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A bstract

W e have derived the Integral form of the cusp and node coalescence conditions satis ed by the
wavefunction at the coalescence of two charged particles in D 2 din ension space. From i we
have obtained the di erential form of the coalescence conditions. These expressions reduce to
the weltknown integral and di erential coalescence conditions in D = 3 space. Ik follow s from
the results derived that the approxin ate Laughlin wavefiinction for the fractional Q uantum Hall
E ect satis es the node coalescence condition. It is further noted that the integral form m akes
evident that unlike the electron-nuclkus coalescence condition, the di erential form ofthe electron-—
electron coalescence condition cannot be expressed in tem s of the electron density at the point
of coalescence. From the integral form , the integral and di erential coalescence conditions for the
paircorrelation function in D 2 din ension space are also derived. The known di erential form
of the pair function cusp condition for the uniform electron gas In dim ensionsD = 2;3 constitute

a special case of the result derived.
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I. NTRODUCTION

The non relativistic wavefunction exhibits a cusp or a node at the coalescence of any
two charged particles because of the singularity associated w ith the Coulomb Interaction
between them . The di erential form of the cusp coalescence condition satis ed by the
wavefiinction for both electron-electron and electron-nucleus coalescence was derived for
dimensionsD = 3 by Kato [li]. This form ofthe cusp condition is in tem s of the spherical
average of the wavefinction taken about the singularity. It is this di erential form that is
m ost extensively em ployed in the literature. T he integral form of the electron-electron and
electron-nuckus cusp and node coalescence condition forD = 3 was originally conctured
by B ingel@]. T hey have been derived rigorously from the Schrodinger equation by Pack and
Byers Brown [3]. The integral orm of the coalescence conditions, however, ism ore general,
and therefore m ore signi cant, because i retains the angular dependence of the wavefinc-
tion at coalescence. The di erential form is then readily obtained from the Integral fom
by soherically averaging and di erentiating. An exam ple of the usefiilness of the integral
form is the follow ing. O ver the past two and a half decades, there has been uncertainty
[4] about whether the ocal e ective potential energy of K chn-Sham density functional
theory [l was nite or shhgular at the nuclkus of atom s. Em ploying the di erential form
of the cusp condition, it was initially proved [4] that the potential energy is nite at the
nuclkus of soherically symm etric atom s. H owever, using the integral fom , the conclusion
of niteness can be generalized ] to atom s of arbitrary symm etry, to m okcules, and to
periodic and aperiodic solids. A s another exam ple, it is well known that the di erential
form of the electron-nuclkus cusp condition m ay be expressed [1] in tem s of the spherical
average of the electron density about the nucleus. It has consequently been assum ed B]that
the di erential form of the electron-elctron cusgp condition can sin ilarly be expressed in
tem s of the density at the point of electron coalescence. The integral form of the electron—
electron cusp condition m akes clear that no such expression in tem s ofthe density can exist.

At present, there is considerable interest in both lower dim ensional system s such as
the two-dim ensional O = 2) electron gas [9] , the two-dim ensional gas In the presence of
amagnetic ed (the Quantum HallE ect) [L0], and in their higherdin ensional D 4
generalizations {[1]. M otivated by this interest, we have derived the integral form of the



causpo and node coalescence condition for dim ensions D 2. It beocom es evident that the
approxin ate Laughlin 1] wavefunction for the fractionalQuantum Halle ect satis es the
D = 2 node ooalescence condition. The D 2 di erential form of the cusp condition is
then cbtained by soherically averaging about the sihgularity over D -din ensional space and
di erentiating. Em ploying the integral cuso condition, we have also derived the integral
and di erential fom s of the pair correlation function at the coalescence of two identical
particles In D 2 din ensions. The di erential form of the cusp condition for the pair
correlation fiinction for the uniform electron gas ©rD = 3 {12]and D = 23] constitute a
soecial case of our result. The use of cusp conditions for the paircorrelation finction in
D = 3 spih-densiy functional theory is expounded in Ref. 14. M ore recent work on nuckar
cusp conditions relevant to density functional theory is describbed in Reflb.

