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Abstract

W e have derived the integralform ofthe cusp and node coalescence conditionssatis�ed by the

wavefunction at the coalescence oftwo charged particles in D � 2 dim ension space. From it we

have obtained the di�erentialform of the coalescence conditions. These expressions reduce to

the well-known integraland di�erentialcoalescence conditions in D = 3 space. It follows from

the resultsderived thatthe approxim ate Laughlin wavefunction forthe fractionalQ uantum Hall

E�ect satis�es the node coalescence condition. It is further noted that the integralform m akes

evidentthatunliketheelectron-nucleuscoalescencecondition,thedi�erentialform oftheelectron-

electron coalescence condition cannot be expressed in term s ofthe electron density at the point

ofcoalescence. From the integralform ,the integraland di�erentialcoalescence conditionsforthe

pair-correlation function in D � 2 dim ension space are also derived. The known di�erentialform

ofthe pairfunction cusp condition forthe uniform electron gasin dim ensionsD = 2;3 constitute

a specialcase oftheresultderived.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

The non relativistic wavefunction exhibits a cusp or a node at the coalescence ofany

two charged particles because ofthe singularity associated with the Coulom b interaction

between them . The di�erentialform of the cusp coalescence condition satis�ed by the

wavefunction for both electron-electron and electron-nucleus coalescence was derived for

dim ensionsD = 3 by Kato [1].Thisform ofthecusp condition isin term softhespherical

average ofthe wavefunction taken aboutthe singularity. Itisthisdi�erentialform thatis

m ostextensively em ployed in theliterature.Theintegralform oftheelectron-electron and

electron-nucleuscusp and node coalescence condition forD = 3 wasoriginally conjectured

by Bingel[2].They havebeen derived rigorously from theSchrodingerequation by Pack and

ByersBrown [3].Theintegralform ofthecoalescenceconditions,however,ism oregeneral,

and therefore m ore signi�cant,because itretainsthe angulardependence ofthe wavefunc-

tion at coalescence. The di�erentialform is then readily obtained from the integralform

by spherically averaging and di�erentiating. An exam ple ofthe usefulness ofthe integral

form is the following. Over the past two and a halfdecades,there has been uncertainty

[4]about whether the locale�ective potentialenergy of Kohn-Sham density functional

theory [5]was �nite orsingular atthe nucleus ofatom s. Em ploying the di�erentialform

ofthe cusp condition,it was initially proved [4]that the potentialenergy is �nite at the

nucleus ofspherically sym m etric atom s. However,using the integralform ,the conclusion

of�niteness can be generalized [6]to atom s ofarbitrary sym m etry,to m olecules,and to

periodic and aperiodic solids. As another exam ple,it is wellknown that the di�erential

form ofthe electron-nucleus cusp condition m ay be expressed [7]in term softhe spherical

averageoftheelectron density aboutthenucleus.Ithasconsequently been assum ed [8]that

the di�erentialform ofthe electron-electron cusp condition can sim ilarly be expressed in

term softhedensity atthepointofelectron coalescence.Theintegralform oftheelectron-

electron cusp condition m akesclearthatnosuch expression in term softhedensity can exist.

At present, there is considerable interest in both lower dim ensionalsystem s such as

the two-dim ensional(D = 2)electron gas[9],the two-dim ensionalgasin the presence of

a m agnetic �eld ( the Quantum HallE�ect) [10],and in their higher-dim ensionalD � 4

generalizations [11]. M otivated by this interest,we have derived the integralform ofthe
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cusp and node coalescence condition for dim ensions D � 2. It becom es evident that the

approxim ate Laughlin[10]wavefunction forthe fractionalQuantum Halle�ectsatis�esthe

D = 2 node coalescence condition. The D � 2 di�erentialform ofthe cusp condition is

then obtained by spherically averaging aboutthesingularity overD-dim ensionalspaceand

di�erentiating. Em ploying the integralcusp condition,we have also derived the integral

and di�erentialform s ofthe pair correlation function at the coalescence oftwo identical

particles in D � 2 dim ensions. The di�erentialform ofthe cusp condition for the pair

correlation function forthe uniform electron gasforD = 3 [12]and D = 2[13]constitute a

specialcase ofour result. The use ofcusp conditions for the pair-correlation function in

D = 3 spin-density functionaltheory isexpounded in Ref.14.M orerecentwork on nuclear

cusp conditionsrelevantto density functionaltheory isdescribed in Ref.15.

II .D ER IVAT IO N

Consideranonrelativisticsystem ofN charged particlesin D (� 2)dim ension spacewith

theHam itonian (�h = e= 1)

Ĥ = �

NX

i= 1

1

2m i

r
2

i +

NX

j> i= 1

ZiZj

rij
; (1)

where m i and Zi are the m ass and charge ofthe ith particle,and rij = jri� rjj. In D

dim esion space,r = (x1;x2;:::xD ),r =

q
P D

k= 1xkxk and r 2 =
P D

k= 1
@

@xk

@

@xk
. Due to the

Coulom b potentialenergy term ,the Ham iltonian is singular when any two particle iand

jcoalesce(rij ! 0). For the wavefunction 	(r 1;r2;:::rN ) which satis�es the Schr�odinger

equation

Ĥ 	(r 1;r2;:::rN )= E 	(r 1;r2;:::rN ); (2)

to be bounded and rem ain �nite at the singularites, it m ust satisfy a cusp coalescence

condition.Ifthewavefunction vanishesatthesingularity,itm ustsatisfy a nodecoalescence

condition.

