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Abstract

In arecentpaper[S.ElBoustani,P.R.Buenzli,and Ph.A.M artin,Phys.Rev.E 73,036113(2006)],

aboutquantum chargesin equilibrium with radiation,am ong otherthingstheasym ptotic form of

theelectric-�eld correlation hasbeen obtained by a m icroscopiccalculation.Ithasbeen found that

this correlation has a long-range algebraic decay ofthe form 1=r3 (except in the classicallim it).

The m acroscopic approach,in the Course ofTheoreticalPhysicsofLandau and Lifshitz,givesno

such decay.In thisBriefReport,werevisitand com pletethem acroscopicapproach ofLandau and

Lifshitz,and suggestthat,perhaps,the use ofa classicalelectrom agnetic �eld by ElBoustaniet

al.wasnotjusti�ed.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

W e consider the equilibrium quantum statisticalm echanics of an in�nite and hom o-

geneous system ofnonrelativistic charged particles coupled to electrom agnetic radiation.

Forthissystem ,we investigate the correlation function ofthe electric �eld atequaltim es

< E i(r1)E j(r2)> where E i(r1) is the quantum operator for the ith Cartesian com ponent

(i= 1;2;3)oftheelectric�eld atpointr1 and < :::> denotesaquantum statisticalaverage

attem perature T;in the present hom ogeneousm edium ,thiscorrelation function depends

on r1 and r2 only through r= r1 � r2 = (x1;x2;x3).W ewantto com pute theform ofthis

correlation function,when r becom eslargecom pared to them icroscopicscale.

A m acroscopicapproach to thisproblem hasbeen m adea long tim eago by Landau and

Lifshitz(LL)in theirfam ousCourseofTheoreticalPhysics[1,2].Actually,theirtheory has

been written for any m edium ,characterized by a com plex frequency-dependent dielectric

function �(!).Recently,a m icroscopictheory hasbeen elaborated by ElBoustani,Buenzli,

and M artin (BBM )[3].They �nd an electric-�eld correlation function in disagreem entwith

the one advocated by LL:while BBM �nd thatthe correlation function has a long-range

power-law decay ofthe form 1=r3 (except in the classicallim it),Icould not extract this

algebraicdecay from thework ofLandau and Lifshitz.The reason forthisdisagreem entis

an open problem .

Asa �rststep forclarifying thisproblem ,the presentpaperrevisitsand com pletesthe

m acroscopic approach ofLL.Section IIsum m arizesthisapproach,m aking itm oreexplicit

about the decay ofthe electric-�eld correlation function. In Section III,the form alism is

applied to the specialcase ofa one-com ponentplasm a. Section IV isa Conclusion where

theabove-m entioned discrepancy isdiscussed.

II. M A C R O SC O P IC A P P R O A C H

A . T he results ofLandau and Lifshitz

LL have solved the m acroscopic M axwellequations, in a m edium characterized by a

com plex frequency-dependent dielectric function �(!),in presence ofa random �eld. This

m acroscopic approach is expected to be valid only for distances large com pared to the

m icroscopic scale. The uctuation-dissipation theorem is used for obtaining the electric-
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�eld correlation asa Fouriertransform with respectto r and thetim e di�erence (here this

tim edi�erenceiszero):

< E i(r1)E j(r2)>=

Z
1

�1

d!

2�

Z
d3k

8�3
exp(ik � r)Eij(k;!) (1)

where,in term softhewave vectork and thefrequency ! (seex76 and 77 of[2]),

Eij(k;!)= � 4��hcoth
�h!

2T
Im

!2=c2

(!2=c2)�(!)� k2

"

�ij �
c2

!2�(!)
kikj

#

; (2)

�h isPlank’sconstantdivided by 2�,cisthevelocity oflightin vacuum ,T isthetem perature

in unitsofenergy.

In orderto m ake easierthe com parison with the paperby BBM ,we shallnow separate

(2)in itslongitudinaland transverseparts.

B . Longitudinaland transverse correlations

Introducing theprojectorskikj=k
2 and �ij� (kikj=k

2)on thelongitudinaland transverse

partsoftheelectric-�eld correlation functions,wecan rewrite(2)as

Eij(k;!)= E
l
ij(k;!)+ E

t
ij(k;!); (3)

wherethelongitudinalpartis

E
l
ij(k;!)= � 4��hcoth

�h!

2T
Im

1

�(!)

kikj

k2
(4)

and thetransversepartis

E
t
ij(k;!)= � 4��hcoth

�h!

