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A bstract

For a Coulom b system contained in a dom ain �,the dielectric

susceptibility tensor �� is de�ned as relating the average polariza-

tion in the system to a constant applied electric �eld,in the linear

lim it. According to the phenom enologicallaws ofm acroscopic elec-

trostatics,�� dependson thespeci�cshapeofthedom ain �.In this

paper we derive,using the m ethods ofequilibrium statisticalm e-

chanicsin both canonicaland grand-canonicalensem bles,the shape

dependenceof�� and thecorresponding �nite-sizecorrectionstothe

therm odynam ic lim it,for a class ofgeneral�-dim ensional(� � 2)

Coulom b system s,ofellipsoidalshape,beingin theconductingstate.

Them icroscopic derivation isbased on a generalprinciple:thetotal

force acting on a system in therm alequilibrium iszero.The results

arechecked in theD ebye-H �uckellim it.Thepaperisa generalization

ofa previousone[L.�Sam aj,J.Stat. Phys.100:949 (2000)],dealing

with thespecialcase ofa one-com ponentplasm a in two dim ensions.

In thatcase,thevalidity ofthepresented form alism hasalready been

veri�ed atthe exactly solvable (dim ensionless)coupling � = 2.
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1 IN T R O D U C T IO N

For system s with short-ranged pair interactions am ong constituents de-

�ned in a speci�cally shaped dom ain �,the therm odynam ic lim it ofan

intensive quantity doesnotdepend in generalon the shape ofthe dom ain

� and on the conditions at the boundary @� given by the surrounding

m edium . This is no longer true in the case ofm acroscopic system s with

long-ranged pairinteractions. A typicalexam ple isthe dom ain-shape de-

pendenceofthedielectricsusceptibility tensorforconductorspredicted by

thephenom enologicallawsofelectrostatics[1].Theaim ofthispaperisto

derive rigorously and precisely,using the m ethodsofequilibrium statisti-

calm echanicsin both canonicaland grand-canonicalensem bles,theshape

dependenceofthedielectricsusceptibility and thecorresponding�nite-size

correctionsto the therm odynam ic lim it,fora classofgeneralclassical�-

dim ensionalm icroscopic Coulom b system sbeing in the conducting state.

The case � = 1 has specialfeatures and willnot be discussed here. The

paperisa generalization ofthepreviousone[2],referred to asI,which was

devoted to them icroscopicderivation ofthedielectricsusceptibility forthe

specialcaseofa one-com ponentplasm a in two dim ensions(2D).

In dim ension �, the Coulom b potentialv at a spatialposition r =

(r1;r2;:::;r�),induced by a unitchargeatthe origin 0,isthe solution of

the Poisson equation

�v(r)= � s ��(r) (1.1)

where s� = 2��=2=�(�=2) is the surface area ofthe �-dim ensionalunit

sphere.Explicitly,

v(r)=

8
><

>:

� ln(r=r0) if� = 2,

r2� �

� � 2
otherwise

(1.2)

Here,r = jrjand r0 isan arbitrary length scale. The corresponding force

F(r)= � r v(r)reads

F(r)=
r

r�
(1.3)

In a �-dim ensionalspace,the de�nition ofthe Coulom b potential(1.1)

im plies in the Fourier space the characteristic sm all-k behavior v̂(k) /

1=k2.Thism aintainsm any genericproperties(likescreening)of\real" 3D

Coulom b system s.

W e considergeneralCoulom b system s consisting ofM m obile species

� = 1;:::;M with the corresponding charges q�, em bedded in a �xed

uniform background ofchargedensity �b.Them oststudied m odelsarethe

one-com ponentplasm a (O CP)and the sym m etric two-com ponentplasm a
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(TCP).TheO CP correspondstoM = 1with q1 = qand �b ofoppositesign;

itm ay be convenientto de�ne a \background density" nb by �b = � qnb.

The sym m etric TCP corresponds to M = 2 with q1 = q;q2 = � q and

�b = 0. The system iscontained in a dom ain � ofspeci�ed shape with a

sm ooth boundary @�.Thesurrounding m edium isforsim plicity a vacuum

producingnoim ageforces.The�xed background producestheone-particle

potential�b�b(r)where

�b(r)=

Z

�

d�r0v(jr� r
0j) (1.4)

Thecorresponding electric�eld is�bE b(r)where

E b(r)= � r �b(r)=

Z

�

d�r0
r� r0

jr� r0j�
(1.5)

The energy ofa con�guration fri;q� i
g ofthe charged particles plus the

background is

E =
X

i< j

q� i
q� j

v(jri� rjj)+ �b

X

i

q� i
�b(ri)+ E b� b (1.6)

Sincethebackgroud-backgroundinteraction energy term E b� b doesnotde-

pend on theparticlecoordinates,itsparticularvalueisirrelevantin thecal-

culation ofparticledistribution functions.In thecaseofpointparticles,for

m any-com ponentsystem swith atleasttwo oppositely charged species,the

singularity ofv(r)(1.2)attheorigin preventsthetherm odynam icstability

against the collapse ofpositive-negative pairs ofcharges: in two dim en-

sions for sm allenough tem peratures,in three and higher dim ensions for

any tem perature. However,in those cases,one can introduce short-range

repulsive interactions which prevent the collapse. The derivations which

follow allow forsuch interactions.

TheCoulom b system in thedom ain � atinversetem perature� willbe

considered in both canonical(�xed particlenum bers)and grand canonical

(�xed specieschem icalpotentials)ensem bles.Thetherm alaveragewillbe

denoted by h� � � i.In term softhem icroscopicdensity ofparticlesofspecies

�,n̂�(r)=
P

i
��;� i

�(r� ri),them icroscopicdensitiesofthetotalparticle

num berand chargearede�ned respectively by

n̂(r)=
X

�

n̂�(r); �̂(r)=
X

�

q� n̂�(r) (1.7)

At one-particle level,the totalparticle num ber and charge densities are

given respectively by

n(r)= ĥn(r)i; �(r)= ĥ�(r)i (1.8)
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Attwo-particlelevel,oneintroducesthe two-body densities

n
(2)

�� 0(r;r
0) =

*
X

i6= j

��;� i
�� 0;� j

�(r� ri)�(r
0� rj)

+

= ĥn�(r)̂n� 0(r0)i� ĥn�(r)i��;� 0�(r� r
0) (1.9)