W eareinterested in theform ofthewavefunction when twoparticlesapproach each other,

i.e. when rij isvery sm all. Following Pack and ByersBrown[3]we focusourattention on
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two particles1 and 2,and transform theircoordinatesr1 and r2 to the centerofm assR 12

and relativecoordinatesr12 as

R 12 =
m 1r1 + m 2r2

m 1 + m 2

;

r12 = r1 � r2: (3)

TheHam iltonian ofEq.(1)m ay then berewritten as

Ĥ = �
1

2�12
r

2

r12
+
Z1Z2

r12
�

1

2(m 1 + m 2)
r

2

R 12
+

NX

i= 3

fZi(
Z1

r1i
+
Z2

r2i
)g

+

NX

i= 3

1

2m i

r
2

ri
+

NX

j> i= 3

ZiZj

rij
; (4)

where �12 =
m 1m 2

m 1+ m 2

is the reduced m ass ofparticles 1 and 2. W hen particle 1 and 2 are

within asm alldistanceofeach other(0< r12 < �),and allotherparticlesarewellseparated,

thereisonly onesingularity in theHam iltonian.Retaining only term soflowerorderin r12,

Eq.(3)reducesto

[�
1

2�12
r

2

r12
+
Z1Z2

r12
+ O (�

0
)]	(r 1;r2;:::rN )= 0; (5)

where O (�0)refersto term soforderzero (constant)and higherorderin r12 and thevector

com ponents(r12)k;k = 1;2;:::D ).

Eq.(4) is a one-electron-atom equation in D dim ension space. Furtherm ore,it is not

an eigenvalue equation. W e are interested in the solution ofthe equation that are �nite

and continuous at the singularities. Thus,in the lim it as r1 ! r2,we could write the

wavefunction in two partsas

	(r 1;r2;:::rN )= 	(r 2;r2;r3:::;rN )+ �	(r1;r2;:::rN ); (6)

where the term �	(r1;r2;:::rN ) m ust vanish at the singularity r1 = r2. From the above

itfollows thatwe need consider only term s of�rst-order in r12 in �	 when r1 is nearr2.

Dropping the subscript 12,and writing r12 as r,we see that �	 could have term s ofthe

form rD B (r2;r3:::;rN ),or
P

lrlB l(r2;:::rN ) where ldenotes the 2 to (D � 1)-dim ensional

subspace and rl the distance in the subspace, or r � C (r2;:::rN ). Here, rD = r is just

the conventionaldistance in D dim ensionalspace. As an exam ple ofthe second kind of
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term s, consider the case of D= 4. There are four 3-dim ensionalsubspaces, and six 2-

dim ensionalsubspaces. The distancesin the 3-dim ensionalsubspacesconstitute the term s
q

x2
1
+ x2

2
+ x2

3
,

q

x2
1
+ x2

2
+ x2

4
,

q

x2
2
+ x2

3
+ x2

4
,and

q

x2
1
+ x2

4
+ x2

3
. The distances in the 2-

dim ensionalsubspaces are
q

x2i + x2j,where i6= j,and i;j = 1;2;3;4. In the lim itr ! 0,

such term sdo nota�ecttheO(D)sym m etry ofthe�rsttwo term son theleftsideofEq.(5).

However,theLaplacian oftheseterm sissingularsincer 2rd =
d�1

r
,whererd isthedistance

in the d-dim ensionalsubspace. These singularities cannot be cancelled by the Coulom b

potentialenergy singularity term ofEq.(5).Thus,theircoe�cientsm ustvanish.Therefore,

(recovering thesubscript12),Eq.(6)m ustbewritten as

	(r 1;r2;:::rN )= 	(r 2;r2;r3:::;rN )+ r12B (r2;r3;:::;rN )+ r12 � C (r2;r3;:::;rN )+ O (�
2
) (7)

NextsubstituteEq.(6)for	(r 1;r2;:::rN )intoEq.(4)andem ployr
2r= 0.FortheCoulom b

potentialenergy singularity to becancelled wehave

�
1

2�12

D � 1

r12
B (r2;r3;:::;rN )+

Z1Z2

r12
	(r 2;r2;r3;:::;rN )= 0: (8)

At the point ofcoalescence,the wavefunction is 	(r 2;r2;r3;:::;rN ). Since we require the

wavefunction to be�niteatthispointwehave

B (r2;r3;:::;rN )=
2Z1Z2�12

D � 1
	(r 2;r2;r3:::;rN ): (9)

Thus,in thelim itasr12 ! 0,wem ay writethewavefunction as

	(r 1;r2;:::rN )= 	(r 2;r2;r3;:::;rN )(1+
2Z1Z2�12

D � 1
r12)+ r12 � C (r2;r3;:::;rN ): (10)

Thisisthegeneralform oftheintegralcusp coalesencecondition in D-dim ension space.Note

thatthisexpression isequally valid even ifthewavefunction vanishesatthepointofcoales-

cence,i.e.if	(r 2;r2;:::;rN )= 0.Thislatterisreferred to asa node coalescence condition.