2T
Im

!2=c2

(!2=c2)�(!)� k2

 

�ij �
kikj

k2

!

: (5)

Itshould benoted thatthecrosscorrelation between thelongitudinaland transverse parts

of the electric �eld vanishes. Indeed, in Fourier space, in term s of the Fourier trans-

form s ofthese �elds E l(k;!) and E t(k;!),the cross correlation tensor is proportionalto

< E l(k;!)E t(� k;� !)>,where El isalong k and E t isnorm alto k.Since the m edium is

isotropic,thecorrelation tensorisunchanged ifE t isreplaced by itsopposite;therefore,the

correlation tensorisequalto itsopposite,i.e.itvanishes.

Theintegralon ! of(4)converges:in particular,near! = 0,thedielectricfunction �(!)

behaveslike4�i�=!,where� isthestaticconductivity[1](seeSection IIIforthespecialcase
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ofa one-com ponentplasm a)and (4)is�nite at! = 0. The Fouriertransform of4�=k2 is

1=r and thelongitudinalpartof(1)is

< E i(r1)E j(r2)> l=

 Z 1

�1

d!

2�
�hcoth

�h!

2T
Im

1

�(!)

!

@2

@xi@xj

1

r
: (6)

Atsm allk,in (5),theterm (!2=c2)=[(!2=c2)�(!)� k2)]can bereplaced by1=�(!).Indeed,

if! 6= 0,this term can be expanded in powers ofk2 and 1=�(!) is the leading term . If

j!j< !0,where!0 isa su�ciently sm allconstant,�(!)= 4�i�=!,�hcoth �h!

2T
= 2T=!,and

Z
!0

�! 0

d!

2�
E
t
ij(k;!)=

2T

��

"

!0 �
(ck)2

4��
arctan

4��!0

(ck)2

#  

�ij �
kikj

k2

!

: (7)

Atsm allk,thearctan in (7)behaveslike�=2.Finally,forallvaluesof!,atsm allk,

E
t
ij(k;!)� � 4��hcoth

�h!

2T

" 

Im
1

�(!)

!

+ O (k2)

#

�

 

�ij �
kikj

k2

!

: (8)

Theasym ptoticbehaviorofthetransverse partof(1)isgiven by them ostsingularpart

atsm allk of(8),which isjustoppositeto(4),i.e.theasym ptoticform of< E i(r1)E j(r2)> t

isoppositeto(6).Theseasym ptoticbehaviorsoftheform 1=r3 canceleach otherin thetotal

correlation function (1). Thiscancellation had been previously noted[6,7]in the classical

lim itT ! 1 ,butthepresentm acroscopicapproach predictsthatthiscancellation persists

in the quantum regim e atany tem perature,contrarily to the prediction ofthe m icroscopic

theory ofBBM .

Theintegralon ! in (6)issim ply related to thesecond m om entofthechargecorrelation

function. Indeed the charge density � isgiven by the Poisson equation divE = 4��. Only

the longitudinalpart ofE has a non-vanishing divergence. Therefore,since the Fourier

transform (4) of< E i(r1)E j(r2) > l is ofthe form Akikj=k
2,the Fourier tranform of<

�(r1)�(r2)> is(4�)�2 Ak2,which m eansthatA is� (3�)�1 tim esthesecond m om entofthis

charge correlation function.Taking the inverse Fouriertransform ofAkikj=k
2 givesforthe

longitudinal�eld correlation

< E i(r1)E j(r2)> l= �
@2

@xi@xj

1

r

�

�
2�

3

Z

d3r0r02 < �(0)�(r0)>

�

; (9)

forrlargecom pared to them icroscopicscale,in agreem entwith a m icroscopicderivation[4,

5].

In theclassicallim itT ! 1 ,�hcoth �h!

2T
� 2T=! and theintegralon ! in (6)(which also

occursin thetransversepartwith theoppositesign)hasthesim plevalue� T [6].Thiscan
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beshown[8]by invoking that�(!)hasno zeroswhen ! isin thecom plex upperhalf-plane.