Thecorresponding Ursellfunctionsarede�ned by

U�� 0(r;r0)= n
(2)

�� 0(r;r
0)� n�(r)n� 0(r0) (1.10)

and the truncated charge-chargestructurefunction by

S(r;r0) = ĥ�(r)̂�(r0)iT

� ĥ�(r)̂�(r0)i� ĥ�(r)iĥ�(r0)i (1.11)

Thesm all-k behavioroftheFouriertransform oftheCoulom b potential

gives rise to exact m om ent constraints for the charge structure function

S (see review [3]). In the bulk, lim �! R � S� (r;r
0) = S(jr � r0j) obeys

the Stillinger-Lovettscreening rules[4,5]which im ply the zeroth-m om ent

(electroneutrality)condition
Z

d�rS(r)= 0 (1.12)

and the second-m om entcondition

�

Z

d�rjrj2S(r)= �
2�

s�
(1.13)

For�nite system s,the analog ofthe zeroth-m om entsum rule
Z

�

d�rS(r;r0)=

Z

�

d�r0S(r;r0)= 0 (1.14)

holdsonly in the canonicalensem ble where itreectsthe trivialfactthat

the totalcharge in the dom ain � is�xed. In the grand canonicalensem -

ble, the system is expected to exhibit charge uctuations [6], in which

case (1.14)doesnothold.The inform ation analogousto the bulk second-

m om entcondition (1.13)iscontained in thedielectricsusceptibility tensor

��.Letususethe notation

P̂
i =

Z

�

d�rri�̂(r) i= 1;:::;� (1.15)

forthe ith com ponentofthe totalpolarization in the system . The tensor

�� isde�ned asrelatingtheaveragepolarization toaconstantapplied �eld

E 0,in the linearlim it:

hP̂ iiE 0

j�j
=

�X

j= 1

�
ij

�
E
j

0 (1.16)

4



Thelinearresponsetheory expressesthe ��-com ponentsas

�
ij

�
=

�

j�j

�

hP̂ i
P̂
ji� hP̂ iihP̂ ji

�

=
�

j�j

Z

�

d�r1

Z

�

d�r2 r
i
1r

j

2S(r1;r2) (1.17)

where h� � � i is an average de�ned for E0 = 0. In the canonicalensem ble

wherethesum rule(1.14)applies,thetensorcom ponents�
ij

�
areexpressible

in anotherequivalentway

�
ij

�
= �

�

2j�j

Z

�

d�r1

Z

�

d�r2(r
i
1 � r

j

2)
2
S(r1;r2) (1.18)

As� ! R � one m ightnaively expectthatonly the diagonalcom ponents

�i = lim �! R � �ii� (i= 1;:::;�)surviveand,according to thebulk second-

m om entsum rule(1.13),thatthey tend to theuniform \Stillinger-Lovett"

(SL)value

�
i
SL = �

�

2

Z

d�r
�
r
i
�2
S(r)=

1

s�
(1.19)

which does not depend on the shape of �. This is indeed true for a

boundary-free dom ain like the surface ofa sphere. Asisexplained below,

relation (1.19)no longerholdsin a geom etry with a boundary.

According to phenom enologicalelectrostatics,based on plausible but

notrigorouslyjusti�ed argum ents,thedielectricsusceptibility� ofam acro-

scopic system is related to its dielectric constant �. For the considered

Coulom b plasm a in a conducting state,the equality �� 1 = 0 im plies

�
ij

�
=

1

s�

�
T
� 1

�

�ij
(1.20)

where T� is the size-invariantbut shape-dependentdepolarization tensor

with position-independentcom ponents

T
ij

�
= �

1

s�

Z

�

d�r
@2v(r)

@ri@rj
(1.21)

W ithoutany lossofgenerality onecan chooseacoordinatesystem in which

T� isdiagonal,T
ij

�
= T i

��ij,and consequently �� isalso diagonal,�
ij

�
=

�i��ij.Then,Eq.(1.20)takesthe form

�
i
� =

1

s�T
i
�

(1.22)

For�-dim ensionalellipsoidaldom ains[1]which willbe ofinterestin this

work,the T�-com ponents(1.21)areexpressiblein an alternativeform as

T
ij

�
= �

1

s�

@2

@ri@rj
�b(r) (1.23)
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with �b(r)de�ned by (1.4),whererisan arbitrarypointin �.W ith regard

to thePoisson equation (1.1),the diagonalelem entsofT� areconstrained

by
P �

i= 1
T i
� = 1. In the specialisotropic case of�-dim ensionalspheres,

T i
� = 1=� and the consequent�i� = �=s� is� tim es�iSL ofEq.(1.19).

The discrepancy between the naive prediction ofstatisticalm echanics

(1.19)and phenom enologicalelectrostatics(1.22)wasexplained in anicese-

riesofpapers[7]-[9]by Choquard etal.Thepointisthatthesusceptibility

ism adeup ofa bulk contribution,which saturatesquickly to theSL value

(1.19),and ofa surface contribution. The surface contribution does not

vanish in thetherm odynam iclim itduetotheinverse-power-law behaviorof

thechargestructurefunction atlargedistancesalong theboundary.Sum -

m ing up both contributionsonegetsinstead of(1.19)theshape-dependent

result ofm acroscopic electrostatics (1.22). This fact was veri�ed on the

2D disk geom etry,in the high-tem peratureDebye-H�uckellim itand atthe

exactly solvable coupling � = �q2 = 2 ofthe O CP.A progress towards

the m icroscopicveri�cation ofform ula (1.22)wasm ade in paperI.There,

the m apping ofthe 2D O CP,when � is an even positive integer,onto a

discrete1D anticom m uting-�eld theory [10]wasused forgenerating a sum

ruleforthechargestructurefunction.Thissum rulecom esfrom a speci�c

unitary transform ation ofanticom m uting variableskeeping a \com posite"

form ofthe ferm ionic action. For� an elliptic dom ain,the sum rule con-

�rm sm icroscopically the asym ptotic form ula (1.22)and givesa �nite-size

correction term to �i� explicitly in term sofboundary contributions.

