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Abstract

W ithin Density FunctionalTheory,we have calculated the energy ofthe transitions from the

ground statetothe�rsttwoexcited statesin theelectron bubblesin liquid helium atpressuresfrom

zero to aboutthesolidi�cation pressure.For4Heatlow tem peratures,ourresultsarein very good

agreem entwith infrared absorption experim ents.Above a tem peratureof� 2 K ,weoverestim ate

the energy ofthe 1s� 1p transition. W e attribute thisto the break down ofthe Franck-Condon

principle due to the presence ofhelium vapor inside the bubble. O ur results indicate that the

1s� 2p transition energiesare sensitive notonly to the size ofthe electron bubble,butalso to its

surfacethickness.W e also presentresultsforthe infrared transitionsin thecase ofliquid 3He,for

which we lack ofexperim entaldata.

PACS num bers:67.40.Yv ,67.55.Lf,68.03.Cd ,47.55.Dz
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Excesselectronsin liquid helium areknown to form electron bubbles.Thisisso because

ofthestrongrepulsion between thehelium atom s,which areveryweaklypolarizable,and the

intruderelectrons. Experim entaland theoreticalspectroscopic studieson electron bubbles

have been carried outform any yearssince the pioneering worksofNorthby and Sanders,1

and ofDexter and coworkers.2,3 Only som e twenty years later,Grim es and Adam s were

able to carried outa detailed analysisofthe infrared-absorption spectrum ofthe electron

bubble in liquid 4He. In a �rst work,4 they have used a photoconductive m echanism to

detectthetransitionswhich operated only overalim ited region ofthepressure-tem perature

(P � T) plane because it appeared to be associated with trapping ofbubbles on vortices

in the superuid. Later on,they have im proved their experim entalapparatus and have

observed theelectronic transitionsin directinfrared absorption.5 Thishasallowed them to

study the spectrum ofelectron bubblesin a widerregion ofthe P � T plane from P = 0

to the solidi�cation pressure,and up to tem peraturesabove 4 K instead ofthe m axim um

T � 1:6 K reached in photocurrentexperim ents.

Recentexperim entson cavitation in liquid helium haverenewed theinterestin thestudy

ofsingle electron bubbles.6,7,8 M ultielectron bubbles have also prom pted som e theoretical

activity;9,10 whilethestabilityofm ultielectron bubblesisnotyetclari�ed,10,11 singleelectron

bubbles are stable entities for pressures above saturation pressure. Electron bubbles in

helium dropletsare m etastable objectswhose lifetim e hasbeen m easured forboth helium

isotopes.12

The sim plestm odelto addresselectron bubblesin liquid helium supposesthatthey are

con�ned in a sphericalwellpotentialofradiusR. The totalenergy ofthe electron-helium

(e-He)system isthen written asa function ofR

U(R)= E e + 4�R
2
� +

4

3
�R

3
P ; (1)

where E e is the ground state electronic energy,P is the pressure applied to the system ,

and � is the surface tension ofthe liquid. For an in�nite sphericalwellpotential,E e =

�2�h
2
=(2m eR

2). This m odelis able to qualitatively reproduce the experim entalinfrared-

absorption energies,and issim pleenough toallow tocalculateshapeuctuationsofelectron

bubblesand line shapes.13 Itcan bere�ned2,3,4,5 by taking into accountthe �nite depth of

the wellV0,which isabout1 eV,Ref.14.Once U(R)hasbeen m inim ized with respectto
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R and the radiusofthe equilibrium bubble R eq hasbeen determ ined,itiseasy to obtain

theenergiesofthe(n;l)excited statesand tocom putethetransition energiesto theground

stateiftheFranck-Condon principleholds,i.e.,iftheabsorption ofaphoton by theelectron

bubble isa processm uch fasterthan thetim eneeded forthehelium bubble to adaptitself

to theelectron wavefunction in theexcited state.

