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W e investigate the description of excitonic e ects w ithin tin e-dependent density-functional the-
ory (TDDFT).The exchangecorrelation kemel fx. Introduced In TDDFT allow s a clear separation
of quasiparticle and excitonic e ects. U sing a diagram m atic representation for fy., we express is
excitonic part ££* in tem s of the e ective vertex fiunction . The Jatter fil 1ls an integralequation
which thereby establishes the exact correspondence between TDDFT and the standard m any-body
approach based on Bethe-Salpeter equation B SE).T he diagram m atic structure of the kemel in the
equation for suggests the possibility of strong cancellation e ects. Should the cancellation take
place, already the rst-order approxin ation to fL* is su cient. A potential advantage of TDDFT
over the m any-body BSE m ethod is thus dependent on the e ciency of the abovequoted cancel-
lation. W e explicitly verify this for an analytically solvable two-din ensional two-band m odel. T he
calculations con m that the low-order f£S perfectly describes the bound exciton as well as the
excitonic e ects in the continuous spectrum in a w ide range of the electron {hol coupling strength.

PACS numbers: 7110w, 71.1501, 7135y, 78 20Bh

I. NTRODUCTION

Calculation of electronic excitation spectra rem ains
one of the central problem s of the quantum theory of
solids. O f special interest are two-particle electron{hole
excitations which determm ine the m aterial’s optical prop—
erties. In sem iconductors and insulators the electronic
screening is suppressed by the energy gap and the in—
teraction of the excited quasiparticles m ay substantially
m odify the excitation spectrum . The excitonic e ects
stem m ing from this interaction com prise the form ation of
bound electron {hole states aswellas the alteration ofthe
absorption in the continuum spectrum above the band
edge. The latter is comm only referred to as unbound
exciton e ects or Som m erfeld absorption enhancem ent.

In m any-body perturbation theory tw o-particle excita—
tionsare characterized by the tw o-particle G reen fingtion
which satis es the BetheSalpeter equation BSE ) A -
ready in 1980 H anke and Shamb, using an approxin ate
tight-binding representation, showed that the BSE cor-
rectly describes the strong excitonic features above the
optical absorption edge in Si. In the current \state ofthe
art" procedure (see Ref.-'_Z% for a recent review ) the cal-
culation of excitonic e ects nvolves three steps. First, a
density-finctional theory OFT) calculation in the local
density approxin ation (LDA) is perform ed. O n the sec—
ond stage, the LDA K ohn-Sham (K S) energiesand wave—
functions are used as a starting point forthe GW calcu—
lation of the quasiparticle spectrum . Finally, the BSE
is solved num erically, using the GW eigenvalies and the
LD A wavefunctions as input characteristics of the nonin—
teracting quasiparticles. T he outlined procedure leads to
highly accurate results, as hasbeen shown for a num ber
of relatively sin ple system s, m ostly bulk sem iconductors
(seeR ef.:_3 and referencestherein) . H ow ever, thism ethod
isextrem ely laborious, and form ore com plex system sthe
calculations becom e prohbitively expensive.

A prom isihg altemative, which is being intensively
developed over recent years, relies gn tin edependent
density-fiinctional theory (TDDFT)# This theory al
Iow s to calculate (form ally exactly) the linear density {
density yesponse function and thereby the excitation
energies® Since i the fram ework of DFT the exchange-
correlation (xc) e ects are im ped in a local xc poten—
tialvy., the TDDFT equation for the response function
contains the variational derivative of vy w ith respect to
density e it %) = %o (@)= n (%9 . This xc ker-
nel f,. is the central unknown quantity of TDDFT in
the lihear responsel,reg:'m e. In their pioneering work
Zangw ill and Sovenf calculated the photo-absorption in
rare gases In a selfoonsistent eld m anner. They used
what later becam e known as adiabatic local density
approxin ation ALDA), sinply substituting the tin e-
dependent density in the LDA xc potential v2IP% =
vid® @ (;t). The resulting xc kemel is Jocal in space
andtine £2°2 = ¢ B ¢ ®Yavi’*=dn(r).ALDA
has been successiully applied to various nite system s
like atom s orm oleculesB28% Typically in these system s
already the RPA response function calculated wih K S
elgenvalues and eigenfunctions gives good results. The
correction due to £2FP? is quite small, which signi es
that Hartree e ects dom lnate in the response function.
Unfrtunately, £2"°* rem ains insigni cant also in ex—
tended system s like sem iconductors or Insulators, where
K S-RPA _gives a very poor description of the absorption
spectra 294% T huswhereas a correct acocounting for xc ef-
fects becom es crucial In extended system s, the ALDA
kemel £2FP2 fa1ls to provide even a reasonable starting
approxin ation.

In the late nineties i has been realized that ALDA
cannot serve as the basis approxin ation for the dynam ic
xc response ofan inhom ogeneous electron gas, because of
the intrinsically nonlocal nature of fi. 44 For extended
system s w th an energy gap this rem ains valid even in
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the static case 2324

The inportance of the nonlocality of f,. was-high—
lighted by the work of Relning and coworker£#24 who
were able to describbe the contributions of unbound ex—
citons in several diam ond or zincblende type sam icon—
ductors w ith a static xc kemel proportionalto 1= - ¥3
O therexam ples orihis are the exact exchange kemeX 148
and the results ofde Boejiet al.“:g., where In the ocontext
of tin e-dependent current-density fiinctional theory?d24
the nonlocale ectswere crucial,for accurately describing
the e ects of unbound excitons 23

Tt can be easily understood that a nonlocal £, is cru—
cial for describing excitonic e ects. W ithin TDDFT the
proper polarization operator is de ned via the RPA -lke
equation

~)= s+ s) EU)  ~(),

where In a crystalline solid ~, the K ohn-Sham response
function s, and f;. arem atrices in reciprocalspace. T he
m atrix structure of ~ is regponsble or local- led e ects.
However, these are relatively am all n typical sem icon—
ductors and can be neglected for a qualitative analysis.
K eeping only diagonalelem ents w ith zero reciprocal lat—
tice vectors, we can easily solve for ~ obtaining

s (Y;q)
1 fc(;a) s(a)’