By taking the sphericalaverage ofEq.(10)aboutthe pointofcoalescence in D-dim ension

space,weobtain thedi�erentialform ofthecusp condition:

(
@�	

@r12
)jr12! 0 =

2Z1Z2�12

D � 1
	(r12 = 0); (11)

where �	 is the spherically averaged wavefunction. For the electron-nucleus coalescence,

Z1 = �1;Z2 = Z the nuclear charge ,and �12 � m e the m ass ofthe electron. For the

electron-electron coalescence,Z1 = �1;Z2 = �1;�12 =
1

2
m e. In D = 3 dim ensions,the
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traditionalintegraland di�erentialcusp conditionsarerecovered.

Itfollowsfrom thede�nition ofthedensity �(r1)which is

�(r1)= N

Z

	
�
(r1;r2;:::rN )	(r 1;r2;:::rN )dr2:::drN ; (12)

thatthe di�erentialform ofthe electron-nucleus cusp condition m ay be expessed in term s

ofthe density at and about the nucleus. In this case with the nuclear positions �xed,

the wavefunction doesnotdepend upon the nuclearcoordinates. Then when the electron

at r1 approaches a nucleus,say �xed at the origin,the integralfor the density which is

over allthe rem aining N � 1 electrons can be perform ed. It is evident from the integral

cusp coalesence condition Eq.(10) and the above de�nition ofthe density,that there can

be no such di�erentialform ofthe cusp condition for electron-electron coalescence. Such

expressionsin theliterature[8]arethereforeinvalid.

Itishowever,possible to derive theintegraland di�erentialform softhecusp condition

in D-dim ensionsforthetwo-particlecorrelation function p(r1r2)de�ned as

p(r1r2)=
N (N � 1)

2

Z

	
�
(r1;r2;:::rN )	(r 1;r2;:::rN )dr3;:::drN : (13)

In thelim itasr1 ! r2 and em ploying theintegralcusp expression ofEq.(10)wehave that

to �rst-orderin r12

p(r1r2) = p(r2r2)(1+
2Z1Z2�12

D � 1
r12)

2
+
N (N � 1)

2

Z

(r12 � C (r2;:::rN ))
2
dr3:::drN

+ N (N � 1)(1+
2Z1Z2�12

D � 1
r12)

Z

(r12 � C (r2;:::rN ))	(r 2;r2;:::rN )dr3:::drN

+ O (�
3
): (14)

Thisistheintegralform ofthecusp coalescence condition forthepair-correlation function.

Thedi�erentialform ofthecusp condition forthecorrelation function is

(
@�p(r1r2)

@r12
)jr12! 0 =

4Z1Z2�12

D � 1
p(r2r2): (15)

where �p isthesphericalaverageofthecorrelation function.Thedi�erentialcusp condition

derived fortheuniform electron gasin dim ensionsD = 3 and 2 constitutea specialcaseof

thisgeneralform ofthedi�erentialcusp condition.
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III.C O N C LU D IN G R EM A R K S

In thispaperwe have derived the integraland di�erentialform softhe coalescence con-

dition satis�ed by the wavefunction atthe coalescence oftwo charged particles in D � 2

dim ensions. The corresponding integraland di�erentialcusp conditionsforthe paircorre-

lation function in D � 2 dim ensionalspacearethereby derived.Theseresultsarealso valid

forthe case ofa m ore generalized Ham itonian which includesa term ofthe form
P

iv(ri),

where v(ri)isa localexternalpotential.Thisisbecause such term sdo notcontribute any

singularitiesatthecoalescenseofthetwocharged particles.Such an externalpotentialcould

e�ectively ariseforexam plein thepresenceofan electricorm agnetic�eld.Thecoalescence

conditionsconstituterigorousconstraintson theconstruction and evaluation ofapproxim ate

wavefunctions. Thus,having derived the integralcoalesence condition forD = 2,we now

understand thatthe approxim ate Laughlin wavefunction [10]doesin factsatisfy the node

coalescence condition.TheLaughlin wavefunction is

	 m (z1;:::;zN )=

NY

j< k

(zj � zk)
m
exp[�

1

4

NX

l

jzlj
2
]; (16)

where m isan odd integer,and zj = xj + iyj isthe location ofthe jth particle expressed

as a com plex num ber. It is evident that this wavefunction satis�es the node coalescence

condition for m � 3. The cusp conditions also im pose constraints on the construction

ofapproxim ate energy functionals within density functionaltheory [14,16],and on the

wavefunction functionalsofthedensity em ployed in quantaldensity functionaltheory [17].

The integralcusp condition in one dim ension,(which is di�erent in form from the result

derived fordim ension D � 2),and from which em anatessom e very interesting physics,is

to bepublished elsewhere[18].

Thiswork wassupported in partby theResearch Foundation ofCUNY.
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