Anotherkey ingrediententering Eq.(1)isthesurfacetension �,which for4Heatzero T

and P isabout0.274 K �A � 2,Ref.15.ThisyieldsR eq = 18:9 �A.Thesurfacetension isonly

known along theliquid-vaporcoexistenceline.Consequently,to useEq.(1)onehasto rely

on m odelcalculationsof�(P;T).Thesituation hasbeen discussed in detailby Grim esand

Adam s,who concluded thatin orderto perfectly �ttheirexperim entalresultswith Eq.(1),

onehasto take the depth ofthe wellV0 P-dependentand a surface tension � independent

ofP,which seem sdi�cultto justify.Forinstance,early calculations3,17 indicated thatthe

surface tension � nearly doublesfrom P = 0 to 25 atm . Forthe sake ofcom pleteness,we

presentin theAppendix acalculation of�(P)thatalsoyieldsthisincrease,although wewill

notm akeasubstantialuseoftheseresultsin ourstudy.Itisworthwhiletostressthatwhen

both V0 and � were m ade P-dependent following the expected pressure dependences,the

agreem entbetween theory3 and experim entwasonly qualitative,see Fig.2 ofRef.4.For

thisreason,these authorsconcluded thatm ore sophisticated calculationsofthe properties

ofelectron bubbleswerecalled for,incorporating thefactthatthebubbledensity pro�leis

notabruptbuthavea �nitesurfacethickness.

In this work we present a theoreticaldescription of infrared-absorption 1s � 1p and

1s� 2p excitation energies ofelectron bubbles in liquid helium . It belongs to the class

ofthem oresophisticated calculationssuggested by Grim esand Adam s,sinceitisnotbased

on ad-hoc assum ptions, but on the use of a �nite-tem perature density functional(DF)

approach in conjunction with a realistic electron-helium e�ective potential. DF m ethods

have becom e increasingly popular in recent years as usefulcom putationaltools to study

thepropertiesofclassicaland quantum inhom ogeneousuids,18 especially forlargesystem s

forwhich these m ethodsprovide a good com prom ise between accuracy and com putational

cost,yielding results in agreem entwith experim ent orwith m ore m icroscopic approaches.

In the fram eofDF theory,the propertiesofan electron bubble approaching the surface of

liquid 4Hehavebeen studied by Ancilotto and Toigo19 using theso-called Orsay-Paris(OP)

zero tem perature �nite-range DF20 and the pseudopotentialproposed in Ref. 21 as e-He
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interaction. Thisanotherkey ingredientofthe calculation,and an accurate description of

the infrared absorption can be only achieved using an accurate e-He interaction. W e want

to m ention that DF theory has been succesfully applied to dynam icalproblem s in bulk

liquid helium and helium droplets22,23,24 using a generalization oftheOP density functional

called Orsay-Trento (OT)functional.25 Having no ad-hocparam etersto beadjusted in the

calculation to describetheinfrared-absorption energies,wewillshow thatthesim plestform

ofaDF forliquid helium ,nam elyazerorangeone,isnotabletoreproducetheexperim ental

data. Aswe are going to show,one m ustresortto m ore sophisticated form s,such asthe

m entioned OP and OT �nite range functionals. This �nding is an additionalsupporting

evidence ofthereliability of�niterangefunctionals.

Density functionaltheory has also proven to be the m ost successfulapproach in ad-

dressing cavitation in liquid helium so far.26,27,28 Itincorporatesin a self-consistentway the

equation ofstateofbulk liquid and surfacetension oftheliquid-gasinterfaceasa function

oftem perature.Itallowsfora exibledescription oftheelectron bubble,incorporating sur-

facethicknesse�ects.W ithin DF theory oneavoidstheuseofm acroscopicconceptssuch as

surfacetension and pressureatananoscopicscale;however,itisacontinuous,notan atom ic

description ofthesystem .Used in conjunction with a Hartree-typee-Hepotential,wehave

recently shown thatthisapproach quantitatively reproducestheexisting experim entaldata

on cavitation ofelectron bubblesin liquid helium below saturation pressure.29 Consequently,

itisa tested fram ework to addressotherpropertiesofelectron bubbles.

Thispaperisorganized asfollows. In Sec. IIwe briey present the density functional

(DF)plusHartree electron-e�ective potentialapproach we have em ployed,aswellassom e

num ericaldetails. The structure ofthe electron bubble (radiusand surface thickness)and

infrared-absorption energiesare discussed in Sec. III,and a Sum m ary ispresented in Sec.