~(l;q) =

T he m acroscopic dielectric finction "y is given by

v (1)=1 q}i%Vc @~ ia)
_ Ve @) s (!;q)
a0l fe(ia) s (i)’
with the Coulomb interaction V¢ (@) = 4 &=¢. An
additional excitonic peak In "y (!) appears when the

denom nator vanishes. However, i is well known that

s is proportional to ¢ fa,the lmit g ! 0 for sys
tem s with an energy gap 2¥%4 Hence f,. must behave
as1=q? i this Iim it to counterbalance . O therw ise the
xc kemelwould have no e ect on "y (! ) at all. For the
static longranged xc kemel of Reining et al. we have
fue (1;q) = 4 & =¢ with some constant . Them acro—
scopic dielectric function thus reads

"1 4¢ s()
" 1 48 ()

where 5 (!) is the m acroscopic polarizability of the
Kohn-Sham system g (!)= ling o s(!;q)=. Fora
typical s (!) close to the band edge this formula sug—
gests the existence of only one excitonic peak. H ow ever,
one expects several peaks from unbound excitons above
the band gap and bound excions w thin the gap. Phe-
nom enologically one could overcom e this problem by in—
troducing a frequency-dependent . One though would
need to introduce very rapid oscillations in the region of
the R ydberg series ofbound excitonic states .

P robably the m ost prom ising path in the quest for a
good approxin ation to fy. is a dipegt comparison of the
TDDFT fom alim with the BSE 23292427 Sinply com -
paring the calculated spectra, i was found that it is often
su clent to use an approxin ation to f . which is of the

rst-order in the screened particke{hole interaction. A -
though these results are very encouraging, it is unclear
w hy this approxin ation is so e cient and what its range
ofvalidity is.

In this paper we derive a diagramm atic expression
w hich exactly relatesthe excitonic part of f,. to the BSE .
W e start w ith splitting fy. Into two parts separately ac—
counting for quasiparticle and excitonic e ects. W e then
apply the diagram m atic rules we previously derived?d to
these two parts of f,.. This leads us to an expression for
the excitonic part of f,. In tem s ofthe threepoint fiinc-
tion . The Jatter satis es an integral equation sim ilar
to the BSE which establishes the exact correspondence
between TDDFT and comm on m any-body theory. The
m ain advantage of this approach is that the possbility
of car_ioe]JaU'on e ects, which have been confctured in
Ref. 27, is directly seen in the kemel of the equation for

In order to investigate the properties of our integral
equation and the applicability of low -order approxin a—
tions we study a m odel two-band system . In thism odel
both the BSE and TDDFT equation can be solved an—
alytically, which o ers an ideal test bed for approxin a—
tions to the exact f,.. We nd that indeed there are
strong cancellation e ects in the integral equation for
In the energy range close to the band gap . Forthis reason
both the shallow excitons and the unbound excitonic ef-
fects are welldescribed w ith a  rst-order approxin ation
to the excitonic part of f,..

T he paper is organized as ollow s. In Sec.il we nves—
tigate diagram m atic properties of the excionic part of
fyc and derive an exact corresoondencebetween TDDFT
and BSE . In Sec.:_]]-;twe introduce the m odel system_that
is used in further calculations. Sections iV, and ¥ are
devoted to analytic calculations of excitonic e ects w ith
a general short-ranged and the Coulomb interaction re-
spectively. F inally, we present our conclisions in Sec.-'y_f.

II. DIAGRAMMATIC MEANING OF fixc¢

T he Bethe-Salpeterequation in the particle{hole chan—
nel is comm only form ulated as an integral equation for
the particlke{hol propagator or the scattering m atrix T
In the ladder approxim ation. This integral equation is
equivalent to a summ ation of all ladder diagram s. The
diagram m atic representation ofthe T -m atrix form ulation
isdepicted in Fig.1 (@), w here the fiill lines are the quast-
particle G reen functions and the dashed lines represent
the screened interaction. In the context of a connec—
tion to TDDFT we are not interested in the fourpoint
particle{hol propagatorbut rather in the response finc—
tions. T herefore we consider a m odi ed BSE where two



FIG . 1l: D iagram m atic representation of the Bethe-Salpeter
equation

of the extemal lines of the scattering m atrix have been
contracted to form the threepoint finction . The dia—
gram m atic representation of the integral equation for
and its relation to the proper polarization operator ~ are
depicted in Fig. :3: (). For our purposes this equation is
equivalent to the BSE . In the follow ing we refer to the
equation in Fig. :}' () as the BetheSalpeter equation.
In tern s of TDDFT the proper polarization operator
~ is given as
~()= s+ s()

L)~y @)

where s represents the densiy{densiy resoonse fuinc—
tion of the noninteracting K S particks, ie., a bare loop
of wo KS Green functions. Equation @') looks lke
the RPA equation, although it relates ¢ wih the full
~ which includes all selfenergy and ladder diagram s.
W e can therefore interpret £, as an e ective Interaction
which describes selfenergy and ladder diagram s in the
annihilation channel. Thereby f,. contains both quasi-
particle and excitonic e ects. As In this paper we are
only interested in the excitonic e ects, it is tem pting to
separate these twe contrbutions to fy,., as suggested in
previous works®324 This separation is indeed possble
w ithout approxin ations, because we have

fee= g5 ~t= gt gpt oor ~.@
|2 {z—} | —{z—}
QP E
::fxc ::fxcx

where 4p is the density{density response function for
the noninteracting quasiparticles. By de nition, fSCP and
fE* are the kemels of the llow .ng RPA ~type equations:

s EF )
)

The newly introduced quantities £2F and fE* descrbe
quasiparticle and excitonic e ects respectively. T his can
be visualized by applying the diagram m atic rules for f,.
asderived In Ref. :_§§' . The structure ofthe diagram m atic
representation of £2F and f£* is sin ilar to the one for
fyc, exoept that for ff;’cP one hasto use K S G reen func—
tions and should only account for all possible selfenergy
Insertions in every order of the perturbation theory. This

