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A bstract

W e presentan analytic theory ofthe pairdistribution function and the ground-state energy in a two-dim ensional

(2D )electron gaswith an arbitrary degree ofspin polarization.O urapproach involvesthe solution ofa zero-energy

scattering Schr�odingerequation with an e�ective potentialwhich includes a Ferm iterm from exchange and kinetic

energy and a Bose-liketerm from Jastrow-Feenbergcorrelations.Theform ofthelatterisassessed from an analysisof

data on a 2D gasofcharged bosons.W eobtain excellentagreem entwith data from quantum M onteCarlo studiesof

the 2D electron gas.In particular,ourresultsforthe correlation energy show a quantum phase transition occurring

atcoupling strength rs � 24 from the param agneticto the fully spin-polarized 
uid.

PACS num bers:05.30.Fk;71.10.Ca

Key W ords:D.Electron-electron interactions

�
Corresponding author:tosim @ sns.it

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0405217v1


Developm entsin techniquesofm olecularbeam epitaxy and chem icalvapordeposition have allowed since the m id

1970’sthe fabrication ofsem iconductorstructuresin which the carrierscan form a low-density 
uid m oving in low

dim ensionality [1].M any ofthe electron-electron interaction e�ectsbecom eincreasingly im portantascarrierdensity

and dim ensionality are reduced and the hom ogeneouselectron gas-an assem bly offerm ionsinteracting by the e2=r

law and m oving in a uniform neutralizing background -providesa prim itive m odelfortheirstudy [2].The m odelis

characterized atzero tem perature and m agnetic �eld by the carrierdensity orequivalently by the coupling-strength

param eterrs,which m easuresthe m ean interparticledistancein unitsofthe BohrradiusaB .

A crucialrolein the theory isplayed by the particlepairdistribution function g(r),which determ inesthe ground-

state energy ofthe assem bly and hence its quantum phase diagram . This function has been the object ofseveral

num ericalstudiesby quantum M onteCarlo (Q M C)m ethods,starting from the early work ofCeperley and Alder[3]

on thethree-dim ensional(3D )electron gas.In thetwo-dim ensional(2D )casethesestudieshavepredicted thecritical

density forW igner crystallization atrs � 35 [4,5]and a weakly �rst-ordertransition to a fully spin-polarized 
uid

stateatrs � 25 [6,7].

In a previous work we have presented an analytic theory ofg(r) and other ground-state properties ofthe 3D

electron gas [8]. The theory was based on a Ferm ihypernetted chain approxim ation (hereafter indicated by the

FHNC/0 acronym ) and yields quantitative agreem ent with Q M C data up to at least rs = 20. The object ofthe

present work is to extend the theory ofg(r) and the correlation energy to the 2D electron gas. As we shallsee,

m uch higher sophistication is needed to attain a quantitatively usefultheory in lowered dim ensionality. W e shall

have to dwellon term sbeyond the FHNC/0,which com e from low-orderelem entary diagram sand from three-body

Jastrow-Feenberg correlations. These e�ects have been studied theoretically in boson 
uids [9,10]and itis natural

within ourtheoreticalschem etodraw on the2D gasofcharged bosonsin dealingwith the2D gasofcharged ferm ions.

An im portantrolewillbe played below by the newly availableQ M C data on the 2D charged-boson gas[11].

O ur starting point is the energy functionalE [n(r)]for an inhom ogeneous density pro�le corresponding to the

distribution ofparticlesn(r)around an averageparticle.Thatis,n(r)= ng(r),wheren = (�r2sa
2
B
)�1 isthe average

particle density,and the corrsponding "external" potentialis v(r) = e2=r. As usual,the energy functionalis the

sum ofan idealkinetic energy term and ofthreepotentialenergy term sgiven by the interaction with the "external"

potentialand by the Hartree and exchange-correlation contributions.Asin Ref.[8]we splitthe idealkinetic energy

functionalinto thesum ofthevon W eizs�acker-Herring term (�h
2
=8m )

