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The ground-state uctuation of polarization P is nite in insulators and divergent in m etals,
owing to the SW M sum rul [I. Souza, T.W ikens, and R.M .M artin, Phys. Rev. B 62, 1666
(2000)]. This is a virtue of periodic (ie. transverse) boundary conditions. I show that within
any other boundary conditions the P uctuation is nite even in m etals, and a generalized sum
rule applies. The boundary-condition dependence is a pure correlation e ect, not present at the

uctuations in insulators and m etals: N ew and old theories m erge

Independent-particle kvel. In the longitudinalcase r P = , and one equivalently addresses
charge uctuations: the generalized sum rule reduces then to a well known resul of m any-body
theory.

PACS numbers: 7722.d, 7110w, 71.10Ca

In a paper appeared in 2000 Souza, W ikens, and
M artin 1] (SW M ) proved a uctuation-dissipation sum
rule relating the ground-state uctuation ofpolarization
P in a quantum system to ism acroscopic conductivity.
The sum rule Inplies that P uctuations are nie
In insulators and divergent in metals, thus providing
a clarcut qualitative di erence between insulating and
m etallic ground states. In fact SWM ocomplete the
program initiated in 1964 by W .K ohn w ith his \T heory
of the Insulating state” I]. However, a di erent and
apparently unrelated uctuation-dissipation sum rule is
wellknown since the 1950s in m any-body physics I,I].
The disturbing fact is that metals and insulators do
not behave In a qualitatively di erent way as far as
the latter sum rule is concemed. I show here that
both sum rules are special cases of a m ore general one,
the di erence ow ing to the boundary conditions BC s)
adopted when taking the them odynam ic lim i: SW M
adopt periodic Bom{von{K am an BCs, ie. transverse,
w hile w ithin m any-body physics it is custom ary to adopt
longitudinal ones. T he precise m eaning of \transverse"
and \longiudinal"” in the present context is illustrated
below. For any BC choice di erent from the purely
transverse the ground-state P uctuation is nie even
In metals. I also show that the BC dependence of
the P uctuation is a combined e ect of the long
range of C oulom b interaction and ofelkctron correlation.
There is no such dependence for independent electrons
(either H artreeFock orK ohn-Sham ), w here the standard
SW M sum rule applies anyhow . T he presentation starts
considering a nite system with \open" BCs, and then
proceeds to taking the them odynam ic lin it in the
appropriate way.

Let be the singkt ground-state wavefuinction of an
N -electron system ,w ith even N , w ithin \open" BC s, ie.,
is square-integrable. W e address the rst and second

m om ents of the position operator
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Since i is expedient to dealw ith quantities that becom e
Intensive n the largeN lim i, Ide nethe rstand second
cum ulant m om ents per elkctron:
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G reek subscripts indicate Cartesian com ponents
throughout). The rstmoment (tim es the trivial factor

eN =V ) is the electronic term in the m acroscopic polar-
ization P, while the second cumulant moment hr r i
is its quadratic quantum uctuation in the m any-body
ground state. W e notice that the second m oment is
a function of the relative coordinates, whilke the st
m om ent is a function of the absolute ones; indeed, the
m acroscopic polarization P is well de ned only when
the (classical) nuclear contribution is accounted for. A s
said above, SW M addresstheP uctuations in extended
system s w ithin periodic BC s. T herein, the position R is
a \forbidden" operator l] and the de nition of hr r i,
Iooks om ally quite di erent from Eq. W) I, 1.

Indicating wih x; (ry; i) the space and spin
coordinates of the i-the electron, the onebody and two-
body densities are de ned as:
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Straightforward m anjpulations lead to the equivalent
fom :
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W e observe that, Por large valies of the relative
coordinate r 1% the electron distrbution becom es
uncorrelated and one has n® ;% ' n@EnE):
this fact can be regarded as a m anifestation of the
\nearsightedness" principle |]. For any nite N the
integration in Eq. ) cbviously converges, ow ing to the
boundedness of the ground wavefunction . One ofthe
m aln questions iswhetherhr r i, goesto a wellde ned
nite lin i or nstead diverges in the lim it of large N .

A well known exact sum rul relates the two-body
density to the frequency integral of the In aghhary part
of the linear response: such relationship belongs to
the general class of uctuation-dissipation theorem s [,

]. By de nition, the lnhear polarizability tensor

(') yields the ocomponent of the dipole d linearly
Induced by an electric eld E, of uni magniude in
the direction, at frequency !. I address purely
electronic response, therefore assum ing clam ped nucki.
Furthem ore I stress that E o is the eld far outside the

nite sample, di erent from the screened m acroscopic
eld E inside. Starting eg from Eqg. (2.17) In Ref. 1]
and using Eq. W), i is straightforw ard to prove the sum
rule:
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It is worth noticing that the rhs is by construction a
ground-state property, whilke the hs is a property of
the excitations of the system . In Eq. W), uctuation
and dissjpation are perspicuous: from the de nition of
Eq. B the rhs is a quantum uctuation, whil the
In agihary part of (!) m easures dissipation in the zero-
tem perature lim it [1]. Because ofthe sum rule, the actual
valle of hr r i In a given system can In principlk be
m easured by actually probing the excited states.