(3a)
3b)

or (1)= s(t)+

~() =

op (1)

or 1)+ op (1) ~()

o (D30T
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FIG .2: (a) Then-th orderof f-.* and (b)the integralequation
forthe threepoint finction which isan essentialpart of £ £°

B

clearly describes the quasiparticle corrections. For ££F
one should use the quasiparticke G reen functions w ith
allpossibble particke{hol interactions. O bviously, this re—

ects excitonic contrbutions. It is In portant to note,
that the generalproperties of the perturbative expansion
Of £, obtained in R ef. 28 rem ain valid separately for £27
and ff*. In particular, £2° rem ains nite at K S excita—
tion energies in every order of the perturbation theory.
The sam e holds for f£* at excitation energies of the non—
Interacting quasiparticle system . Note that our f£* is
the sam e as the f£2F ofRefs. 29 and-26

Letusbrie y outline the diagram m atic rules for the ex—
citonic part of f,.. A ccording to Ref. :_2-§ w ith the above-
m entioned m odi cations we have to draw all loops w ith
n particle{hole interactions to construct the n-th order
correction. These diagram s serve as parent graphs for
the construction of the n-th order ££*. To com ply w ith
the BSE we must use the ladder approxin ation here as
well®2 Therefore, only one diagram with n interactions
is keft. To the two ends of the djagram we have to at—
tach wiggled lines representing QP . Next, we work out
allpossibilities to separate this parent graph into two by
cutting two ferm jonic lines. Then we pin the extemal
ferm jonic lines of these parts, connect them by a wig—
glkd line and change the sign of the resulting diagram .
O bviously, the only way to separate the parent graph is
to cut between ad-pcent interaction lnes. The cutting
does not change the ladder structure of the diagram s
as seen in Fjg.:_ﬁ(a). The summ ation of all ladder dia—
gram s can be cast in an integral equation as displayed
n Fig. d ©). Ifone Inserts fEx obtained by solving the
equation of Fig. @ () into Eq. (b) and calulates the
response function ~, the result will be the sam e as the
~ obtained from the BSE . In this sense the equation of
Fig. -'_2 (o) gives the exact \translation" of the BSE into
the TDDFT language.

At this point we would lke to highlight the di er-
ences betw een the Integral equation ofFjg.-'_j ) and the
equation for the excitonic part of f,. derived n Ref. :_2-2'
Eg. (4) and () thereln). The ierative equation of
M ariniet al. is for the two-point xc kemel and is based
on ( nite order approxim ations to) the xc part of the
response function and is logically analogous to our dia—
gram m atic expansion of f,. obtained in Ref. 2§. How -
ever, the equation ofF ig. -_2 (o) is an Integralequation for



FIG . 3: D jagram m atic representation of the two possbl in—
terpretations of the di erence between B SE and our equation
for

‘-
a threepoint fiinction analogous to the BSE 83 and can

be solved instead ofthe BSE to obtain the sam e results.

Unbrtunately, the exact calculation of ££* from the
equation ofFjg.:;’ () is at least as di cult as obtaining
an exact solution ofthe B SE .H ow ever, one can hope that
the twopoint kemel ££* ism ore suitable for approxin a—
tions. An indication in this direction can be seen directly
from the diagram m atic equation ofF jg.:g: ). Com paring
this equation to Fig.il o) we see that i can be cbtained
from the BSE by substitution ofthe particle{holk propa-
gatorasshown in F J'g.:_:é (‘a) . This isthe sam e replacem ent
that was used in Ref. 28 to prove the cancellation of di-
vergencies n f;. at K S exciation energies. Sim ilarly, it
facilitates the cancellation of divergencies in ££X at QP
excitation energies.

A tematively we can interpret the di erence between
the BSE and our equation for asam odi cation ofthe
Interaction process in the second diagram ofthe r.h.s.of
the equation In F jg.:]: (). T his change of the interaction
isdisplayed In F ig. 'E{(b) .As ffcx is responsible for trans-
lating the ladder diagram s into the anniilation channel,
i is nontrivial only if the ladder channel and the anni-
hilation channel are distinguishable. This is easily seen
from the replacem ent of F ig. Efs.‘(b). Indeed the ladder
and the annihilation channel coincide for nonrelativistic
system s w ith a static point interaction. In this case the
quasiparticle propagatorsin F J'g.:_3 ©) form a polarization
loop which cancels the w iggled line. A s a result the two
diagram s ofFjg.-'_Zi () cancelexactly. In the equation for

n Fig. 2:(b) this m eans that the last two term s cancel
and reduces to the st tem . The excionic part of
the xc kemel then reduces to the interaction itself. O ne
can therefore expect that In system sw ith a short-ranged
and alm ost static e ective interaction, the two tem s of
F jg.:_é (o) w illcancelto a Jarge extent, and a low -orderap—
proxin ation to ££* willbe su cient. C onditions like this
can, eg., be found in sin ple m etals. O n the contrary, in
sem iconductors screening is lesse cient and the e ective
Interaction is long-ranged. Further research is needed to
verify to what extent the cancellation is e cient.

Cancellation e ects aswe are expecting them from our
diagram m atic equation have been seen in Ref. 2]‘ the
success of the lowest-order f,. found in Ref. E-ﬁ In plies
that de facto the cancellation can be e cient iIn m aterials
w ith a band gap aswell.

III. MODEL SYSTEM

In this section we consider a m odel system which re—
veals both bound and unbound excionic e ects and
whereboth the BSE and the equation for can be solved
analytically. W ith the exact ££* at hand we can verify
under what circum stances the rst-order approxin ation
to £f£X may be su cient. The approxin ate kemelm ust
describe bound as well as unbound excions. A sinpl
system with a bound exciton is given by the two-band
D irac m odel with a static density{density interaction.
M oreover, we consider the two dim ensional case in or-
derto avoid technicaldi cultiesw ith diverging integrals.
Them odel H am iltonian is given by

Z
H= dJdr'eof @
1 Z Z
*3 Fr Eapv e Hc®); @)
where A (r) = Y () (r) isthe density operator, (r) is
a two-com ponent eld operator, and V (r ) descrbes

the Interaction between the particles. T he Ham iltonian
for the noninteracting particles reads

A S , 6

K.

where .;,;, are the Paulim atrices, k= EX ﬁy, the
2D m om entum operator k= (EX;EY), and the band gap
equals to 2 . The energy digpersion for the noninter—
acting particles has two brancheswhich we labelc and v
forthe (unoccupied) conduction band and the (occupied)
valence band:

jo
Ecwk)=  E= 4+ k2. (6)
T he eigenvectors ofH are
k
Uk -
* = x P— KV )
* Vk Uk
w ith
s s
L 1+ L 1 (8)
u = - — Vi = — — .
: 2 E, ' - 2 E,

Note that this m odel can be understood as a two—
com ponent (\relativistic") system . The interactions in
the ladder channeland in the annihilation channelin such
a systam are alw aysdistinct regardlessw hether the inter—
action is long- or short-ranged. T herefore In this m odel
fP* isnontrivialeven in the case of a point interaction.