R
drjr n(r)j

2
=n(r)and a residueT�[n(r)],and

m inim ize the energy by m eansofthe Hohenberg-K ohn variationalprinciple.The resultisa di�erentialequation for
p
g(r),

[�
�h
2

m
r
2 + v(r)+ W F (r)+ W B (r)]

p
g(r)= 0 : (1)

Thisequation isform ally exactand describesa zero-energy two-body scattering problem in the m any-body 
uid,in

accord with O verhauser’sinterpretation ofg(r)[12].

In writing the"scattering potential" in theform used in Eq.(1)weareim plicitly thinking ofthem any-body wave

function as the product ofa Slater determ inant tim es a Jastrow-Feenberg correlation factor. The Ferm ipotential

W F (r)derivesfrom the functionalderivative ofT�[n(r)]and from exchange,and would vanish in a Bose 
uid. The

Bose-like potentialW B (r) containsthe e�ects ofcorrelations(including the long-range Hartree term ) and by itself

would determ ine g(r)in a Bose
uid.W e turn to the latterin orderto assessthe form ofW B (r).

2D 
uid ofcharged bosons.The FHNC/0 and itsHNC/0 equivalentfora Bose
uid take

W
H N C
B (k)= �

�h
2
k2

4m

�
S(k)� 1

S(k)

�2

[2S(k)+ 1] (2)

where W B (k) is the Fourier transform of W B (r), de�ned according to the general expression F T[F (r)] =

n
R
drF (r)exp(ik � r). In Eq.(2)S(k)isthe structure factorofthe 
uid,de�ned so thatS(k)= 1+ F T[g(r)� 1].

Using Eq.(2)in Eq.(1)with W F (r)= 0 and self-consistently solving Eq.(1)forg(r),we�nd quantitativeagreem ent

with the Q M C data ofRef.[11]atrs = 1 and discrepanciesalready em erging atrs = 5 .
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Im provem entson Eq.(2)can be soughtin two directionsfora Bose 
uid [10,13].The HNC m ay be transcended

by the inclusion oflow-orderelem entary diagram s,and three-body Jastrow-Feenberg correlationsm ay be included.

The contribution from the �rstelem entary diagram sto the e�ective Bosepotentialis

W
E 4

B
(k)= �

�h
2

4m n

�
k2

(2�)2
"4(k)+

Z
dq

(2�)2
q
2[S(q)� 1]

�"4(q)

�S(k)

�

; (3)

where"4(k)isgiven by a fourfold integral(in 2D )overm om entum space.Thecontribution ofthree-body correlations

isgiven by a two-fold integral,

W
(3)

B
(k)=

1

4n(2�)2

Z

dqS(p)S(q)u3(q;p;k)fv(q;p;k)+ ["(p)+ "(q)]u3(q;p;k)g (4)

where p = � (q + k),"(k) = �h
2
k2=[2m S(k)]and,with the de�nition X (k) = 1 � S�1 (k),we have v(q;p;k) =

(�h
2
=m )[k � pX (p)+ k � qX (q)+ p � qX (p)X (q)]and

u3(q;p;k)= �
(�h

2
=2m )[k � pX (p)X (k)+ p � qX (p)X (q)+ k � qX (q)X (k)]

"(k)+ "(p)+ "(q)
(5)

ThepapersofSm ith etal.[13]and ofApaja etal.[10]should beconsulted fordetailed derivationsoftheseequations,

in which u3(q;p;k)istheirreduciblethree-body vertex.