IV.Finally,we present in the Appendix a m odelcalculation ofthe surface tension as a

function ofpressurethatwehaveused to m akesom ecrudeestim atesoftheelectron bubble

radius.
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II. D EN SIT Y -FU N C T IO N A L A P P R O A C H A N D ELEC T R O N -H ELIU M IN T ER -

A C T IO N

Asin Ref.29,ourstarting pointisthe�nitetem peraturezero-rangeDF ofRef.30 that

reproducestherm alpropertiesofliquid 4Hesuch astheexperim entalisotherm sand the 4He

liquid-gascoexistence lineup to T = 4:5 K,and theT dependenceofthesurfacetension of

the liquid free surface. W e have taken the Hartree-type e-He e�ective potentialderived by

Cheng etal.31 (seealso Ref.32)ase-Heinteraction.Thisallowsusto writethefreeenergy

ofthesystem asafunctionalofthe 4Heparticledensity �,theexcesselectron wavefunction

	,and T:

F[�;	;T]=

Z

d~rf(�;T)+
�h
2

2m e

Z

d~rjr 	(~r)j
2
+

Z

d~rj	(~r)j
2
V (�); (2)

wheref(�;T)isthe4Hefreeenergy density perunitvolum ewritten as

f(�;T)= fvol(�;T)+ �
(r �)2

�
+ �(r �)

2
: (3)

In this expression,fvol(�;T) consists ofthe free energy density ofa Bose gas,plus phe-

nom enologicaldensity and tem peraturedependentterm swritten as

fint(�;T)=
1

2
b(T)�

2
+
1

2
c(T)�

2+ 
(4)

that takes into account the e�ective interaction ofhelium atom s in the bulk liquid. The

param eters ofthese term s and those ofthe density gradient term s in Eq. (3) have been

adjusted so asto reproduce physicalquantitieslike theequation ofstate ofthebulk liquid

and thesurfacetension oftheliquid freesurface.

Thee-Heinteraction V (�)iswritten asa function ofthelocalhelium density31

V (�)=
�h
2
k20

2m e

+
2��h

2

m e

�a� � 2��e
2

�
4�

3

�1=3

�
4=3

; (5)

where � = 0:208 �A 3 isthe static polarizability ofa 4He atom ,and k0 isdeterm ined from

thehelium localW igner-Seitzradiusrs = (3=4��)1=3 by solving thetrascendentalequation

tan[k0(rs � ac)]= k0rs ; (6)

with ac and a� being thescattering lengthsarising from ahard-coreand from apolarization

potential.W ehavetaken31 a� = �0:06 �A,ac = 0:68 �A.
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Forgiven P and T valueswehavesolved Euler-Lagrangeequationswhich resultfrom the

variation oftheconstrained grand potentialdensity ~!(�;	;T)= !(�;	;T)� "j	j 2,where

!(�;	;T)= f(�;T)+
�h
2

2m e

jr 	j
2
+ j	j

2
V (�)� �� : (7)

Ityields

�f

��
+ j	j

2
@V

@�
= � (8)

�
�h
2

2m e

�	+ V (�)	= "	; (9)

where" isthelowesteigenvalueoftheSchr�odingerequation obeyed by theelectron.These

equationsaresolved assum ing sphericalsym m etry,im posing for� that�0(0)= 0 and �(r!

1 )= �b,where�b isthedensity ofthebulk liquid,and thattheelectron isin the1s state.

Fixing �b and T am ountsto �x P and T,sincethepressure can beobtained from thebulk

equation ofstate P = �fvol(�b;T)+ ��b,and the 4He chem ical� = @fvol(�;T)=@�jT is

known in advance.W ehaveused am ultidim ensionalNewton-Raphson m ethod33 forsolving

Eqs.(8)and (9),afterhavingdiscretized them using 13-pointform ulasfortherderivatives.

A �nem esh ofstep �r= 0:1 �A hasbeen em ployed,and theequationshavebeen integrated

up to R 1 = 150 �A to m ake sure thatthe asym ptotic bulk liquid hasbeen reached. After

obtaining the equilibrium con�guration (1s state),the spectrum ofthe electron bubble "nl

iscalculated from Eq.(9)keeping frozen thehelium density (Franck-Condon principle).