W e are going to solve thism odel in the ladder approx—
In ation, ie., Ignoring selfenergy tem s and higher-order
corrections to the irreduchble scattering m atrix. Com —
paring to the BSE this in plies that H refers to the inde-
pendent quasiparticles and V is the screened interaction
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FIG .4: The realand the Im aginary part of the exact o»p .

between them . Therefore the oneparticle G reen func-
tions of ' are the quasiparticle G reen functions:

y y
k vk
Gop (17k)= ————+ E— .9
o (1ik) =1 Ex+1i ! +E, 1 ©
Note that x and « are two-com ponent vectors and
Ggop Isa2 2matrix. To lowest order in the wave vector

g the quasiparticle response function 4p (! ;g) is given
by

Z 7
30 T d &’k
> = 1 —_—
QP q > 2 7
2241 1+ 4 1
= < In — 10)
16 243 1 & 2

where ¥ = !=@2 ). The real and the in aghary part

of this finction are displayed in Fig. -ﬁf A nonvanish-
Ing im agihary part occurs only at frequencies above the
quasiparticle gap * > 1, when the argum ent of the loga—
rithm becom es negative. N ote that one sees here explic—-
itly the ?-dependence of the response fiinctions m en—
tioned In the Introduction.

In principle, we are now in the position to solve the
BSE in thism odelanalytically. H ow ever, to prooceed fir-
ther we need to Introduce som e technical issues. D ue to
the m atrix structure ofGgp one has to com pute traces
when calculating gp . Sinilarly, the threepoint fiinc—
tions and are2 2m atricesand traceshavetobecal-
culated over intemal indices in the diagram s ofF jgs.:_]: @)
and :_fi(b) . Since all these m atrices have nonvanishing
o -diagonalelem ents, evaluation ofthese tracesbecom es
quite tedious. Therefore it is convenient to choose the
eigenstates of i as the basis. The G reen function G op
becom es then a diagonalm atrix w ith the elem ents

1

G k)= ———
c/v(r) ] By i

(1)

W e thus can abandon them atrix notation altogether and
use the two scalar G reen functions G . and G, instead of
the now diagonal2 2matrix Ggp . Now, every f1ll line
is eitther a conduction—-ora valence-state propagator {;L-}') .
T his, ofcourse, increases the num ber ofdiagram sweneed
to draw , because we have to consider all possible com —
binations of conduction— and valenceband states. How —
ever, n alldiagram sthe \upper" and \lower" G reen fuinc-
tions that constitute a particle{hol propagatorm ust al-
ways be of a di erent type (c orv). T he diagram s w ith

ck+q ck ck ck vk
Wak= D akK)="7  pkk) =T
vk

FIG .5: Thediagram m atic representation ofthe \bare" vertex
and the \charges" ofEgs. Q%) and (2:2) .

c{corv{v twoparticle propagators vanish due to the in-
tegration over frequency since both \upper" and \low er"
G reen function have their pole In the sam e half of the
com plex plane. Thism eans that these diagram s do not
contrbute to the polarization. The sam e holds for the
threepoint functions and . Instead of one equation
Prthe2 2matrix asdepicted in Fig.l b) we cbtain
two coupled equations for the scalar functions ., and
ve. For o, the upper line is a conduction-band state
and the lower line a valenceband state, whereas for ¢
it is vice versa.
The transfer to the diagonal representation of Ggp
is equivalent to a oorlrespondjng transform ation of the

——tGgop ( + *;k+ q)Gyp ( ;k) eld operatorsn Eq. (uff). T his transform ation generates

the \bare" vertex, describing interaction w ith an extemal

eld In the polarization diagram s, as well as the \inter—
action vertices". In the origihal representation {5) all
these vertices are sim ply unit m atrices. They becom e,
how ever, nontrivialm atrices in the diagonal representa—
tion. In fact, only three m atrix elem ents of these vertices
are essential. These are depicted in FJg:lS To the Iow -
est order In the transfered w ave vector g the bare vertex
com putes to

Y 1 k 2
@ik) = hiq = 2E, u g Vi~ ot
12)
Note that (g;k) is linear In g because of the opposie

parity of c— and v-eigenfunctions at k = 0. Thus the
linear gdependence stem s from the o -diagonalm om en—
tum operator in the H am iltonian 6'_5) . Thisisactually the
cause of the ¢f -dependence of the response fiinction we
refered to above in conjiction with Eq. C_l-C_i) and In the
Introduction. T he \charges", ie., the vertices associated
w ith the interaction, are given by

0
g &k = Y o= ueue+ k—VkaOk—+ (13a)
ck k k0
k k°
% k;k°) = Y vko = T kWO Wi (13b)

All other possbl ocombinations of valnce- and
conduction-band states di er from Egs {2 and 13 only
by sign changes or com plex conjugation.

From now on we use a diagram technique wih two
di erent types of fll lines representing conduction—and
valenceband states. W ith these lines we associate the
scalar G reen functions of Eq. C_l]_J') . Vertices are associ-
ated w ith the scalar functions ofEgs. (:_l-zj) and C_l-i_'i) .