IT.DERIVATION

Consider a nonrelativistic system ofN charged partickesin D ( 2) din ension space w ith
theHam itonian h = e= 1)
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where m; and Z; are the mass and charge of the ith particle, and rj5; = 3 1353 In D

dp— P
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Coulomb potential energy tem , the Ham iltonian is singular when any two particle iand
jooalesce(r;; ! 0). For the wavefunction (r;r;:xy ) which satis es the Schrodinger
equation

H @iinjumy)=E (05;am); @)
to be bounded and ramain nite at the shgulartes, i must satisfy a cusp coalescence

condition. Ifthe waveflinction vanishes at the sihgularity, it m ust satisfy a node coalescence

condition.

W e are interested iIn the form ofthe wavefunction when tw o particles approach each other,

ie. when rj; is very small. Follow ing Pack and Byers Brown [§] we focus our attention on



two partickes 1 and 2, and transform their coordinates r; and 1, to the center ofmassR 1,

and relatire coordinates r;, as
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The Ham iltonian of Eg.(l) m ay then be rew ritten as
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where 1, = 22 is the reduced mass of particlkes 1 and 2. W hen particke 1 and 2 are
mi+my

w ithin a sn alldistance ofeach other(0 < 1, < ), and allother particles are well ssparated,
there is only one singularity In the Ham iltonian. Retaining only tem s of Iower order in 135,
Eqg. (3) reduces to
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where O (°) refers to tem s of order zero (constant) and higher order in r;, and the vector

com ponents (ri2)k;k = 1;2; D).

Eg.@) is a oneekctronatom equation in D din ension space. Furthem ore, i is not
an eigenvalue equation. W e are Interested In the solution of the equation that are nite
and continuous at the singularities. Thus, In the Iimit as r; ! 1, we could write the

wavefunction in two parts as
Ciimrem )= (Cnrrayn )+ (1515 my )5 (6)

where the tem (£1;1; oy ) must vanish at the shgularity r1 = r,. From the above
it follow s that we need consider only tem s of rstorder n r;, in when r; isnearr,.
D ropping the subscript 12, and writing ry, as r, we see that could have tem s of the
form B (;r3u50 ), orP 10B 1 (5 ixy ) where 1 denotes the 2 to O 1)-din ensional
subspace and r; the distance In the subspace, orr C @ ury ). Here, in = r is jast

the conventional distance in D dim ensional space. A s an exam pl of the ssocond kind of



tem s, consider the case of D= 4. There are Pur 3-dim ensional subspaces, and six 2-

din ensional subspaces. The distances in the 3-din ensional subspaces constitute the temm s

q q q q

Xi+ x5+ x5, X+ x5+ x5, x5+ x5+ x5,and %2+ x5+ x3. The distances in the 2-

din ensional subspaces are ? x2+ x2, where 16 jand 4= 1;2;3;4. In the lint r | O,
such tem sdonota ecttheO O ) symm etry ofthe rst two term son the kft side ofEq.(5).
H ow ever, the Laplacian of these tem s is sihqular since r ?ry = %,where ry is the distance
In the d-dim ensional subspace. These shgularities cannot be cancelled by the Coulomb
potential energy singularity term ofEJg.(5). T hus, their coe cientsm ust vanish. T herefore,

(recovering the subscript 12), Eq.(6) must be w ritten as
C1imiumy )= (Coihirauyhy )+ 1B (i uyny )+ i, C @ojusng )+ 0 (%) (7)