The underlying sum rule derived forthe 2D O CP seem ed to be closely

related tothelogarithm icnatureofthe2D Coulom b potential.W eshow in

thispaperthatactually the sum rule isnothing buta directconsequence

ofa generalprinciple:thetotalforceactingon asystem in therm alequilib-

rium iszero.Usingthisprinciple,thesum ruleisgeneralizedtoan arbitrary

�-dim ensionalCoulom b plasm a. As the result,for � a �-dim ensionalel-

lipsoidaldom ain,the asym ptotic form ula (1.22)for�i� isreproduced and

its leading �nite-size correction is obtained,in both canonicaland grand

canonicalensem bles.

The paperisorganized asfollows. Section 2 is devoted to the deriva-

tion ofthecrucialsum ruleforan arbitrary�-dim ensionalCoulom b plasm a.

Based on this sum rule,the splitting ofthe susceptibility into its m acro-

scopicpart(1.22)plusa corresponding �nite-sizecorrection term isshown

for �-dim ensionaldom ains of ellipsoidalshape in Section 3. Section 4

presents an analysis ofthe �nite-size correction term ,dependent on the

particular ensem ble. The form alism is docum ented in Section 5 on the

Debye-H�uckellim it. The check on the exactly solvable 2D O CP at cou-

pling � = 2 has already been done in the previous paper I.Concluding

rem arksaregiven in Section 6.
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2 SU M R U LES

O ne ofushasderived severalsum rulesforthe 2D O CP in paperI,using

a m apping on a ferm ionic�eld theory.Actually,thesesum rulesarem uch

m ore general. In the present section,the generalization ofsom e ofthese

sum rulesisobtained by sim ple argum entsaboutthe balance offorcesor

torques.

W riting thatthe totalforce acting on the particlesiszero,atequilib-

rium ,results into a sum rule relating their density n(r) and their charge

density �(r):

�b

Z

�

d�rE b(r)�(r)�
1

�

Z

@�

dS n(r)= 0 (2.1)

where the �rstterm in the l.h.s. is the force exerted by the background,

and the second term isthe forceexerted by the walls.dS � dSn where n

isthe unitvectornorm alto the surface elem entdS and directed towards

the exteriorof�. This is the generalization ofEqs. (56)ofpaper I.For

sim plicity,wehaveassum ed thattheparticle-wallinteraction isahard one,

such thatthe centerofeach particlefeelsa hard wallon @�.

A sim ilar sum rule is obtained by assum ing that a particle ofspecies

�1 is�xed atpointr1,and writing thatthetotalforceacting on theother

particlesvanishes.Now,theforcethatthe�xed particleexertson theother

onesm ustalso be included in the forcebalance,which reads

��b

Z

�

d�r2E b(r2)
X

� 2

q� 2
n
(2)
� 2� 1

(r2;r1)�

Z

@�

dS2

X

� 2

n
(2)
� 2� 1

(r2;r1)

+ �

Z

�

d�r2

X

� 2

q� 1
q� 2

F(r2 � r1)n
(2)
� 2� 1

(r2;r1)= 0 (2.2)

wherewehaveused thatthedensityofparticlesofspecies�2 atr2,knowing

thatthereisa particleofspecies�1 atr1,isn
(2)
� 2� 1

(r2;r1)=n� 1
(r1).Ifthere

areshort-rangeinteractions,they m ustbe added to the de�nition (1.3)of

theCoulom b forceF.Anotherform ofEq.(2.2)can beobtained by using

the �rstBG Y equation which can be written as

r n� 1
(r1) = ��bE b(r1)q� 1

n� 1
(r1)

+ �

Z

�

d�r2

X

� 2

q� 1
q� 2

F(r1 � r2)n
(2)
� 2� 1

(r2;r1) (2.3)

W ith regard to the equality F(r1 � r2)= � F(r2 � r1),using Eq.(2.3)for

the lastterm in the l.h.sofEq.(2.2)gives

��b

Z

�

d�r2E b(r2)

"
X

� 2

q� 2
n
(2)
� 2� 1

(r2;r1)+ q� 1
n� 1

(r1)�(r2 � r1)

#

7



�

Z

@�

dS2

X

� 2

n
(2)
� 2� 1

(r2;r1)� r n� 1
(r1)= 0 (2.4)

Finally,wem ultiply Eq.(2.4)by q� 1
and sum on �1,wem utiply Eq.(2.1)

by ��(r1),and we substractfrom each otherthe two resulting equations,

with the result

��b

Z

�

d�r2E b(r2)S(r2;r1)= r �(r1)+

Z

@�

dS2

X

� 1;� 2

q� 1
U� 2� 1

(r2;r1)

(2.5)

Thisisthecrucialsum rulewhich isthegeneralization ofEq.(60)ofpaper

I.

Although we shallnotneed them in the following,letusm ention that

another class ofsum rules can be obtained from the balance oftorques.

Forinstance,in three dim ensions,writing thatthe totaltorque acting on

theparticles(dueto both thebackground and thewalls)vanishesatequi-

librium givesthe sum rule

��b

Z

�

d3r[r� E b(r)]�(r)+

Z

@�

[dS � r]n(r)= 0 (2.6)

Thisisthegeneralization ofEq.(41b)ofpaperI.Ifoneparticleisassum ed

to be �xed atsom epoint,oneobtainsthe torqueanalog ofEq.(2.5)

��b

Z

�

d3r2[r2 � E b(r2)]S(r2jr1) = [r1 � r ]�(r1)� (2.7)

Z

@�

[dS2 � r2]
X

� 1;� 2

q� 1
U� 2� 1

(r2;r1)

Thisisthe generalization ofEq.(45b)ofpaperI.

The sum rules(41a)and (45a)ofpaperIcan also be generalized,fol-

lowing a m ethod developed in refs.[11]and [12].However,these general-

izationswillnotbe described here.

3 D ER IVAT IO N O F T H E SU SC EPT IB IL-

IT Y

Let � be a �-dim ensionalellipsoid in the reference fram e de�ned by the

axesofthe ellipsoid,

� :

�X

i= 1

�
ri

R i

� 2

� 1 (3.1)

In thisreference fram e both tensors�� and T� are diagonal. Forthe do-

m ain shapeunderconsideration,thedepolarization tensorT� isexpressible

8



as(1.23)and independentofthepointr2 �,while� b(r)isinvariantunder

the transform ationsri ! � ri.Thisim pliesthat

�b(r)= const�
s�

2

�X

i= 1

T
i
�

�
r
i
�2

(3.2)

Thecorresponding E b(r)= � r �(r)reads

E b(r)= s�

�X

i= 1

T
i
� r

i
e
i (3.3)

whereei istheunitvectoralong theith axis.Thecom ponentsofT� fora

2D ellipse read

T
1
� =

R 2

R 1 + R 2
; T

2
� =

R 1

R 1 + R 2
(3.4)

The com ponentsofT� arem ore com plicated functionsofR 1;R 2;R 3 fora

3D ellipsoid [1]. In the isotropic case R i = R ofa �-dim ensionalsphere,

T i
� = 1=�.