There is an altemative interpretation of this basis
transform ation. Consider one of the traces that has to
be calculated for go»p

tr( ck+ g Zk+q)( vk ‘y7k)l (14)

w here parenthesis show the grouping ofthe m atrix m ul-
tiplication. O ne thus has to calculate the outer products
of two vectors, multiply the resulting m atrices and in
the end take the trace. However, this grouping can be
changed as follow s

( Zk+q vk)( ‘y,k ck+q)-
s)

y y _
tr ck+q( ck+ g vk) vk

Now one com putes inner products of two vectors and
multiplies the resulting scalar functions. Taking the
trace is accounted for autom atically in Eq. (15). The
change of the diagram technique outlined above is In ef-
fect a way to incorporate this regrouping into the form al
ism .

A snoted above, w orking In the basis ofthe conduction—
and valenceband states we have to split the BSE of
Fig.il () into two scalar equations ©r ., (! ;q;k) and

ve (! 7g;k). Note that while , and . depend on
two mom enta, they depend only on one frequency for
a frequency-independent interaction. These two three-
point functions are In fact not independent but related
by the replacement g ! a, ! ! ! and com plex con—
Jugation. W e can therefore derive one equation for . :

o (iaik) = 1 (';95k) (16a)
X .10 I eyele 0 0.
g1 (krk ) cv (! rqu )g]_ k rk)
+ Vk;ko
kO 2Ek0 I
X 9@ &k o (1 ai®g k%K)
+ Vk;ko
0 2E o+ !
X &;k% @K, k%k)
LUK = Vo 4% (16b)
2Ek0 !
kO
X o &kik%) (g k%K)
+ Vk.ko .
! 2E o+ !

k0

N ote that we om it the g-dependence in the \charges" g;
and g, aswellas in the energy denom nators, as we are
only interested In the lowest-order expansion in g, which
stem s from the dipole m atrix elem ents in the extemal
vertices. Here Vi xo are the m atrix elem ents of the In-
teraction between the particles. Now we investigate this
equation for two di erent types of interaction, a general
short—range interaction and the longranged C oulom b in—
teraction.

IV.. A SHORTRANGE INTERACTION
A . The solution of the B SE

In this section we solve Eq. {_ig:) for a shortranged In-
teraction, ie., an interaction w ith a characteristic length
scale shorter than 1. The nalresuls are expressed
In temm s ofthe physical (renom alized) scattering length,
which Inclides the high energy contribution to the inte—
grals nh Eq. C_l-é) Having In m ind this renom alization
we can form ally use a m om entum independent bare in—
teraction Vi x0 = V In Eq. C_l-g') . N ote that this does not
make £ trivially equalto the interaction itself as dis-
cussed in the last paragraph of section _I-I, because for our
tw o-band m odel the annihilation channeland the ladder
channel rem ain di erent even for a contact interaction.
From Eq. C_lg') we see, that the k-dependence of , is
given by the \charges" from Eq. C_Z[;J.) and has the sam e
general form as for the bare vertex {_igi) The same is
true for the g-dependence. Therefore we can w rite the
follow ing ansatz for ,:

(S)(|)+ vk_ z @) 17
o (¢ k G o ). A7)

o (1 7qik) = uiq "

Inserting this ansatz into Eq. C_l-é) we obtain two cou—
pled equations:

X 4 4
(s) ('):V 1 uk Vk
v 2E (RE 1) REx + !)
X 4
+V b AN(D)
2E !
k
X v
+ Vv k @ ! 18
2E,+ 1 @ ( ) (18a)
X 4 4
@ (1) =y 1 u, Vi
v 2Ex  REx + !) (2E ¢ L)
X v
k @
+V 2E, [ oy M)
k
X ul
+V —k &y, (18b)
2Ex + !

k

From these equations it mnmediately fPollows that

éf,) ') = éi) ( !) and the equation to solve reduces
to

X 4 4
(s) (! ) =V 1 uk vk

v . 2Ex @Ex !) @Ex+!)

X 4 4
v Uy Vk ©) (1)
2Exy ! 2Ep+ ! v

=¥ 1 (1)+VKo() &) 19)

At this pont it is convenient to perform the above-
m entioned renom alization of the interaction by splitting



E quation C_Z-]_; has the obvious solution

Vo)
Dy ———. @3)
1 VKo(!)
FIG . 6: The diagram m atic expression for c.
Calculating the 2D integrals in Eq. CZZ) and ;(!) ;n
Ko Into 3 low — and a high-energy part, the latter being Eq. ClQ) we obtain
equalto 4E . The high energy part logarithm ically
djyergesatlargek. This divergence can be rem oved by Ko (b) = — @+ &)2h1+ {N—-—F ) 24)
the standard renom alization of the interaction 0Ty 4% 1 & "4 ’
\'4 L ! (20)
=——P — =:"a
1 ’ and
1 \ x E
where we introduce the din ensionless scattering length L3 = 1 L+ +)? ]nl+ > 1
a.W ith this renom alized interaction, éf’,) (') ful 1Is the 16 242 1 O
follow ing equation 1 2 1
SW=v M+ VR M) @1) ’
w ith Tnserting these integrals into the solution £1) we can
X 1 X 2+ 1)2 com pute the response function’s xc part xc = ~ op
Ko(l)=Ko(!) Ek: W @2) and is rst-order approxin ation ). m diagram m atic
k k k form chsdjsp]ayedjnFjg.-_é.Theresultsare
2 2!
¢ a F 1 F (% 2
xe (F;q) = — 2_ 2 26)
16 & 1 aF (*) 1 arF (%)
and
@ 2 Ly 172 Ly 12
(*;q) = e = F® 5+ F (3 3 ’ @7)
[
w here the function F (! ) isde ned in Eq. @-é‘) . In ate solution for the response fiinction’s xc part
The equation or given in Fig. 2ib) can be solved in o
a sin ilar ashion, which allow s then to calculate the exci- £@® (q) = xc (+59) 30)
tonic part of the exact xc kemel. H owever, it is easier to e 1 &) o1 Q)

obtain ffx directly from Eqg. @) and the exact response
finction ~= gp + 4o wih 4 from Eq. C26

1 1
*;q) xc (*;9) (*;q)

R (bq) = 22 - oF . @8
1+ o5 Fid) xc (¥iq)

From here the rst-order approxin ation to £E* immedi-
ately ollow s:

220 g = e O L. @9)

Inserting this ££* S Eqg. 6_3-@') we arrive at an approx—

N ote that although ££ X ) isbased on D this bmula

does not coincide w ith ilc) . In accordance w ith Eq. C_Sk_)
it acoounts foran in nite series ofdjag_ram sinstead. This
way, the excitonicpole In 4., Eq. ¢_2§), w hich has been

lost in fc),Eq. é]'),reappearsjn Eqg. ('_3-(_)').