Thecalculation ism adein theAppendix.Therefore,in theclassicallim it,

< E i(r1)E j(r2)> l� � T
@2

@xi@xj

1

r
; (10)

and

< E i(r1)E j(r2)> t� T
@2

@xi@xj

1

r
; (11)

these classicalresultscan also be obtained from (9)since,in the classicalcase,the second

m om entin (9)obeystheStillinger-Lovettsum rule[9]

�
2�

3

Z

d3r0r02 < �(0)�(r0)>= T: (12)

Theasym ptoticclassicaltransversecorrelation function (11)istheoneofafree�eld.Thisis

in agreem entwith theBohr-van Leeuwen theorem [10,11,12]which saysthat,in equilibrium

classicalstatisticalm echanics,m atterand radiation areuncoupled.

III. O N E-C O M P O N EN T P LA SM A

A . D rude dissipationless dielectric function

Theaboveform alism sim pli�esin thespecialcaseofa one-com ponentplasm a,a system

ofone species ofparticles ofcharge e,m ass m ,and num ber density n,in a neutralizing

hom ogeneousbackground. W e are interested in sm allwave num bers,when the dissipation

goesto zero[13](i.e. the static conductivity isin�nite),and the dielectric function can be

taken astheDrudeone

�(!)= 1�
!2
p

!(! + i�)
; (13)

where !p = (4�ne2=m )1=2 isthe plasm a frequency and the dissipation constant� istaken

asin�nitesim al.

Then,using Im [1=�(!)]= � �(!=j!j)!2p�(!
2 � !2p)in (4),one �ndsforthe longitudinal

correlation function

< E i(r1)E j(r2)> l= �
1

2
�h!p coth

�h!p

2T

@2

@xi@xj

1

r
: (14)
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In a sim ilarcalculation,using (13)in (5),�(!2 � !2p � c2k2)appears,and one �ndsfor

thetransverse correlation function

< E i(r1)E j(r2)> t =

Z
d3k

8�3
exp(ik � r)

1

2
�h(!2

p + c
2
k
2)1=2

� coth
�h(!2

p + c2k2)1=2

2T
4�

 

�ij �
kikj

k2

!

: (15)

Forsm allk,thek-singularity in (15)com esfrom theterm kikj=k
2 with thereplacem entof

(!2
p + c2k2)1=2 by !p.Then,one�ndsfortheasym ptotic form ofthetransverse correlation

function justtheoppositeofthelongitudinalone(14).

B . Longitudinaland transverse m odes

Theaboveresultsfortheelectric-�eld correlation functionscan alsobeobtained,perhaps

in a m ore transparentway,from the m odesofvibration ofthe plasm a. In thissubsection,

we shallnotuse the dielectric function �(!),butrathertake into accountexplicitly in the

equationsthechargeand electric-currentdensities.

Forevery wave vectork thereisa longitudinalm ode;itsfrequency[14]is!p (neglecting

a term oforderk2,which isconsistentwith the previoususe ofan � independentofk).In

such a m ode,theelectric�eld,atposition r and tim etisoftheform

E k(r;t)= Re(k=k)E 0exp(ik � r� i!pt): (16)

Since this m ode is an oscillator,for studying it in quantum m echanics,we can �rst use

classicalm echanics,and quantize attheend.A collective velocity vk isgiven by Newton’s

law:

m
dvk

dt
= eE k: (17)

From (17)oneeasily �ndsthatthetem poralaverageofthekineticenergy density associated

tovk isequalto thetem poralaverageoftheenergy density oftheelectric�eld.Taking into

accountthatthetem poralaverage ofthesquared realelectric �eld isjE 0j
2=2 and equating

the tem poralaverage ofthe totalenergy to the statisticalaverage value for an oscillator

(including thezero-pointenergy)gives

jE 0j
2

8�
=

1

V

�h!p

2
coth

�h!p

2T
; (18)
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whereV isthevolum eofthesystem .Thecontribution ofthism ode(16)totheelectric-�eld

correlation isRe(jE 0j
2=2)exp(ik � r)(kikj=k

2),wherejE 0j
2 isgiven by (18).Sum m ing on all

k wavevectors,i.e.com puting theintegralV
R
d3k=(8�3):::reproduces(14).

Forevery wave vectork,there arealso two (therearetwo possible polarizations)trans-

verse m odesoffrequency[14]!k = (!2
p + c2k2)1=2. Forsuch a m ode,the electric �eld isof

theform

E k(r;t)= ReeE 0exp(ik � r� i!kt); (19)

wheree isa unitvectornorm alto k,and them agnetic-induction �eld is

B k(r;t)=
c

!k
k � Ek: (20)

Again, a collective velocity is given by Newton’s law (17) (the m agnetic force can be

neglected for non-relativistic velocities).The tem poral average of the electric-�eld en-

ergy density is jE 0j
2=(16�). The tem poral average of the kinetic energy density is

(!2
p=!