Inow discussEq. ) in the lin it a m acroscopic solid,
where for the sake of sin plicity the bulk is assum ed as
m acroscopically hom ogeneous and isotropic. T herefore
the m acroscopic polarization P = d=V lhhearly induced
by a m acroscopic eld at frequency ! can be w ritten as:

"y 1
P = 2 E; 8)
where " (! ) isthe electronic (clam ped—nucli) m acroscopic
dielectric function of the bulk m aterial. In temm s ofE g,
this polarization is

P =

lX
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w here the relationship between E and E ; depends on the
shape of the sam ple.

Follow ing a wellknown practice for the study of
dielectric bodies, we consider a sample of ellipsoidal
shape, In which case the E eld is constant In the bulk,
and the shapee ectsﬁre em bedded in the depolarization
coe cientsn , with n = 1. Themah reltionship
is []:

E =Ey; 4 nbP : (10)

7

T he extrem ely prolate ellipsold (nx = ny, = 1=2;n, = 0)
is a cylinder along z, whilk the extrem ely oblate one
hy = ny, = 0jn, = 1) is a slab nomalto z. The
slab geom etry epitom izes both the longitudinal and the
transverse cases: P is purely longiudinal when along
z, and purely transverse when along xy. In the former
case, in fact, we have P, = P, (z) (independent of xy):

hence r P 6 O0,r P = 0. Conversely in the latter
case we have P, = P, (z) (ndependent of xy): hence
r P=20,r P & 0. Lt is worth noticing that the

charge is uniquely related to P viar P = In the
longitudinal case, whereas the charge does not enter a
m acroscopic description in the transverse one.
In the ellipsoidalgeom etry Eqgs. ll) and M®) yield [1]:
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The tensor is diagonalover the ellipsoid axes, and the
above results transom Eq. ) into:
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t is expedient to recast this sum rule in tem s of
the conductivity (!), which by de nition m easures the
m acroscopic current linearly induced by a eld E at

frequency ! . Since the current is the tim e derivative
of the electronic polarization, Eq. W) yieds "(!) 1=
4 1 (!)=! and
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which generalizes the SWM sum rul. In fact the
assum ption of periodic BC s oon:esponds| asIam going
to explain below | to the choice n = 0, yilding the
orighalSW M sum rule:

hr r i = — Re (!): 1s)
T he rhshasa qualitatively di erent behavior n insulators
and in m etals. In the latter m aterdals, in fact, the real



part of the conductivity is either nite or divergent in
thedc (! ! 0) lin i, thus Inplying in both cases the
divergence of the Integral, ergo of the P uctuation. In
insulators, instead, the integral in the rhs of Eq. W)
converges to a nite valie.

Som e precursor work, before SW M, attem pted to
relate ground-state uctuations to dc conductivity [,

1. It isworth noticing that such w ork severely overlooks
the role 0f BCs, whilk instead SW M provide a rigorous
theory In a purely transverse fram ew ork . H ow ever, SW M
neither consider di erent BC s, nor relate their work to
the N ozieresP ines [l] early uctuation-dissipation sum
rule. Here we provide a generalization of SW M to all
possble BCs, Eq. M) . Its novel outstanding m essage is
that oranyn % 0 choicetheP uctuation is nite even
In metals (contrary to what stated In Ref. [11]).

T he second cum ulantm om enthr r i hasbeen de ned
as a buk property of the condensed system , which
measures the quadratic quantum uctuations of the
polarization In the many-body ground state at zero
tem perature [[1]. Tt m ay appear therefore disturbing that
its expression, as given in Eq. @), depends exp]jcjijy|
via the n  coe cients| on the shape which has been
chosen for taking the largeV lm i. In fact, this is a
realphysicale ect and has a sin ple interpretation.

The uctuatingpolarization P inducesa surface charge
at the boundary of the sam ple, which in tum generates
a hom ogeneous depolarizing eld E, which counteracts
polarization: in the unperturbed Ey = 0 case Eq. 1)
reads

E = 4nkP: 16)