B. Results

Having calculated the exact and the approxin ate ex—
pressions for the excitonic part of the xc kemel and for
the response fiinction we are now in the position to com —
pare these resuls. Let us start with the excitonic peak
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FIG .7: The realand the In agihary parts of the exact ~ (full)
and the ~ based on fL* @ (dashes) for the scattering length
a= 025. The realand the im aginary part of op are shown
by the dotted line.

In the absorption goectrum . In both the exact and the
approxin ate response fiinctions the excitonic peak origi-
nates ﬁ:o_rr} the divergence of the xc part. The exact ¢
in Eq. 6) hasa polk at

1 arFr (*)=0 (31)

W hen the dim ensionless
+ issmall, Eq. (31) has

for positive a and 0 + 1.
exciton binding energy *= 1
an approxin ate solution

= 2exp (32)
T he approxin ate response function ofEqg. @(_5) which is
based on f£F “ hasa pok
1 op i) W = 0. (33)

Sin ilarly to the solution §_§2_i) ofthe exact equation z_3-1.'),
fora am allbinding energy * this equation can be approx—
In ately solved by

P
1 1 a 1 2a &
- + ’
a 2a

W= 2exp (34)

which di ers from the exact result C_3-2_;) However, eg.

ata= 02 thisisonly about 14% larger than the exact

solution 6_32_;), which gives ®* 0:013. For a am aller scat—
tering length and therefore a an aller binding energy the

agreem ent betw een the exact result and the one based on

fEx @ is even better.

In Fjg.:j the real and the In aghary part of the exact
~ and the ~ based on fE* “ are shown for the scatter-
ing length a = 025. For com parison, ¢p is also dis-
played. O ne clearly observes a very good agreem ent be—
tw een the exact and the approxin ate response functions.
Both m ain features, the enhancem ent of the in aginary
part (the Somm erfeld factor) and the excitonic peak are
correctly reproduced. The latter is indicated by the ar-
row s on the plots of the in aginary part. T he apparent
di erence between the exact and the approxin ated re—
sponse function isthe exact position ofthe excitonicpeak
as described above. T he oscillator strengths should also
be di erent, which isnot, however, re ected In the gure.
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FIG .8: The realand the in aghhary parts ofthe exact ~ (full)

and the ~ based on fLF @ (dashes) for the scattering length
a= 06
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FIG . 9: The real and the in agihary part of the exact ff*=a
fora= 0:05 (dots), a= 0:1 (dashes),a= 025 (long dashes),

and a= 06 (dot-dashes) com pared w ith ££* (l)=a ().

From the above discussion one could congcture that
the approxin ation for the response function based on
fffcx @ is always su cient. This is, of course, not true,
aswe can see from Fig. '§, where the approxin ate and
the exact response function are com pared for the larger
value of the scattering length a = 0:6. W ih this large
nteraction®4 the position of the excitonic peak In the
approxin ate response function is clearly w rong. In addi-
tion, the In agihary part has the w rong m agnitude above
the band gap.

To uncover the background of the good agreem ent be—
tween the exact and the approxin ate response fiinctions
fora \weak" interaction, ket us com pare ££* @ with the
exact fE* for di erent interaction strengths. W e note

rst that ffcx @ is proportional to the scattering length
a. T herefore, m ore adequate is to com pare ££* g with
ff¥=a, asdone In Fig.d. I is clearly visble that ££* @
is a very good approxin ation to the exact f£* i a fre—
quency range close to the band gap. Actually, or 4 = 1
we obtain from our exact expressions

16
£Ex ™= )= a

I

(35)

£ =1)= 36)
Thus even for a very strong interaction of a = 06
w here ffcx @ Jeads to the rather poor response fiinction
ofFig.4, there isonly a 10% errorin ££* ™ at + = 1. Tn
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FIG. 10: The real and the im agihary parts of fcx=a2 =

€2r  £25%)=a> ora= 005 (dots), a= 01 (dashes), a =
025 (long dashes), and a = 0:6 (dot-dashes).

the static case the errors are larger, aswe get for 4+ = 0:

g2x @~ 0) = 37)

and

16 9
o 8

Here a 10% error is already reached fora = 0, as the
ratio of f£* and ££X ©) isofordera, whereas it is of order
a®at b= 1.

It is also Interesting to look at the di erence £ be-
tween the exact £f£F and fL* “ fr di erent interaction
strengths. Since the kading order tetn In £ is of
the order a?, we nom alize these di erences by a?, when
plotting them in Fig. -_lg T he general behavior of the
di erent curves is quite sin ilar, which indicatesthat it is

a

fEX (b= 0) = .
xe { ) 1+ a

(38)

2
m ostly the second-order approxin ation £ @ hich con—
tributes to fcx . Onem ay be surprised that the curves
for stronger Interaction are closer to 0 for # < 1, which
m ight indicate that f£* @ is a better approxin ation for
stronger interactions. H ow ever, this isnot the case. T his
only tells us that ££% ) is positive for + < 1.

C. The validity of the rst-order approxim ation

From the previous section we can conclude that £ @
is a good approxin ation to f£* close to the band gap
+ = 1 practically forany interaction strength. Even fora

Vot kik®) 1= Ligik) op b= Lia) @ik =

k 2 k9
+ — Vk
EkO k kO

2.2
Vo ouiuoe 1

N ot surprisingly the w hole expression C_B-C:i) isproportional
to the Interaction V. (orV after renomm alization). In the

— Vo

strong Interaction, w here the response finction stem m ing
from f5X @) is quite w rong, the rstorderkemel ££* @ s
still very good close to # = 1. This is the reason for the
success of ££* i describing the bound excitonic states
as shown in the previous section. Since around * = 1
the rstorder kemel ££* “isa good approxin ation, if
the (exact) bound excitonic state lies w thin this region,
£22x% 1 i) describe i correctly. If, however, the bind—
ing energy is outside this region, ££x %) will fil. Note
that as seen from Fig. :9' this region gets am aller as the
Interaction increases and at the sam e tin e the binding
energy of the excion Increases. Hence the error in the
excion binding energy increasesw ith the increase of the
Interaction strength.