Inserting (3.3) into the sum rule (2.5),and de�ning the com ponents

dSi2 = dS2 � ei,onegetsforeach com ponentthe equality

��bs�T
i
�

Z

�

d�r2 r
i
2S(r2;r1)=

@

@ri1
�(r1)+

Z

@�

dSi2

X

� 1;� 2

q� 1
U� 2;� 1

(r2;r1)

(3.5)

W e m ultiply both sidesof(3.5)by ri1,then integrate
R

�
d�r1 and use the

de�nition (1.17)ofthe dielectricsusceptibility,forobtaining

�bs�T
i
��

i
� j�j=

Z

�

d�rri
@

@ri
�(r)+

Z

�

d�r1 r
i
1

Z

@�

dSi2

X

� 1;� 2

q� 1
U� 2� 1

(r2;r1)

(3.6)

Sim ple algebra gives

Z

�

d�rri
@

@ri
�(r) =

Z

�

d�r
@

@ri

�
r
i
�(r)

�
�

Z

�

d�r[�(r)+ �b � �b]

=

Z

@�

dSiri�(r)� ĥQ i+ �bj�j (3.7)

where

Q̂ =

Z

�

d�r[̂�(r)+ �b] (3.8)

isthe m icroscopictotalcharge(including the �xed background charge)in

the dom ain.Provided that�b 6= 0,Eq.(3.6)can be thusrewritten in the

9



�nalform

�
i
� =

1

s�T
i
�

�
1

�bs�T
i
�

"

hQ̂ i

j�j
�

1

j�j

Z

�

d�r1 r
i
1

Z

@�

dSi2ĥ�(r1)̂n(r2)i
T

#

(3.9)

Thisisthe desired splitting ofthe susceptibility onto itsm acroscopicpart

(1.22)plusa �nite-size correction term .

The form ula (3.9) can be further sim pli�ed in the isotropic case ofa

�-dim ensionalsphericaldom ain � with a radius R i = R and a volum e

j�j= s�R
�=�. Since now the com ponents �i� do not depend on i,we

can considertheircom m on value ��� =
P �

i= 1
�i� =�.Forthe �-dim ensional

sphereitholds

dSi2 =
ri2

R
dS2;

�X

i= 1

r
i
1dS

i
2 = r1 cos� dS2 (3.10)

where � is the angle between r1 and r2. Since ĥ�(r1)̂n(r2)i
T depends on

the orientationsofr1 and r2 only through theirangle�,we can chooser2
along the 1-axisand replace

R

@�
dS2 by s�R

�� 1.Eq.(3.9)takesthe form

��� =
�

s�
�

�

�bs�

"
hQ̂ i

j�j
�

1

R

Z

�

d�rr1ĥ�(r)̂n(R )iT

#

(3.11)

where R = (R;0;:::;0). It is som etim es convenientto expressr1 in the

integralon the r.h.s. of(3.11) as r1 = R � (R � r1) and in this way to

obtain an alternative\boundary" form ofEq.(3.11),

��� =
�

s�
�

�

�bs�

"

hQ̂ i

j�j
� hQ̂ n̂(R )iT +

1

R

Z

�

d�r(R � r
1)ĥ�(r)̂n(R )iT

#

(3.12)

The above form alism applies to the case �b 6= 0,with no restriction

on the use ofcanonicalorgrand-canonicalensem bles. W hen �b ! 0,for

the sake ofsim plicity we shallrestrictourselvesto the sym m etric TCP in

a �-dim ensionalsphere and to only m icroscopic statessuch thatthe total

charge ofthe system is equalto zero, Q̂ = 0. This is either the case of

the canonicalensem ble with im posed charge neutrality,or the case ofa

restricted grand-canonicalensem ble when the �xed background ofcharge

� N q is �rst neutralized by N opposite charges + q and then � q charges

areadded to the system in a variablenum berofneutralpairs[13].Under

theseconditions,relation (3.12)reducesto

��� =
�

s�
�

�

�bs�

1

R

Z

�

d�r
�
R � r

1
�
ĥ�(r)̂n(R )iT�b (3.13)
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wherethenotation h� � � i�b isused to em phasizethattheaverageistaken in

presenceofthe background.The background-chargedensity �b couplesto

particle coordinatesin the Boltzm ann factorexp[� ��b
R

�
d�r0�b(r

0)̂�(r0)],

where�b isgiven in (3.2).In thelim it�b ! 0,thetherm alaverageh� � � i�b

ofa m icroscopicquantity can be expanded around �b = 0,denoted sim ply

ash� � � i,using the linearresponsetheory:

h� � � i�b = h� � � i� ��b

Z

�

d�r0�b(r
0)h� � � �̂(r0)iT + O (�2b) (3.14)

Since,due to the + $ � charge sym m etry ofthe TCP, ĥ�(r)i = 0 and

ĥ�(r)̂n(R )i= 0 atany pointr2 �,relation (3.13)can be rewritten in the

�b ! 0 lim itasfollows

��� =
�

s�
�
�

2

1

R

Z

�

d�r
�
R � r

1
�
Z

�

d�r0(r0)
2

� [ĥ�(r)̂�(r0)̂n(R )i� ĥ�(r)̂�(r0)iĥn(R )i] (3.15)

W e see thatforthe TCP with no background,three-body densitiesenter

the �nite-sizecontribution.

4 N O N -EQ U IVA LEN C E O F EN SEM B LES

Although them acroscopicresultforthe�-dim ensionalsphere ��� � �=s� is

the sam e in both the canonicaland grand-canonicalensem bles,the �nite-

sizecorrection term in (3.12)isensem ble-dependent.

4.1 C anonicalEnsem ble

In the canonicalensem ble,the m icroscopic totalcharge is �xed, Q̂ = Q .

Let us analyze term by term the �nite-size corrections appearing on the

r.h.s.ofEq.(3.12).