III. R ESU LT S

A . Liquid 4H e

Figure1showsthe1s� 1p transition energies(eV)asa function ofP (atm )forT = 1:25

K.It can be see thatthe agreem ent between theory and experim ent is good from P = 0

to thesolidi�cation pressure,and consequently,thephysicalprocessseem swellundestood.

However,am inordiscrepancy appearsathigh pressures,and especially in thedescription of

the1s� 2p transition energies,asitcan beseen in Fig.2.Thisisnotsurprising,sinceone

would expectthatthe 2p state ism ore sensitive to �ne detailsofthe bubble structure,in

particularto itsthickness,becausethe2p wavefunction penetratesdeeperinto theliquid.

W ehaveim proved them ethod ofSec.IIto achievea betteragreem entwith experim ent.

The im provem ent is based on the observation that zero-range DF’s as the one described
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in Sec. IIare �tted to reproduce the experim entalsurface tension ofliquid helium atzero

tem perature,30,34 and then,theT-dependenceof�,30 and thethicknesstofthefreesurface

-de�ned asthedi�erencebetween thedistancesatwhich thedensity equals0.1�b and 0.9�b,

where �b isthe bulk density atthe given (P;T)-com e outaspredictionsofthe form alism .

It turns out that atT = 0,zero-range DF’s overestim ate tby about1 �A.Indeed,recent

m easurem entofthe 4Hesurfacethicknessyield valuesaround 6 �A,Refs.35,36,whereasthe

valuepredictedinRefs.30,34isabout7�A.Inthecaseof3He,theexperim entalvalueisabout

7.5 �A,37 whereasthe prediction using zero-range DF’sisabout8.5-9 �A.34,38 W e recallthat

thesurfacethicknessofliquid helium isaquantity ratherdi�culttodeterm ineexperim ental

and theoretically,39 and thedispersion ofthevaluesassigned to itislarge.34,35,36,37,38,39,40,41

Only recently,them entioned values(� 6-6.5�A for4Heand � 7.5 �A for3He)haveem erged

aslikely accuratedeterm inationsofthesurfacethicknessofliquid helium freesurface.

In the nineties,a new classofDF’shasappeared thatretainssom e ofthe sim plicity of

theoriginalzero-rangeDF’s,incorporating �nite-rangee�ectsthatareabsolutely necessary

to address a wide class ofphysicalphenom ena,like elem entary excitations in bulk liquid

and largeinhom ogeneitiescaused by thepresence ofim puritiesin bulk liquid and droplets,

and also by substrates. Two such DF’s are the OP and OT functionals for 4He already

com m ented.20,25 It is rem arkable that they reproduce the experim entalsurface tension at

T = 0 withouthaving im posed itin theirconstruction,and also the surface thickness. In

particular,OP yields� = 0:277 K �A � 2,t= 5:8 �A,and OT yields� = 0:272 K �A � 2,t= 6

�A.20,25 A recentdi�usion M onteCarlo calculation yields� = 0:281(3)K �A � 2,t=6.3(4)�A.41

Itisthen quitenaturalto ask oneselfiftherem aining disagreem entbetween theory and

experim entshown in Fig.(1)and especially in Fig.(2)m ightarisefrom aworsedescription

oftheelectron bubblesurfacein thecaseofzero-rangeDF’s.Indeed,theerrorin theinfrared

energieshasbeenestim ated4 tobe� 1% ,sm allerthanthedi�erencebetween experim entand

zero-rangeDF calculations.Toanswerthisquestion,wehaverepeated thecalculationsusing

thezero tem peratureOT functional-therm ale�ectson theexcitation energiesareexpected

to be sm allforT = 1:25 K,and thisiswhatwe have found,see below-,and also using a

straightforward generalization at�niteT oftheOP functional,which ispossiblebecauseof

the sim ilaritiesbetween OP and the zero-range DF ofSec II.42 Itisworth to know thata

generalization oftheOT density functionalat�nitetem peraturesisalso available.43

Density pro�lesofelectron bubble atdi�erentpressuresand T = 1:25 K,obtained with

7



the OP and the zero-range functional,are shown in Fig. 3,and in Fig. 4 for the OT

functionalatT = 0 K.The excess electron squared wave functions j	j2 corresponding to

the1s;1p;and 2p statesarealso represented.Forthezero-rangeDF wealso givethevalue

ofthe surface thicknesst,which goesfrom 6.1 �A atP = 0 atm to 4.3 �A atP = 20 atm .