Thee�ectivescatteringpotentialasself-consistently determ ined in theseapproxim ationsforthe2D 
uid ofcharged

boson atrs = 20 isshown in Fig.1.In allcasesthestructurein g(r)which ispresentin theQ M C data ofRef.[11]is

underestim ated atsuch strong coupling.W ehavethereforetried to takeinto accountthehigher-orderterm sthatare

m issed in these approachesatstrong coupling by assum ing thatthey lead to correctionsin the scattering potential

thathaveroughly thesam eshapeasthelow-orderterm sreported above.In particular,wehavefound thatthechoice

W
(�)

B
(r)= W

H N C

B (r)+ �(rs)W
(3)

B
(r) (6)

leadsto a satisfactory accountofthe Q M C data on the 2D Bosegas.Herethe param eter� isdeterm ined by �tting

the Q M C data on the ground-stateenergy [11]with a relativeprecision of10�3 .Thisyields

�(rs)= 1+ 5:888exp(� 0:07758r0:7923s ): (7)

Thecorrespondingform ofthescatteringpotentialatrs = 20isalsoshown in Fig.1,whileFig.2reportsacom parison

ofourresultsforg(r)with theQ M C data up to rs = 50.W e haveclearly achieved fully quantitativeagreem entover

this whole range ofcoupling strength. It m ay be rem arked that nothing is to be gained by further increasing the

relative precision ofthe �tofthe Q M C ground-state energy,possibly because oferrorsdue to the �niteness ofthe

Q M C sam ple.

2D 
uid ofcharged ferm ions. W e carry overEqs.(4)and (6)in ourcalculationsofthe Bose-like term in Eq.(1)

forthe2D electron gas.W ith regard to theFerm iterm W F (r)in Eq.(1),weadoptthesam ecriteria in determ ining

itsform asin Ref.[8]. An im portantrequirem entisthatEq.(1)should give the exactferm ion ferm ion distribution

function when one goes to the weak-coupling lim it rs ! 0,when g(r) becom es the Hartree-Fock pair distribution

function gH F (r).TheFerm iterm in thescattering potentialisthen determ ined by theHartree-Fock structurefactor

SH F (k)according to

W F (k)=
�h
2

m
FT

"
r 2

p
gH F (r)

p
gH F (r)

#

+
�h
2
k2

4m

�
SH F (k)� 1

SH F (k)

�2

[2SH F (k)+ 1]� �(rs)W
(3)

B
(k)jS(k)= SH F (k)

: (8)

HereSH F (k)=
P

�
[1+ sgn(�)�]S��

H F
(k)=2 with

S
��

H F (k)= (2=�)

h

sin�1 (k=2kF �)+ (k=2kF �)
p
1� (k=2kF �)

2

i

�(2kF � � k)+ �(k � 2kF �) (9)
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where� = � 1 denotestheelectron spin,� = jn" � n#j=n isthespin polarization,kF � =
p
2[1+ sgn(�)�]1=2=(rsaB )

and � istheHeavisidestep function.Therationalebehind Eq.(8)isasin Ref.[8]:the�rstterm on theRHS ensures

that the Hartree-Fock lim it is correctly em bodied into the theory,and the second and third term ensure that the

Bose-likescattering potentialissuppressed forparallel-spin electronsatweak coupling [14].

O urnum ericalresultsforthe pairdistribution function ofthe 2D electron gasin the param agnetic state (� = 0)

and in the fully spin-polarized state(� = 1)arecom pared with the Q M C data ofRef.[15]in Fig.3.W e haveclearly

achieved fully quantitativeagreem entwith the Q M C data up to largevaluesofthe coupling strength rs.

W e can then con�dently calculate the ground-state energy "(rs;�) ofthe 2D electron gas as a function ofrs in

these two statesofm agnetization,using an integration overthe coupling strength according to the expression

"(rs;�)=
(1+ �2)

r2s
+
1

2

Z 1

0

d�

�

Z
dk

(2�)2
v
(�)

k
[S�(k)� 1] (10)

(in Rydberg units). The resultsare com pared with the Q M C data ofAttaccalite etal.[7]in Fig.5.There cleary is

a discrepancy with the data in the absolute valuesofthe energy,butthisa�ectsin essentially the sam e m annerthe

two phasesso thatwe�nd a transition from theparam agneticto thefully spin-polarized 
uid atrs � 24,in excellent

agreem entwith the Q M C data. Asto the nature ofthe phase transition,within the accuracy ofourcalculationsit

could beeithera weakly �rst-orderoneora continuoustransition occurringin an extrem ely narrow rangeofvaluesof

rs.Thisisshown in Fig.4,wherewealso reportourresultsfortheground-stateenergy asa function ofrs atseveral

valuesofthe spin polarization �.