Ifthereissom eexcesschargein thedom ain �,dueto theelectrostatic

repulsion ithastendency tom ovetothedom ain boundary@�and tocreate

there a m acroscopic surface charge density � = Q =j@�j.W e note that,as

a consequence,hQ̂ i=j�j= ��=R,and itisreasonable to assum e that� is

�nite.The othertherm alaveragesin (3.12)areassum ed to be taken fora

�xed �.

Since the m icroscopictotalchargedoesnotuctuate,hQ̂ n̂(R )iT = 0.

O nehasto becautiouswhen identifying theR ! 1 lim itofthedipole

m om entin thelastterm with itsathard-wallcounterpart:owingtoaslow

power-law decay ofthe correlationsalong a plain hard wall[14]-[17],the

lim itcannotbe freely interchanged with the integration.In particular,let

11



usconsiderin �-dim ensionsasem i-in�niteCoulom b plasm awhich occupies

thehalf-spacex > 0;wedenotebyy thesetofrem aining(�� 1)coordinates

norm altox.Theplaneatx = 0ischarged with theuniform surfacecharge

density �.Itisshown in Appendix thatin dim ensions� = 2;3 theR ! 1

lim itoftheconsidered spheredipolem om entisrelated tothecorresponding

atdipole m om entasfollows:

lim
R ! 1

Z

�

d�r(R � r
1)ĥ�(r)̂n(R )iT = 2

Z
1

0

dxx

Z

dyĥ�(x;y)̂n(0;0)iT

(4.1)

Thefactor2in thisequation was�rstobserved in paperIforthecaseofthe

2D O CP atcoupling � = 2.Itstem perature-independence isalso checked

in the Debye-H�uckellim it(see the nextsection).

W e conclude thatin � = 2;3 dim ensionsthe form ula forthe dielectric

susceptibility tensoroftheCoulom b conductor,evaluated in thecanonical

ensem bleup to the leading 1=R �nite-sizecorrection term ,reads

��� �
�

s�
�

�

�bs�

1

R

�

�� + 2

Z
1

0

dxx

Z

dyĥ�(x;y)̂n(0;0)iT
�

(4.2)

Thisresultcan be readily extended to the �b ! 0 lim itofthe sym m etric

TCP with Q̂ = 0 (and,consequently,� = 0),discussed atthe end ofthe

previous section. Using for the truncated correlation in (4.2) the linear

response(3.14),now in thehalf-spacegeom etry with �b(r
0)= � s�(x

0)2=2,

onearrivesat

��� �
�

s�
� ��

1

R

Z
1

0

dxx

Z

dy

Z
1

0

dx0(x0)2
Z

dy0

[ĥ�(x;y)̂�(x0;y0)̂n(0;0)i� ĥ�(x;y)̂�(x0;y0)iĥn(0;0)i] (4.3)

Although the �nite-size analysis was m ade for the � = 2;3 sphericalge-

om etries,it can be sim ply generalized via Eq. (3.9) to an arbitrary �-

dim ensionalellipsoid:the leading correction term isstillofthe orderof1

overthe characteristiclength ofthe dom ain.

4.2 G rand C anonicalEnsem ble

The grand-canonicalanalysisofthe �nite-size correctionsin (3.12)funda-

m entally dependson the dim ension.

Two Dim ensions. In the grand canonicalensem ble,necessarily the total

charge Q̂ vanishes and does not uctuate [20](except in a very special

case notdiscussed here). Thisisbecause bringing a charged particle into

the system from a reservoir at in�nity,with a hole left in the reservoir,
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would costan in�nite energy,and this cannotbe achieved with �nite fu-

gacities. Thus,the term shQ̂ iand hQ̂ n̂(R )iT vanish in (3.11)and (3.12).

Furtherm ore,(4.1)and (4.3)arestillvalid.

Three Dim ensions. In the grand canonicalensem ble,for a �nite system ,

hQ̂ iisdeterm ined by thefugacitiesand doesnotvanish,exceptforspecial

adjustm entsofthesefugacities.However,hQ̂ iisatm ostoforderR.Indeed,

when thespherealreadycarriesachargeQ ,theworkrequiredfrom bringing

one m ore particle ofcharge q into the system from the reservoir has an

electric partqQ =R. Therefore,with �nite chem icalpotentials,qQ =R has

to be �nite.

Thetotalchargedoesuctuate,with a variancesuch that�hQ̂ 2iT = R

in thelarge-R lim it,and theterm hQ̂ n̂(R )iT in (3.12)doesnotvanish,and

isoforder1=R asshown below.

Indeed,considering forsim plicity the case ofthe O CP in a 3D sphere

ofradius R,hQ̂ n̂(R )iT is proportionalto the totalcharge on the sphere

when one ofthe particlesofchargeq is�xed on the surface. M acroscopic

electrostaticssaysthat,when a pointcharge q isatdistance r � R from

the center ofa grounded sphere,it induces on it a surface charge q0 =

� (R=r)q.Thus,thetotalchargeq+ q0vanishesifr= R.However,actually,

the \surface" charge hassom e m icroscopic thickness� ofthe orderofthe

charge correlation length,and it is better to describe approxim ately the

con�guration ofa particle �xed on the surface asa particle atdistance R

from thecenterofa sphereofradiusR � �.Thusq0= � [(R � �)=R]q,the

totalcharge q+ q0 is oforder q�=R,and hQ̂ n̂(R)iT is expected to be of

order��=R.

Finally,in (3.11)and (3.12),in the large-R lim it,the term hQ̂ i=j�jis

atm ostoforder1=R 2 an can be discarded.Butthe term hQ̂ n̂(R )iT gives

to (3.12) a contribution oforder 1=R,like the dipole integral,and both

should be keptin the leading �nite-size correction. Asto (4.1)and (4.3),

they arestillvalid.

5 D EB Y E-H �U C K EL T H EO RY

Theform ulas(3.11)and (4.1)willnow betested in theweak-couplinglim it,

which is described by the Debye-H�uckeltheory,forthe generalsystem of

M speciesofpointparticlesplusa background,in two orthreedim ensions.