C an we understand the good agreem ent betw een ££* @
and ££¥ or+ 1 in tem softhe integralequation for ?
For this we explicitly calculate the diagram s involved in
the replacem ent shown i Fig. 3 b). W orking w ith sepa-—
rate G reen functions for the valence—and the conduction—
band stateswe have fourpossible com binations ofthe ex—
temal lines and can therefore split this replacem ent into
four parts according to these com binations. At energies
close to the band gap the tw o-particle propagatorw ith a
conduction-band state in the upper line should dom inate.
Hence, them ost in portant part ofthis replacem ent isthe
diagram with a conduction-band state in the upper line
on both sides of the graphs. T his diagram together w ith
its translation into quantities introduced in the previous
section is displayed in FJg:_f]_: N ote that we use the bare
interaction V here, as the interaction renomm alization in
these diagram sm eans sin ply a replacementV ! V.

ck+q ck'+q ck+q
-

ck/+q
[} —
' I

vk vk v k

= Vg%(kv k/) - Fl(w7 q, k)X(S%D({"% q)’Y*((L k/)

vk

FIG .11: Explicit calculation of one replacem ent. Here ! and
q are the transfered energy and m om entum .

Insertinggi, 1, op,and jntheexpressionjnFjg.:_i_i

and taking the lim i # ! 1 we obtain:
2 k kf kf 2 g 2
+ 2— Y — 39
» Vi Ug Uk 0V 0 X0 Uy %0 Vi 0 g . 39)

proportionality factor in round brackets all summ ands
contain (1 =E xo) (or powers thereof). For the st



FIG.12: Third-order term in the expansion of (@) the exact

~and () the ~ based on ffcx w in tem s of the interaction.

sum m and this is directly visble, in the others it is \hid-
den" In wo. Letus ]ook at this factorm ore closely. W hen
the diagram ofF ig. 11 is Inserted into the equation for
ofFig. @:(b the integration over k° has to be perform ed.
Them ain contrbution to this Integral com es from an all
m om enta, due to the an all energy denom inators In the
particle{hole propagator However, for these am allm o—
m enta the expression C39 is snallas E xo.

W e can therefore conclude that close to the band gap
the kemel in the equation for is indeed sm all for those
states which m ainly contribute to the integral. Thuswe
explicitly observe the cancellation we qualitatively dis-
cussed in section |[[]. T his cancellation explains the excel-

lent agreem ent between £2* and £ “orr 1.

A com plin entary interpretation can be obtained from
looking at the diagramm atic expansion of the response
functions. In F ig. :_L-g: the third-order term in the expan-—
sion ofthe exact ~ and the ~based on fL* @ is displayed.
The di erence between the two expressions is sin ilar to
the replacem ents discussed in section [J. This rem ains
true In all orders of the perturbation theory. From the
previous calculation ofthe e ect of this replacem ent ol

lows, that the exact ~ and the ~ based on fEX @ are
alm ost identical in the vicinity ofthe band gap, indepen-
dently of the position of the excitonic peak.

V. THE COULOMB INTERACTION

In r’chjs section, we consider the 2D D irac m odel of
Eq. @) with the Coulomb interaction between the parti-
clks, ie.,

2
£ 4
V (x ) = ¥ 19 (40)

where e is the partick’s charge. Note that Eq. @-g) is
the 3D interaction although ourm odelsystem is2D .W e
w il not attem pt to solve exactly the BSE w ih this in—
teraction, but rather focus on the properties of shallow
excitons. The weak binding lim it *= 1 + 1lis, in
fact, a \nonrelativistic" lin it where the BSE reduces to
the tw o-particle Schrodinger equation 8¢ The quasiparti-
cle energy eigenvalues are approxin ately

k2
Ey + > 41)
and for the eigenvectors holds
Uy 1 and w« 0. 42)

10

- DO DO DD
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FIG .13: Approxin ation for 4. in the lim it of small ®.

Soking the BSE thus reduces to solving the positroniim
problem in 2D for particles wih a mass , ie. for a
reduced m ass =2. T he response, finction can be w ritten
in the spectral representation as’

X J.@c=07%

i @i - RN

~(;q) =
5 jole=0)F

, 43
@ "0) @)

J @;0)
where the , are the eigenfunctions with eigenvalues
", (positive for bound states) of the above-m entioned
Schrodinger equation. T he approxin ation n Eq. Cfl-‘f%) is
valid close to the excitonic peak of the 1s ground state,
In which we are iInterested In here. T he 1s wavefunction
needed In this approxin ation is given by

r
2m 0 P
o) = expf "org “44)
and the exciton binding energy is
" = & (45)

Introducing din ensionless variables ®* and % = "o=@2 ),
we arrive at

2 w, n

~(%q) 4e)

for ® close to the excitonic peak of the 1s ground state.
W e now want to com pare the position and the oscilla-

tor strength of the excitonic peak of the 1s ground state

w ith the results cbtained from £ @ Forthiswe rst
expand qp OfEQg. (_19') foranall ®

o

p (%q) e In M 1. @a7)

1
In order to obtain fEx( : we also need an expression

for >(<1C)jn‘che]m:tofsma]l’L In diagram m atic form

,(i;) is given by a sihgl graph as displayed in FJg,;I.;‘}
T here are four possibilities to distribute the conduction—
and valenceband states in the tw o particle{hole propaga—
tors. The particke{hol propagators w ith a conduction—
band state in the upper line and a valenceband state
In the lower line diverge at # = 1. The partick{holk
propagators w ith a valenceband state in the upper line
and a conduction-band state In the lower line diverge
at +» = 1. Therefore, In the lim i where the energy
goes to the band gap (or equivalently ® is am all), the

m ain contribution to f{c) com es from the diagram w ih



both particle{hol propagators of the upper line belong—
Ing to the conduction-band state and the lower lne to
the valenceband state. Neglecting the other contribu-
tions is our rst approxin ation in calculating f{lc) . The
other approxin ation is using E gs. Cfl-]_;) and Cfl-zj) W ith
these approxin ations we obtain