N ext substitute Eq. (6) or (ri;1;; 21y ) htoEg.@) andempby r 2r= 0. FortheCoulomb
potential energy singularity to be cancelled we have
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At the point of coalescence, the wavefunction is  (r,;1 ;135 5y ). SThoe we require the

wavefiinction to be nite at thispoint we have
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Thus, nthe lmitasr, ! 0,wemay write the wavefunction as
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T his isthe general form ofthe Integral cusp coalesence condition in D -din ension space N ote
that this expression is equally valid even if the wavefuinction vanishes at the point of coales-
cence, ie. if (ry; ;5 ) = 0. This Jatter is referred to as a node coalescence condition .
By taking the soherical average of Eq.(10) about the point of coalescence In D -din ension

oace, we cbtain the di erential form of the cusp condition:
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where is the spherically averaged wavefiinction. For the electron-nuckus cocalescence,
Z, = 1;72, = Z the nuclkar charge , and 1, m . the m ass of the electron. For the
elctron-electron coalescence, 21 =  1;Z, =  1; 15 = %me. In D = 3 dimensions, the



traditional integral and di erential cusp conditions are recovered.

I follow s from the de nition ofthe density (r;) which is
z

(1) =N (Trjrp;say ) (017105 xy )dr, idry 5 12)
that the di erential form of the electron—nuckus cusp condition m ay be expessed In term s
of the density at and about the nuckus. In this case with the nuckar positions xed,
the wavefunction does not depend upon the nuclear coordinates. Then when the electron
at r; approaches a nuckus, say xed at the origin, the Integral for the density which is
over all the rem aining N 1 electrons can be perform ed. It is evident from the integral
cusp coalesence condition Eg.(10) and the above de nition of the density, that there can
be no such di erential form of the cusp condition for elctron-electron coalescence. Such

expressions in the literature f8] are therefore invalid.

It is however, possibl to derive the Integral and di erential form s of the cusp condition
in D -din ensions for the two-particle correlation function p(rr,) de ned as
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Inthelimitasr; ! 1 and employing the integral cusp expression of Eq.(10) we have that

to rstorder in ry,
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T his is the ntegral orm of the cusp coalescence condition for the paircorrelation finction.

The di erential form ofthe cusp condition for the correlation function is

@p i) 4217, 12
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w here p is the soherical average of the correlation function. T he di erential cusp condition
derived for the uniform electron gas in din ensionsD = 3 and 2 constitute a special case of

this general form ofthe di erential cusp condition.



ITT.CONCLUDING REM ARKS

In this paper we have derived the integral and di erential fomm s of the coalescence con-—
dition satis ed by the wavefunction at the coalescence of two charged particles in D 2
din ensions. The corresponding integral and di erential cusp conditions for the pair corre-
Jation function In D 2 din ensional space are thereby derived. These resuls are also valid
for the case of a m ore generalized H am ionian which inclides a term of the fom F LV (1),
where v (r;) is a Jocal extemal potential. This is because such tem s do not contrbute any
singularities at the coalescense of the two charged particlkes. Such an extemalpotential could
e ectively arise for exam pl in the presence of an electric orm agnetic eld. T he coalescence
conditions constitute rigorous constraints on the construction and evaluation ofapproxin ate
wavefiinctions. Thus, having derived the integral coalesence condition forD = 2, we now
understand that the approxin ate Laughlin wavefinction {[(] does in fact satisfy the node

coalescence condition. T he Laughlin wavefunction is

¥ 1 &
n i) = @ %) expl o =il (16)
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wherem is an odd integer, and z; = x5 + ily; is the location of the jth particle expressed
as a com plex number. Tt is evident that this wavefunction satis es the node coalescence
condition for m 3. The cusgp conditions also in pose constraints on the construction
of approxin ate energy functionals within density functional theory [I4, 16], and on the
wavefiinction fiinctionals of the density em ployed in quantal density fiinctional theory [L7].
The Integral cusp condition In one dim ension, (Which is di erent In form from the result
derived for dim ension D 2), and from which em anates som e very interesting physics, is
to be published elssw here[1§].
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