In thecase ofOP,and especially ofOT,itisdi�cultto de�ne the thickness,and even the

bubbleradius,becauseofthedensity oscillationsin thesurfaceregion (seealsoRef.22).For

reference,we indicate thatthe surface thicknessofthe electron bubble atT = 1:25 K and

P = 0atm obtained with OP is5 �A,one�A sm allerthatthevalueyielded by thezero-range

DF.

Figures(1)and (2)also show theresultsobtained with OP and OT.Itcan beseen that

in thiscase,the agreem entbetween theory and experim entisexcellent.44 Itisworthwhile

to m ention thatEloranta and Apkarian22 have also obtained the absorption energiesup to

P � 12 atm using the OT functionaland the pseudopotentialofJortner et al.45 as e-He

interaction.Theirresultsforthe1s� 2ptransitionenergiesarenotin asgoodagreem entwith

experim entasours,likely because ofthe di�erente-He interaction we have used. Besides,

therelevanceofa correctdescription ofthesurfacethicknessto reproducetheexperim ental

data has been overlooked in their work,which is m ainly about the dynam ics ofelectron

bubbleexpansion in liquid 4He.

Figure(5)showsthe evolution ofthe radiusofthe electron bubble with pressure deter-

m ined by severalauthorsusing di�erent m ethods,4,46,47,48 and the value we have obtained

using thezero-rangeand theOP and OT functionals.Fora given pressure,wehavede�ned

theradiusofthebubbleastheradialdistanceatwhich thehelium density reachesthecor-

responding bulk value divided by two. Itcan be seen thatourresultsare com patible with

them orerecentexperim entaldeterm inations,even thoseobtained with thezero-rangeDF,

which overestim ate theradiusoftheelectron bubbleby � 0:5 �A.

W e presentin Fig. 6 the variation ofthe 1s� 1p excitation energy with T atP = 2:9

atm .Open circlesaretheexperim entaldata ofGrim esand Adam s,Ref.5,and thedashed

line isthe resultobtained by these authorsusing theirSpherical-square-well(SSW )m odel

with theT dependenceofthesurfacetension asatsaturation vaporpressure.16 Ourresults,

displayed as�lled circles,have been obtained using the �nite tem perature OP functional.

Itcan beseen thatabove T = 2 K we overestim ate the excitation energies.In spite ofthe

good agreem entbetween experim entand theSSW m odel,webelieveitiscoincidental,and
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thatthe failure ofourm ethod to describe the experim ent above T = 2 K is the physical

signature ofthe breaking down ofthe Franck-Condon principle athigh T. Indeed,above

T � 2 K,itisno longervalid to assum e thatthe electron bubble isvoid ofHe atom s. It

has been shown6,29 that the bubble is progessively �lled with helium vapor that m ust be

‘dragged’by theelectron in thecourseofitsdipoleexcitation.Thisdynam icale�ecthasto

betaken into accountifone wantsto have a quatitative agreem entwith experim entabove

T � 2K.Although itisin principlepossibleto addressthisproblem within tim e-dependent

density functionaltheory23 using the �nite tem perature OP functionalorthatofRef. 43,

thisisnota trivialissueand itisbeyond thescopeofourwork.

Finally,we have also calculated the cross-section ofthe transition from the 1s to the

1p and 2p excited states. Forphotonsoffrequency w polarized along the z axis,the cross

section isgiven by

�(w)=
4�2e2

c
wjhnpjzj1sij

2
�(Enp � E 1s � �hw) (10)

W e collect in Table I the excitation energies (eV),oscillator strengths and totalcross

sections(eV cm 2)to the�rsttwo p statesobtained with theOT functionalatT = 0,P = 0

atm .Ourresultsarein fullagreem entwith theseofRef.2.

