o (rg; ) that
Include all the inform ation available on the spin resolu-
tion of .. Besides the high—and low-density lim its, we
have data for F o (r5;0), In the range 08 5 10.
T hese data have been obtained in Ref. :15 G sB,) by in-
tegrating spinresglved QM C correlation ho]es's' M ore—
over, Schm dtetal?d (SK TP), starting from nearly-exact
lim its of the spin—resolved correlation holes, proposed a
scaling relation that is In agreem ent w ith the G SB data
at rs = 328, and that, as shown in Fi. -2 (curves la—
belled with \ry = 328"), lies n between the high—and
the low density lin its with a very \reasonablk" shape.
The SKTP scaling should thus be a good \intem ediate
point" for our Interpolation form ulas. W e thus de ne

11=6

1+ 328;1
FSRTP () = e ); ®)
2 < (328; )
and we param etrize ¥ o (r5; ) as
FER()+A o( )P E+BFY ()
Foo@s; )= P— :
1+ C" s+ B x5
9)
A of( ) is found by requiring that ¥ 0(328; ) =
FSKTP (), ey,
FSKTP EHD
A o() = ° t(*z)_ O()+CFSK0TP()+
D 328
B 328FS%TF () FR () 10)



The fom ofEqg. G ) iIsm otivated by the expression forthe
correlation energy given in Ref. -1 Theparam etersB and
C are xedbyabest tofF o (x;0) totheG SB data for
rs 2 [0:8;10]: B = 0:178488,C = 2856. In.Fjg.-'_L', our
Fuy (r;;0) is com pared with, the G SB datald and w ith
the widely-used Stoll et all? ansatz of Eq. (1), which
strongly underestin ates the fraction of "# correlation en—
ergy at m etallic and lower densities. T he results for the
param agnetic gas corresponding to other proposed scal-
ing relations are also shown. O ur interpolation form ulas
as functions of , at r = 1; 10, and 100, are displayed
n Fi. d
K inetic energy of correlation { De mng2 ot

é "# @ih a sin ilar equation for #), the adJabath con—
nection between the non-interacting and interacting lim —
its for a given density suggests estin ating the " and #
contrbutions (from the oneparticle density m atrix) to
the kinetic energy of correlation t. = t. + tf ad

@
— s . i )1 11)

. (Lsi ) e

although asRef. ',§d points out there is only one coupling
constant w ith a Hellm ann—Feynm an theorem , not one for
each .TakingEqg. Cl]: ) asaplausble approxzm ation,we

nd that the corresponding result fort., ¢ is in reason-

able agreem ent w ith the scaling relation given in Eq. (29)
ofRef.23. Forr, . 5,thedi erence is lessthan 3.5% ).

Vi Eqg. C;Ll: ,wealso con m that, orl . r, . 10, the
quantity . £)=t.@s; ) isaln ost independent ofx, as
recently found in a m ore sophisticated calculation w ithin
the ST LS approxin ation 24

Conclusions { In summ ary, we have found the spin
resolution of the electron gas correlation energy, via an
approach applied to but not restricted to the three-
din ensional uniform electron gas. Our results can be
used to understand correlation in m ore realistic system s,
and to construct in proved densiy functionals and pair
distrbution functions. W e have found that the same-
soin correlation energy can be unexpectedly but under—
standably p.qutjye. W e have also provided support for
resolution€38% of the kinetic energy of correlation into "
and # tem s. It is further possble fo show that the pos-
itive spin sti ness of correlation®® has positive "# and
negative "" + ## contributions.
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