Vk K
k 2 1
_+u§_+u

48)

: . X
(lc) *q) J (;q!)oz)ﬁ

NI

k;k©

whereV k K)= 2 &=k _KjistheFourierrepresenta-
tion of V (r  ¥) from Eq. {40). The easiest way to solve
this double Integralis to look at it In the real space, in—
stead ofthe Fourier space, w here it becom es a single inte—
gral The 2D Fourder transform ation of the particle{hole

propagator % k=)2%+1n ! gives the m odi ed Bessel
function of the second kind K o, so that we can w rite

Z
e :

— 5

dKZ(). 49)
8 2"

2 ma)
The integraloverK 2 com putes to ( =2)?, and we arrive
at

":q)

Now we have all ingredients to buid ££x"
or #¢ op and insert i in Eq. Gh). This gives the
ollow ing approxin ation for the response fiinction based

fEx(l)_
£ (®q) = oP (“iq)
4 1
1 & %) 48 59)
-5 ni 1 -
" 16 5 1. T e
1 miZ 1 - 2

N ote that this equation isvalid only for an all®, shcewe

(1

derived 4p and Xc) only for am allvalues of .

From Eq. 61) we clearly see that ~f contains an
additional pole where the denom nator vanishes. T his is
the excitonic peak In this approxim ation and its energy
% is de ned by

= 0. (52)

To ev_alluate the approxin ation used lkt us reform ulate
Eq. (52) as

4 n 2 v,
= = o . 2
0 2ng exp > "“8 + 1 . (53)

11

W e see that the approxin ate binding energy “8 and the
exact binding energy % are iddentical for

2

+1 L (54)
> .

-—n =2
0= 4=P 189

e

2
In other words, for the interaction strength which corre-
sponds to this quite realistic exciton binding energy, the
approxin ation using ££* @ gives the exact binding en—
ergy. For stronger and weaker interaction strength there
is som e error. To bem ore precise, the error isbelow 10%
for % between 1=165 and 1=222. It isbelow 20% for %,
between 1=148 and 1=271. N ote that in the range ofen—
ergies where the approxin ation gives good results, ® is
Indeed am all, so that our approxin ation is consistent. It
is interesting to note that for the Coulomb interaction |
in contrast to a short-range interaction| one does not
get the correct exciton binding energy from fgcx @ in the
lim it of the interaction strength going to zero. N ote also
that whilke the exact solution of the 2D hydrogen prob—
lem gives rise to an in nite serdes of excitonic peaks in
the exact response function, we obtain only one excitonic
peak in the approxin ate approach. Thisproblem wasal
ready touched in the introduction. A Xhough ££x is
frequency dependent, it does not contain the rapid oscik-
lations needed to descrbe the whole serdes of excitonic
states.

To compare the approxinate response function of
Eqg. (:_51_1') to the exact one from Eq. @Q') and determ ine
the residual it isbest to expand ~f around ™. T his can
be done by calculating the _rst-order Taylor expansion
of the denom inator in Eq. {51):

q__

=
S

0

=—— 0
2 * 0

2
F =z
16

o'l
o

(55)

Q=

(1)
S %)

|&

=
o

1
2

In the case where the exciton energy is exactly repro-
duced, ie. or % = %, the second fraction in Eqg. C55)
is about 16:6. The oscillator strength is thus too large
by a factor oftwo inspite ofthe fact that the binding en—
ergy is exact. T he value of this second fraction is alm ost
constant for a lJarge range of ratios "«8=“o , o thatmainly
the ™ in the num erator of the third fraction in Eq. {55)
produces additionalerrors in the oscillator strength. T he
larger oscillator strength is not too surprising, as the ex—
citonic oscillator strength is distrdbuted overm ore peaks
n the exact response function.

Sin ilar to the resuls for the short-range interaction
of the previous section, we observe that the cancellation
e ects are also e ective for the long-ranged Coulomb in—
teraction. H ow ever, the generalstructure ofthis cancella—
tion is di erent and cannot be universally characterized.
Hence the accuracy offEX @ has to be checked for every
particular system . The Integral equation for together
w ith the replacem ent procedure ofF . d provides an ap—
propriate tool for this task.



VI. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, w e have investigated the excitonice ects
on the response fiinction within TDDFT . W e have split
the xc kemel into a quasiparticle £2F and an excitonic
part f£*. Usihg a diagram m atic expansion we derived
the Integral equation for the threepoint function , In
temm s of which f£* can be exactly expressed. As this
Integral equation is sim ilbr In structure to the BSE, it
establishes the connection between the comm on m any—
body theory and TDDFT . T he kemel ofthe equation for

show s the possibility of cancellation e ects. If these
cancellations were com plete, ££* would be equal to its

rst-order approxin ation ffcx @ . This suggests that in
som e siuations ££* % provides a good substitute to £Ex.
W e have presented explicit calculations for a m odel
twoband sem iconductor w ith short-ranged interaction

12

which can be solved analytically. Com paring the ex—
act resgponse function w ith the response fiinction derived

from ££X @ wecoon m avery good agreem ent fora weak
Interaction, where both the position of the shallow exci-
ton and the Somm erfeld factor are correctly described.
W e were able to trace this to the strong cancellation oc—
curing for energies close to the band gap (@ ost) inde—
pendently of the interaction strength. C alculations w ith

the Coulom b interaction give sin ilar resuls, though the

1) . .
are som ew hat worse in this case.

de ciencies of ££F (

T hese calculations represent an exam ple that the inte—
gralequation for can serve as a tool for evaluation of
the validity of low -order approxin ations to ££* . Testing
the predictive power of this approach for other system s
w il be the sub fct of further work.

T hiswork was supported by the D eutsche Forschungs—
gem einschaft under G rant No. PA 516/2-3.
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