5.1 G eneralForm alism

A consistentway ofderiving the Debye-H�uckeltheory for a �nite system

isto startwith therenorm alized M ayerdiagram m aticexpansion (which is

reviewed,forinstance,in refs.[18]and [19]),in thegrand canonicalensem -
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ble,and to m ake a topologicalreduction,replacing the fugacities by the

densities.Theweak-couplinglim itforthecorrelation functionsisobtained

by resum m ing the chain diagram s with the densities taken as constants

n� (taking into accounttheirposition-dependence nearthe boundary @�

would give correctionsofhigherorder). This isequivalentto writing the

O rnstein-Zernickeequationswith the directcorrelation functionsreplaced

by � � tim esthe corresponding interaction potential:

h� 1� 2
(r1;r2) = � �q� 1

q� 2
v(jr1 � r2j) (5.1)

+
X

� 3

Z

�

d�r3[� �q� 1
q� 3

v(jr1 � r3j)]n� 3
h� 3� 2

(r3;r2)

where the correlation functions h are related to the Ursellfunctions by

U� 1� 2
(r1;r2) = n� 1

n� 2
h� 1� 2

(r1;r2). The set (5.1) ofM 2 coupled equa-

tionscan betransform ed into oneequation.Indeed,letusm aketheansatz

thatthe solution isofthe form

h� 1� 2
(r1;r2)= � �q� 1

q� 2
G (r1;r2) (5.2)

Using (5.2)in (5.1)onedoescheck thattheseO rnstein-Zernickeequations

aresatis�ed provided thatG obeysthe integralequation

G (r1;r2)= v(jr1 � r2j)�
�2

s�

Z

�

d�r3v(jr1 � r3j)G (r3;r2) (5.3)

where�2 = s��
P

�
n�q

2
�;the Debyelength is1=�.Using (5.2)one�nds

ĥ�(r1)̂n(r2)i
T = �

��2

s�
G (r1;r2)+ ��(r1 � r2) (5.4)

and

S(r1;r2)� ĥ�(r1)̂�(r2)i
T = �

1

�

�
�2

s�

� 2

G (r1;r2)+
�2

�s�
�(r1 � r2) (5.5)

Theintegralequation (5.3)forG can betransform ed into a di�erential

equation by takingtheLaplacian with respectto r1.O neobtainstheusual

Debye-H�uckelequation forthe screened Coulom b potentialG

[� 1 � �
2]G (r1;r2)= � s��(r1 � r2) (5.6)

However,in a �nitesystem ,thedi�erentialequation (5.6)m ustbesupple-

m ented by boundary conditions.In the presentapproach,theseboundary

conditionsareprovided by the integralequation (5.3).

It has been seen in Section 3 that,in general,when there is a back-

ground,the �nite-size correction to the susceptibility can be expressed in
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term softhe two-body correlation appearing in (3.11),while,in the lim it

ofno background,one obtains the m ore com plicated expression (3.15)in

term sofa three-body correlation. The Debye-H�uckeltheory hasthe very

specialfeaturethatthiscom plication doesnotarise.Indeed,since� = � �b,

one sees in (5.4) that ĥ�(r1)̂n(r2)i
T =�b is expressed in term s ofthe two-

body function G even in thelim it�b ! 0.Furtherm orehQ̂ i= 0.Therefore

(3.11)stillinvolvesonly a two-body correlation in thislim it�b ! 0.

5.2 2D D isk

In an in�nite plane,(5.6)givesG (r1;r2)= K 0(�jr1 � r2j),where K 0 isa

m odi�ed Besselfunction.In a �nitedisk ofradiusR,thesolution isofthe

form [9]

G (r1;r2)=

1X

‘= 0

[I‘(s< )K ‘(s> )+ a‘I‘(s1)I‘(s2)]�‘cos‘� (5.7)

wheres1;2 = �r1;2,s< and s> arethesm allestand thelargest,respectively,

ofs1 and s2,I‘ and K ‘ are m odi�ed Besselfunctions,and a‘ a coe�cient

to be determ ined;�‘ isthe Neum ann factor�0 = 1,�‘ = 2 for‘� 1. In

the square bracketof(5.7) the �rstterm correspondsto an expansion of

K 0(�jr1� r2j),whilethesecond term correspondstothegeneralsym m etric

solution of(5.6)withoutthe r.h.s.� term .

The determ ination ofa0 from the integralequation (5.3)hasbeen dis-

cussed in ref.[20],whereithasbeen argued thatthelength scaler0 in the

2D Coulom b potentialvm ustbem adein�niteattheend ofthecalculation.

Theresultisa0 = K 1(Z)=I1(Z),whereZ = �R.

Fordeterm ining a‘ when ‘� 1,weconsidertheintegralequation (5.3),

and use forG the expansion (5.7)and forv the expansion

v(jr1 � r2j)= � ln
jr1 � r2j

r0
= � ln

r>

r0
+

1X

‘= 1

1

‘

�
r<

r>

� ‘

cos‘(�2 � �1) (5.8)

In the angularintegralon �3,only the term s involving the sam e ‘ in the

two expansions(5.7)and (5.8)survive. In term softhe square bracketin

(5.7),i.e.

G ‘(r1;r2)� I‘(s< )K ‘(s> )+ a‘I‘(s1)I‘(s2) (5.9)

oneobtains,when r1 > r2,

2G ‘(r1;r2) =
1

‘

�
r2

r1

� ‘

� �
2

Z r1

0

dr3r3
1

‘

�
r3

r1

� ‘

G ‘(r3;r2)

� �
2

Z R

r1

dr3r3
1

‘

�
r1

r3

� ‘

G ‘(r3;r2); ‘� 1 (5.10)
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O ne could solve (5.10). However,it is sim pler to rem ark that it im plies

@G ‘(r1;r2)=@r1jr1= R = � (‘=R)G ‘(R;r2). Therefore,using the de�nition

(5.9)forG ‘(R;r2)gives

K
0

‘(Z)+ a‘I
0

‘(Z)= �
‘

Z
[K ‘(Z)+ a‘I‘(Z)]; ‘� 1 (5.11)

a relation that Choquard et al.[9]have obtained by another m ethod,in-

volving a continuation of(5.6)outside the disk;thatm ethod led to som e

am biguity fordeterm ining a0. From (5.11),using sim ple relationsobeyed

by the Besselfunctions,oneobtains

a‘ =
K ‘� 1(Z)

I‘� 1(Z)
(5.12)

This�nalequation turnsoutto be valid forall‘,including ‘= 0.