Conclusions. In sum m ary,we have presented a m odelwhich quantitatively predictsthe two-body correlationsin

both the2D charged-boson 
uid and the2D electron gasusing astheonly inputtheQ M C data fortheground-state

energy oftheboson 
uid asafunction ofthecouplingstrength rs.Theessentialphysicalideathatunderliesthem odel

is that di�erences arising from the statistics are disappearing as the ferm ionic or bosonic 
uid is broughtinto the

strong coupling regim e,where the Coulom b repulsionssuppressclose encountersofpairsofparticles[16]. However,

exchangebetween parallel-spin ferm ionsm ustbeproperly accounted forin theweak-to-interm ediatecoupling regim e.

The m odelhasallowed usto reproduce the quantum phase transition thathasbeen found to occurin the Q M C

studiesofthe2D electron gas,essentially starting from the basicCoulom b Ham iltonian.W ithin the accuracy ofour

m odelthetransition could beeithera weakly discontinuoustransition ora continuousoneoccurring in a very narrow

rangeofcoupling strength.Thelattertypeofquantum phasetransition isfound to occurin the3D electron gas[17].

A ckow ledgem entsW earevery gratefulto Dr.S.M oroniforsending to ustheQ M C resultsforg(r)used in Fig.3.
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FIG .1. The e�ective Bose-like scattering potential(in units of�h
2
=(m r

2
sa

2

B
)) at rs = 20,as a function ofdistance r (in

units of rsaB ). The four cases refer to the HNC (Eq. (2)), to the inclusion of a contribution of elem entary diagram s

(W B (r) = W
H N C

B
(r)+ W

E 4

B
(r) ,Eq.(3)) and of three-body correlations (W B (r) = W

H N C

B
(r)+ W

(3)

B
(r) ,Eq. (4)),and

to the em pirically adjusted choice in Eq.(6).

6



0

0.5

1

1.5

2

0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5 4

g(
r)

r /(rsaB)

rs=10

rs=20

rs=50

QMC

WB=WB
HNC+αWB

(3)

WB=WB
HNC             

FIG .2. Thepairdistribution function g(r)ofthe2D 
uid ofcharged bosonsasa function ofdistancer (in unitsofrsaB )at

rs = 10,20,and 50.The theoreticalresults(fulllines)are com pared with Q M C data by D e Palo etal.[11](dots).The dased

linesshow the resultsobtained in the HNC/0 schem e.The resultshave been shifted upwardsby 0.4 and 0.8 forclarity.
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FIG .3. The pair distribution function g(r)ofthe 2D electron gas atrs = 1,5,10,and 20 in the param agnetic state (top

panel) and in the fully spin-polarized state (bottom panel),as a function ofdistance r (in units ofrsaB ). The theoretical

results(fulllines)are com pared with Q M C data by G ori-G orgietal.[15](dots).The dashed linesshow theresultsobtained in

the FHNC/0 schem e.The resultshave been shifted upwardsby 0.4,0.8 and 1.2 forclarity.
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and m ultiplied by r
3=2

s )asafunction ofthecoupling strength rs .Thefulllinesshow thetheoreticalresultsfortheparam agnetic

state and thefully spin-polarized state,while thedotsreportQ M C data from Attaccalite etal.[7].Theotherthreecurvesare

theoreticalresultsforstatesofpartialspin polarization,asindicated in the �gure.
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