Seen in this way, the e ect ocbviously does depend on
shape. But in condensed m atter physics one tries to steer
clear from any shape issue, and therefore one interprets
Eq. M), or any choice of n , as a choice of BCs for
perform ing the them odynam ic lin . Thdeed, Eq. W)
becom es the basic one, and anyg reference to shape is no
longer needed. T he condition n = 1 isnot needed
either. W hen adopting the usualperiodicBC sin allthree
C artesian coordinates, we aree ectively In posingkE = 0,
ie. ny = n, = n, = 0. From what said above, and
from Eqg. W), one would obtain the same uctuation
when working In a slab geom etry and addressing the P
com ponent paralkelto the slab, ie. transverse. T he other
extrame case ofEq. ™), namely ny = ny, = n, = 1, is
also well known in condensed m atter physics. In fact,
the BC s for zone-center phonon m odes In cubic binary
crystalsareE = 0 fortransversem odes, and E = 4 P
for longitudinalones [, L0, B0, 1.
T here is a com plete analogy between the ground-state
uctuations of polarization In a m any-electron system at
zero tam perature, as discussed here, and the equilbriim
uctuations of polarization in a classical dipolar system
at nie temperature. In the latter case, In fact, it
is well known [ ]] that di erent BCs lead to di erent

uctuationsbut to the sam e value for the static dielectric
constant, provided the correct uctuation form ula isused
for each case [[]]. The shape-dependence is a combined
e ect of Interparticle correlations and of the long-range
nature of the interactions. The analogy goes fiirther,
since even in the quantum case the dependence on shape
(or equivalently on BCs) is a pure correlhtion e ect,
not present at the independentelectron level (either
HartreeFock or Kohn-Sham ), where the m any-body
wavefiinction is a Slater determm inant. In fact, the second
cumulant moment hr r i., Eq. ), is a function of the
twobody density: the latter, for the special case of a
single-determ inant wavefunction, is an explicit function
of the onebody density m atrix. As such, i can only
be a ected by the mean E eld (ie. =zero, Pr the
unperturbed system ), and not by is uctuations.

This is con m ed by the present sum rule. Starting
from Eq. ), we notice that when we evaluate the rthsus—
Ing the independent-electron two-body density, we m ust
Interpret the (!) tensor In the s as the independent-
electron polarizability, which by construction neglects
selfconsistency e ects. Therefore E = E, ie., after
Eq. ll),n = 0. ThereoreEq. M) reducesto Eq. 1),
which ism anifestly shape-independent (or BC indepen-—
dent). Incidentally, the conductivity (!) therein must
be understood as the Independent-electron conductivity.

Inow addressthe special form taken by Eq. #®) in the
ongitudinalcase, where ny = ny = n, = 1: the diagonal
zz com ponent is
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One would obtain the same uctuation working In a
slab geom etry and addressing the uctuation of the P
com ponent nom al to the slab. Eq. W) applies to
correlated wavefuinctions, and is invalid for independent-
electron ones; it providesa nite value both in insulators
and metals. W e are going to verify the above general

ndings on the sinplst metal of all, namely, the
hom ogeneous electron gas, show ing that hz?i. is n nite
In the noninteracting case, and nite in the interacting
one.

In order to make oontact wih the electron-gas
literature, w e need to Introduce the static structure factor
de ned as

1. X
Sk)= —hj e&x®ETiqi, 18)
N 13
This is identically expressed in tem s of the one{ and

two{body densities as:
Z Z
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For k = 0 the second temn is equal to N, which
obviously diverges In the them odynam ic lin it: such -
like singularity is neglected as usual. W e then expand
In powers of k in posing centrosym m etry: therefore the
second tem is quartic, and we have to second order:
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T herefore for an isotropic system
hz?i. = Iin S k)=k*: 1)
k! 0

For the noninteracting (etther Hartree¥och or K ohn-—
Sham ) electron gasthe onebody density, and hence S k),
are known exactly [[]: this In fact leads to a divergent
Eqg. ). Polarization uctuations are indeed BC - (or
shape-) iIndependent, and diverge even in the longiudinal
case, thus con m Ing our general nding.

In the interacting case S k), as de ned here, depends
on shape via Eq. M), whereas in the existing electron—
gas lterature S (k) is apparently shape-independent.
The reason is very sinple: such literature addresses
charge uctuations, not polarization uctuations. It
has been stressed above that no m acroscopic charge is
associated to transverse polarization uctuations: charge

uctuationsm anifest them selvesonly w ithin longiudinal
BC s, which are therefore im plicitly assum ed by electron—
gas theorists. O ur longitudinal Eq. M), together w ith
Eq. B, vields
hk2 v 23
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which indeed is the standard uctuation-dissipation
theorem for the interacting electron gas, know n since the
1950s [1]. The frequency integral is nite: replacem ent
into Eq. M) con m s that the longitudinal polarization
uctuation hz®i. is nite aswell

In conclusion, I have reconciled two di erent fom s of
the uctuation-dissipation sum rule for quantum m any-—
body system s: one recent ] and one old [I]. The two
w ere apparently contradictory and apparently unrelated.
Instead, Thave shown that am ore generalsum ruleholds,
yielding the previously known ones as special cases. At

the root of the generalization is a carefiil treatm ent of
electron correlation in Coulomb system s. Rem arkably,
the novel feature ound here is a pure correlation e ect,
not present at the H artreeFock or K ohn-Sham Jevel
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