Using(5.7)and (5.12)in (5.2),onecan easilychecktheperfectscreening

expected in two dim ensions,even in the grand canonicalensem ble: the

chargein the cloud around a particleofchargeq� 2
is� q� 2

,

Z

�

d2r1

X

� 1

q� 1
n� 1

h� 1� 2
(r1;r2)= � q� 2

(5.13)

W e now turn to the dielectricsusceptibility.From itsde�nition (1.17),

using the presentS(r1;r2),oneobtains[9]

��� =
1

�

�

1�
2I1(�R)

�RI0(�R)

�

(5.14)

Alternatively,one can use the generalm ethod ofthe present paper and

check the expression (3.11). Here hQ̂ i= 0,and �b = � �. Let� Ddisk be

thedipolem om entde�ned astheintegralin (3.11)(wecallthisdipolem o-

m ent� D ratherthan D forusing the sam enotation asin theAppendix).

O nly the part‘= 1 ofG contributesto thisintegral. Using ĥ�(r)̂n(R )iT

from (5.4)and G 1 from (5.9)with a1 from (5.11)gives,aftersim ple m a-

nipulationson the Besselfunctions,

D disk = �
2�I1(�R)

I0(�R)
(5.15)

Itshould be rem arked that,since in 2D hQ̂ n̂(R )iT = 0,D disk isalso the

integralin (3.12). Using (5.15)in (3.11)or(3.12),one retrievesthe sam e

��� asin (5.14).In thelarge-R lim it,in (5.14)I1(�R)=I0(�R)! 1 and one

seesthatthe correction term isindeed oforder1=R:

��� �
1

�
�

2

��R
(5.16)
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Thedipolem om entD at foraatwall,in the2D Debye-H�uckeltheory,

hasbeen com puted in [16]. Itcan be checked that,in the lim it R ! 1 ,

D disk doeshavetwicethe value found forD at.

5.3 3D Sphere

In in�nite space,(5.6)gives G (r1;r2)= exp(� �jr1 � r2j)=jr1 � r2j. In a

�nite sphereofradiusR,the sam econsiderationsasin 2D now give[9]

G (r1;r2)=

1X

‘= 0

2‘+ 1
p
r1r2

h

I‘+ 1

2

(s< )K ‘+ 1

2

(s> )+ b‘I‘+ 1

2

(s1)I‘+ 1

2

(s2)

i

P‘(cos�)

(5.17)

where P‘ is a Legendre polynom ial. As in 2D,the coe�cients b ‘ can be

determ ined by using theintegralequation (5.3),with thesam eresultasin

ref.[9]:

b‘ =
K ‘� 1

2

(Z)

I‘� 1

2

(Z)
(5.18)

W ith ourm ethod,there isno specialproblem oram biguity with the case

‘= 0.

Asexpected,there isno perfectscreening,sincethe starting pointwas

the grand canonicalensem ble.Using (5.17)and (5.18)in (5.2)gives

Z

�

d3r1

X

� 1

q� 1
n� 1

h� 1� 2
(r1;r2)= � q� 2

�

1�
sinh�r2

�r2 cosh�R

�

(5.19)

ratherthan � q� 2
.

Thedielectricsusceptibility,com puted from itsde�nition (1.17)isfound

to be [9]

��� =
3

4�

"

1�
3I3

2

(�R)

�RI1
2

(�R)

#

�

R ! 1

3

4�

�

1�
3

�R

�

(5.20)

Alternatively,onecan usethegeneralm ethod ofthepresentpaper.Again

hQ̂ i= 0,�b = � �,and only thepart‘= 1 ofG contributesto theintegral

in (3.11).O neretrievesforthe susceptibility the result(5.20).

Itshould be noted that,in 3D,Q̂ uctuatesand hQ̂ n̂(R )iT 6= 0. O ne

�nds

hQ̂ n̂(R )iT = �
I1

2

(�R)

�RI
�

1

2

(�R)
�

R ! 1

�

�R
(5.21)

in agreem entwith the qualitativeestim ate ofSection 4.2.Therefore,with

D sph de�ned asthe integralin (3.12),the equivalence of(3.11)and (3.12)

gives

D sph �

R ! 1

�
2�

�
(5.22)
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and the �nite-size correction to ��� can be decom posed as

��� �

R ! 1

3

4�

�

1�
1

�R
�

2

�R

�

(5.23)

wheretheterm 1=�R isthecontributionfrom hQ̂ n̂(R )iT and theterm 2=�R

isthe contribution from the dipole m om entD sph seen fom the boundary.

Again,in thelim itR ! 1 ,D sph doeshavetwicethevaluefound fora at

wall[16]in the Debye-H�uckeltheory.

6 C O N C LU SIO N

M acroscopicelectrostaticspredictsa shape-dependentvalueforthedielec-

tric susceptibility ofa conductor(the response,som etim escalled polariz-

ability,toauniform applied electric�eld).In thepresentpaper,ithasbeen

shown thatclassical(i.e. non-quantum )equilibrium statisticalm echanics

ofa largeclassofm icroscopicm odelsresultsinto a dielectricsusceptibility

which isthesum ofthem acroscopicvalueplusan explicit�nite-sizecorrec-

tion. Thus,the lim its ofvalidity ofm acroscopic electrostaticsare clearly

exhibited.

The basis for the m icroscopic derivation only is that the totalforce

acting on a system vanishesatequilibrium .Itisquitesurprising thatsuch

a sim ple statem ent is su�cient,and the reason for that stillis an open

problem .

O urapproach dealswith m odelsofCoulom b system sm ade ofcharged

particles em bedded in a uniform ly charged background. The case ofno

background is dealt with as a lim iting case. It seem s that our m ethod

cannotbe used fordirectly starting with a system withouta background.

Classicalstatisticalm echanics has been used. It gives an acceptable

phenom enologicaldescriptionofsom esystem ssuchaselectrolytesorm olten

salts.W ehavenotattem pted to dealwith a m orefundam entaldescription

ofrealm atterbased on quantum statisticalm echanicsofpointcharges.