B . Liquid 3H e

W ehavealsostudied theinfrared-absorption spectrum forelectron bubblesin liquid 3He.

The application ofDF theory to describe electron bubble explosions in 3He proceeds as

shown in Sec. II.W e have used the zero-range DF proposed in Ref. 38 to describe the

inhom ogeneous liquid,and also a �nite-range DF,called from now on FR,obtained from

thezero-rangeonefollowing theprocedureindicated in Ref.20 forthe 4Hecase.Thee-He

interaction is given again by Eq. (5) with the param eters corresponding to 3He,nam ely

� = 0:206 �A 3,and sam evaluesfora� and ac.

W e represent in Fig. 7 the infrared-absorption energies for the 1s� 1p and 1s� 2p

transitions.Itcan beseen thattheresultsarequalitatively sim ilarto thosefound for4He,

i.e.,afairinsensitivity ofthe1s� 1ptransition energy tothedetailed structureofthebubble

surface,and an underestim ation ofthe1s� 2p transition energy by thezero-rangeDF.The

halfdensity radius ofthe electron bubble R 1=2 goes from 22.5 �A at P = 0 to 11.8 �A at

9



P = 22:3 atm .

Thesm allerexcitation energiesin thecaseof3Hearedueto thesm allersurfacetension

forthisisotope,� = 0:113 K �A � 2,49 which causesthatelectron bubble radiiare largerfor

3Hethan for4He(e.g.,R eq = 23:5 �A atP = 0instead of18.9�A),yieldingsm allerexcitation

energies,as shown for instance by the sim ple m odelofEq. (1). In particular,at P = 0

them odelgivesfortheratio ofthe1s� 1p excitation energiesthevalue(�3=�4)
1=2,in good

agreem entwith theresultsobtained within theDF approach (seeTables).

Finally,wecollectin TableIItheexcitation energies(eV),oscillatorstrengthsand total

crosssections(eV cm 2)to the�rsttwo p statesobtained with theFR functionalatT = 0,

P = 0 atm .Itcan be seen thatthe oscillatorstrengthsand crosssectionsare sensibly the

sam eforboth isotopes.

IV . SU M M A RY

W ehavedem onstrated thesuitability ofthedensity functionalapproach toquantitatively

address electron bubbles in liquid He. On the one hand, we have shown that the DF

approach,in conjunction with a realistic electron-helium interaction,is able to reproduce

withoutany furtherassum ption,thelow tem peratureinfrared spectrum ofelectron bubbles

experim entally determ ined by Grim esand Adam s.4,5 On theotherhand,them ethod yields

resultsthatagree with the experim ental�ndingsofM arisand co-workerson cavitation of

electron bubblesbelow saturation pressure,6,50 in a widerangeoftem peratures.29

W e have shown that the analysis ofinfrared-absorption transitions ofelectron bubbles

constitute a stringent test for the theoreticalm odels aim ing a detailed description ofthe

free surface ofliquid helium ,in particularofitssurface thickness. Thisisatvariance with

electron bubble cavitation, which seem s to be sensitive only to globalproperties ofthe

surface,like itstension. Indeed,we have checked thatthe cavitation pressure forelectron

bubbles in liquid 4He yielded by the zero-range DF is -2.07 bar,whereas OP yields -2.13

bar,and OT yields-2.08 bar.Thesedi�erencesarefarsm allerthan theexperim entalerror

bars,and are partly due to the sm alldi�erencesin the surface tensionspredicted by these

functionals.

Therearesom erelated problem sthatcan bestudied asa naturalextension ofthework

carried out untilpresent within the DF fram e. In particular, the e�ect on the critical
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cavitation pressureofquantized vorticespinned toexcesselectrons.6 Theinfrared absorption

aboveT � 2K isanotheropen problem whosequantitativedescription requiresto relax the

Franck-Condon principle. Although they were notdetected in the experim ents,4,5 itwould

be also interesting to check ifthere are other resonances in the infrared spectrum arising

from the state where the helium atom s are relaxed,even though this state itselfis not

realized. Forinstance,in the case ofelectronsin crystals,thisphenom enon,pertaining to

polaron physics,istheorigin ofapeakin theelectron opticalspectrum on top oftheFranck-

Condon spectrum ,duetotheresonanceofthisvirtualrelaxed excited statewith theapplied

radiation �eld.51 Both problem s,presently una�ordable by any m icroscopic approach,can

be addressed within DFT and TDDFT.Asthese are nottrivialissuesatall,they m ay be

thenexttestgroundsto assessthecapabilitiesand lim itationsoftheDF theory applied to

liquid helium .

*

A P P EN D IX A

In thisAppendix wework outthezero tem peraturesurfacetension ofbulk liquid 4Heas

a function ofP forthezero rangeDF.Aswehavepreviously stated,thisisa m odelsystem ,

since bulk helium can only bein equilibrium with itsvaporalong thecoexistence line,and

thusforonesingleP valueatthegiven T.

W e closely follow the m ethod developed in Refs. 30,38. W e take the planar interface

perpendicularto the z axis,and consequently,the liquid density isonly function ofz. At

given P,the equation ofstate determ ines the value ofthe bulk density �b and chem ical

potential�.Starting from Eqs.(3)and (4)taken atT = 0,onewritestheEuler-Lagrange

equation

dfvol

d�
� �

 

�02

�
+ 2

�00

�

!

� 2��
00
= � ; (A1)

where the prim e denotes the z derivative. Eq. (A1)adm its solutions thatgo to �b when

z ! �1 ,and to zero when z ! 1 .FortheEuler-LagrangeEq.(A1),itiseasy to obtain

�(z)-actually z(�)-asindicated in Refs. 30,38. Density pro�lescorresponding to P = 0,

5,10,and 20 barare shown in Fig. 8 as a function ofz. Note that foreach pro�le,the

location ofthez= 0 pointisarbitrary,asitstem sfrom thestructureofEq.(A1),and that

the surface region issteeperthe higherthe pressure is. The variation with pressure ofthe
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surfacethicknessisshown in Fig.9.

To obtain the surface tension,we �rstde�ne a reference system in which surface e�ects

are nottaken into account. Itisa step-density system ofbulk density �b �lling the z < 0

halfspace,whose free surface isarbitrarily located atz = 0. Placing -also arbitrarily-the

overpressurized 4He density pro�le in such a way that �(z = 0) = �b=2,we obtain �(P)

subtracting thegrand potentialoftheoverpressurized system ,! = f(�)� ��,from thatof

the reference system ,!b = fvol(�b)� ��b,ifz � 0,and 0 anywhere else,and dividing the

di�erenceby thesurfaceoftheplanarinterface.

De�ning

�f = f vol(�)� fvol(�b)

�� = � � � b (A2)

wehave

�(P) = 2

Z
0

� 1

(�f � ���)dz

+ 2

Z
1

0

[fvol(�)� ��+ �
�02

�
+ ��

02
]dz: (A3)

Using thatEq.(A1)can beintegrated to yield38

d�

dz
= �

0

@
�f � ���

�

�
+ �

1

A

1=2

; (A4)

a closeform ula forthesurfacetension can bereadily obtained:

�(P)= 2

Z �b

�b=2

(�f � ���)
1=2

 

�

�
+ �

! 1=2

d�+

Z
�b=2

0

fvol(�)� ��+ �f � ���

(�f � ���) 1=2

 

�

�
+ �

! 1=2

d� : (A5)

Note thatthe explicitknowledge of�(z)isnotneeded to determ ine �. Thisisdue to the

particularform ofEq.(A1).38

Fig.9 showsthesurfacetension (K �A � 2)asasfunction ofP (atm ).Itcan beseen that

in thedisplayed pressure range,�(P)increasesalm ostlinearly.Thevariation we �nd from

0 to 20 atm issim ilarto thatfound in Ref.17.
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FIG .1: 4He 1s� 1p transition energies(eV)asa function ofP (atm )forT = 1:25 K .The open

triangles are the observed points from the electron bubble photocurrent,4 and the open circles

correspond to direct infrared absorption m easurem ents.5 The dashed line represents the results

obtained using the zero-range DF discussed in Sec. II.Filled circlesconnected with a dotted line

aretheresultsobtained usingtheO P �nite-rangeDF atT = 1:25 K ,and �lled diam ondsconnected

with a solid line are resultsobtained using thezero tem perature O T �nite-range DF.