A PPEN D IX :D IPO LE M O M EN T S

W e briey sum m arize known facts about the large-distance behavior of

particlecorrelationsalong a plain,possibly hom ogeneously charged,hard-

wallin � = 2;3 dim ensions. Letus�rstreview the case ofa sem i-in�nite

Coulom b plasm a which occupiesthehalf-spacex > 0;y denotesthesetof

(� � 1) coordinates norm alto the x-axis. According to ref. [16],for the

charge-density correlator one expects an asym ptotic power-law behavior
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along the boundary oftype

ĥ�(x;y)̂n(x0;0)iT �
g�(x;x

0)

jyj�
; jyj! 1 (A.1)

whereg�(x;x
0),which asa function ofx and x0hasa fastdecay away from

the wall,obeysthe relation

s�

2

Z
1

0

dxg�(x;x
0)=

Z
1

0

dxx

Z

dyĥ�(x;y)̂n(x0;0)iT ; � = 2;3

(A.2)

valid for any x0 � 0. A behavior oftype (A.1) at large distances was

observed also in the large-R lim itofthe �-dim ensionalsphere [8,17].For

two points r and r0 inside the sphere,it is only necessary to identify x

and x0 with thecorresponding pointdistancesfrom thespheresurfaceand

jyjwith the Euclidean distance (chord)ofthe pointprojectionsonto the

spheresurface:

x = R � r;x
0= R � r

0; jyj= 2R sin(�=2) (A.3)

where � is the angle between r and r0. At sm alldistances,an in�nites-

im aldeform ation ofa at boundary towards the sphere has a negligible

e�ecton thecorrelations.W ecan thereforewrite,on both m icroscopicand

m acroscopicscales,that,asthe radiusofthe sphereR ! 1 ,

ĥ�(r)̂n(r0)iT
�
�
sphere

� ĥ�(x;y)̂n(x0;0)iT
�
�
at

(A.4)

In the dipole integralon the r.h.s. of(3.12),the correlatorofinterest

istaken atthe pointr0 = R �xed atthe boundary,which correspondsto

x0= 0 in (A.3).To sim plify the notation,wede�ne

 sph(x;�)= ĥ�(r)̂n(R )iT
�
�
sphere

;  at(x;jyj)= ĥ�(x;y)̂n(0;0)iT
�
�
at

(A.5)

W ithin theidenti�cation (A.3)with x0= 0,theasym ptoticR ! 1 equiv-

alence(A.4)now takesthe form

 sph(x;�)�  at(x;jyj); jyj= 2R sin(�=2) (A.6)

O urtask isto relate the R ! 1 lim itofthe sphere dipole m om entD sph

seen from theboundaryand theatdipolem om entD at,de�ned asfollows

D sph =

Z

�

d�r(R � r
1) sph(R � r;�) (A.7)

D at =

Z
1

0

dxx

Z

dy  at(x;jyj) (A.8)

Because ofslightdi�erences,the derivationsofthe relation arem ade sep-

arately for2D (with notation \disk" instead of\sph")and 3D.
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2D D isk

Using thesubstitution x = R � rand writing r1 = (R � x)[1� 2sin2(�=2)],

the disk dipole m om ent(A.7)isexpressibleas

D disk =

Z R

0

dxx(R � x)

Z �

� �

d�  disk(x;�)

+ 2

Z R

0

dx(R � x)2
Z �

� �

d� sin2(�=2) disk(x;�) (A.9)

In thelarge-R lim it,wem akeuseofthetransform ation (A.6)togetD disk =

I1 + I2,where

I1 =

Z R

0

dxx

�

1�
x

R

�Z 2R

� 2R

dy
q

1�
y2

4R 2

 at(x;y) (A.10)

I2 = 2

Z R

0

dxR

�

1�
x

R

�2
Z 2R

� 2R

dy
q

1�
y2

4R 2

y2

4R 2
 at(x;y)(A.11)

Since  at(x;y) as a function ofx has a fast decay away from the wall,

thex=R term sin I1 and I2 can beneglected in com parison with the unity

when R ! 1 .Aftersim ple algebra,one�ndsforI1

lim
R ! 1

I1 = D at+

Z
1

0

dxx lim
R ! 1

2R

Z 1

� 1

dt

�
1

p
1� t2

� 1

�

 at(x;2tR)

(A.12)

Considering  at(x;2tR) � g2(x;0)=(2tR)
2 im plies a converging integral

overt,so thatlim R ! 1 I1 = D at. Asconcernsthe second integralI2,it

can be analogously written as

lim
R ! 1

I2 =

Z
1

0

dx lim
R ! 1

(2R)2
Z 1

� 1

dt
p
1� t2

t
2
 at(x;2tR) (A.13)

As above, we consider the leading asym ptotic behavior of  at(x;2tR),

with the result

lim
R ! 1

I2 =

Z
1

0

dxg2(x;0)

Z 1

� 1

dt
p
1� t2

= D at (A.14)

Here,relation (A.2)with s2 = 2� wasapplied atx0= 0.W econcludethat

lim
R ! 1

D disk = 2D at; � = 2 (A.15)
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3D Sphere

In 3D,the volum e elem ent d3r = r2drd
,where the angularpart d
 =

sin�d�d’ with � 2 (0;�)and ’ 2 (0;2�).Usingthesubstitution x = R � r,

the spheredipolem om ent(A.7)reads

D sph =

Z R

0

dxx(R � x)2
Z

d
 sph(x;�)

+ 2

Z R

0

dx(R � x)3
Z

d
 sin 2(�=2) sph(x;�) (A.16)

In thelarge-R lim it,thetransform ation (A.6)im pliesD sph = I1+ I2,where

I1 =

Z R

0

dxx

�

1�
x

R

�2
(2�)

Z 2R

0

dyy at(x;y) (A.17)

I2 = 2

Z R

0

dxR

�

1�
x

R

�3
(2�)

Z 2R

0

dyy
y2

4R 2
 at(x;y) (A.18)

Here,wehaveused
R
d
 = (2�=R 2)

R2R
0

dyy.Asin 2D,thex=R term sare

neglected asR ! 1 .Thus,lim R ! 1 I1 = D at and

lim
R ! 1

I2 = 2�

Z
1

0

dx lim
R ! 1

(2R)3
Z 1

0

dtt3 at(x;2tR) (A.19)

Theleadingasym ptoticbehavior at(x;2tR)� g3(x;0)=(2tR)
3 asR ! 1

gives

lim
R ! 1

I2 = 2�

Z
1

0

dxg3(x;0)= D at (A.20)

wherethe relation (A.2)with s3 = 4� wasapplied atx0= 0.Finally,

lim
R ! 1

D sph = 2D at; � = 3 (A.21)
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