FIG .2: 4He 1s� 2p transition energies (eV) as a function ofP (atm ) for T = 1:25 K .The

open triangles are the observed points from the electron bubble photocurrent.4 The dashed line

representstheresultsobtained usingthezero-rangeDF discussed in Sec.II.Filled circlesconnected

with a dotted linearetheresultsobtained using theO P �nite-rangeDF atT = 1:25 K ,and �lled

diam ondsconnected with a solid line are results obtained using the zero tem perature O T �nite-

range DF.

FIG .4: Electron bubble density pro�les in�A � 3 (right scale) and excess electron squared wave

functions j	j2 in �A � 3 (left scale),as a function ofthe radialdistance r (�A) for T = 0 K and

di�erent pressures,obtained using the O T functional. The electron squared wave functions j	j2

are represented as in Fig. 3,i.e.,dotted line,1s state;dot-dashed line,1p state;thin solid line,

2p state.Theverticalthin linesindicatetheequilibrium radiusR eq yielded by thesim pleelectron

bubblem odelEq.(1)using the valuesof�(P )obtained in theAppendix.

FIG .3: Electron bubble density pro�les in�A � 3 (right scale) and excess electron squared wave

functions j	j2 in �A � 3 (left scale),as a function ofthe radialdistance r (�A) for T = 1:25 K and

di�erentpressures. The dashed linescorrespond to the zero-range DF,and the solid linesto the

O P functional. The verticalthin lines indicate the equilibrium radiusR eq yielded by the sim ple

electron bubble m odelEq. (1)using the valuesof�(P )obtained in the Appendix. The value of

the surface thickness tis also given for the zero-range DF.The electron squared wave functions

j	j2 correspond to the O P calculation;dotted line,1s state;dot-dashed line,1p state;thin solid

line,2p state.
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FIG .5: Radius ofthe electron bubble as a function ofpressure. Dashed line,zero-range DF

results;�lled circles(squares),O P(O T)resultsatT = 1:25(0)K ;dotted line,Ref.4 results.O pen

squares,data with errorbars,and open trianglesare from Refs.46,47,48,respectively.

FIG .6: Variation ofthe 1s� 1p excitation energy with T atP = 2:9 atm . O pen circlesare the

experim entaldata ofRef. 5. Dashed line,SSW m odelresults.5 Filled circles,�nite tem perature

O P functionalresults.Thesolid linehasbeen drawn to guidethe eye.

FIG .7: 3He 1s� 1p and 1s� 2p transition energies(eV)asa function ofP (atm )forT = 0 K .

The dashed line isthe resultobtained using the zero-range DF ofRef. 38. Filled dotsconnected

with a solid line are the resultsobtained using the zero tem perature�nite-range DF.

FIG .8: Density pro�les (�A) for the overpressurized liquid 4He m odelsystem described in the

Appendix,as a function ofr (�A) for severalvalues ofP (bar). The results have been obtained

using thezero rangeDF.

FIG .9: Surfacetension (K �A � 2,leftscale)atzero tem perature asa function ofP (atm )forthe

overpressurized liquid 4He m odelsystem described in the Appendix. Also shown is the surface

thicknesst(�A,rightscale).Theresultshave been obtained using the zero range DF.

TABLE I:Transition energies,oscillatorstrengthsand totalcrosssectionsforthe �rsttwo dipole

excitationsofelectron bubblesin 4Hecalculated with theO T functionalatT = 0 and P = 0 atm .

Transition Transition O scillator Totalcross

energy (eV) strength section (eV cm 2)

1s-1p 0.105 0.971 1.07 � 10� 16

1s-2p 0.488 0.0250 2.75 � 10� 18

TABLE II:Transition energies,oscillatorstrengthsand totalcrosssectionsforthe�rsttwo dipole

excitationsofelectron bubblesin 3Hecalculated with theFR functionalatT = 0 and P = 0 atm .

Transition Transition O scillator Totalcross

energy (eV) strength section (eV cm 2)

1s-1p 0.071 0.972 1.07 � 10� 16

1s-2p 0.326 0.0248 2.73 � 10� 18
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