2
k)jE 0j

2=(16�),from (17). The tem poralaverage ofthe m agnetic-induction energy

density is(c2k2=!2
k)jE 0j

2=(16�),from (20).Thus,the tem poralaverage ofthe totalenergy

density again isjE 0j
2=(8�),and

jE 0j
2

8�
=

1

V

�h!k

2
coth

�h!k

2T
: (21)

The contribution of the transverse m ode (19) to the electric-�eld correlation is

Reeiej(jE 0j
2=2)exp(ik � r) where jE0j

2 is given by (21). Adding the contribution ofthe

otherpolarization replaces eiej by �ij � (kikj=k
2). Sum m ing on allk wave vectors repro-

duces(15).

IV . C O N C LU SIO N

The m acroscopic approach ofLL is in agreem ent with the m icroscopic calculation of

BBM ,forthelongitudinalpartoftheelectric-�eld correlation (incidentally,thisagreem ent

isan indication thatthem acroscopicapproach can becorrect).Thedisagreem entisabout

the transverse part only,which exactly cancels (6) in the m acroscopic approach while it

obeys(11)in the m icroscopic approach[3],even in the quantum regim e. Iam tem pted to

believethatthecancellation predicted by them acroscopiccalculation isessentially correct.

Herearem y reasons.
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BBM [3]pointoutthatthem acroscopictheory ofLL usesa localdielectricfunction �(!)

ratherthan a k-dependentone. Indeed itistem pting to use a longitudinal�l(k;!)in (4)

and a transverse �t(k;!)in (5).However,theleading (singular)term of(4)or(5)atsm all

k would be stillobtained by taking these k-dependentdielectric functionsatk = 0 where

both ofthem becom e �(!). Thus,a singularterm [15]in the sm all-k expansion of�l(k;!)

and/or�t(k;!)would notchangetheprefactorsoftheterm skikj=k
2 (thiscancellation only

concernstheasym ptoticterm softheform 1=r3,howeveran algebraicdecay fasterthan 1=r3

could rem ain).BBM m akeanothercriticism ofthem acroscopicapproach ofLL:itneglects

them agneticperm eability.Itwould bestrangethattaking them agneticperm eability into

accountin them acroscopicapproach would changethetransverse correlation function into

theoneofa free�eld (however,itm ightbring sm allcorrectionsto theresultsofLL[16]).

The �nalrem ark by BBM m ightbe the key point: in theirm icroscopic approach,they

usea classicalelectrom agnetic�eld.Thattheirasym ptotictransversecorrelation istheone

ofafree�eld,decoupled from m atter,even in thecaseofquantum particles,m ightbedueto

thisfeatureoftheircalculation.In III.B,Ihaveargued thatthetransversem odescertainly

feelthepresenceofm atter.Perhapstheargum ent,in the3rd paragraph oftheIntroduction

ofBBM ,in favorofusing a classicalelectrom agnetic �eld,hasa aw: The frequency ofa

transversem odeisalwayslargerthan theplasm a frequency !p,and thecondition ��hck � 1

doesnotim ply that��h!p � 1.

The m icroscopic calculation ofBBM is very elaborate,cleverly using an elegant path-

integralform alism .Itwould certainlybeveryinterestingtoredothism icroscopiccalculation

with a quantized electrom agnetic�eld,iffeasible.

A P P EN D IX

ThisAppendix isbased on a privatem essage from B.U.Felderhof.In the classicallim it,

theintegralin (6)becom esTI whereI is

I =
1

�

Z 1

�1

d!

!
Im

1

�(!)
: (A.1)

W ewantto show thatI = � 1.

Since��(!)= �(� !�),I can berewritten as

I =
1

i�

Z 1

�1

d!

!

1

�(!)
: (A.2)
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Since �(!)hasno zerosin the uppercom plex half-plane[1],the integralalong the realaxis

in (A.2) can be changed into an integralalong the half-circle C at in�nity in the upper

half-plane.Since� is1 atin�nity,thisintegralis
R

C d!=! = � i�.Therefore,I = � 1.

The sam e reasoning applies to the transverse part. Com paring (4) and (5),one sees

that,on the half-circle atin�nity,1=� and (!2=c2)=[(!2=c2)� � k2]have the sam e lim it 1.

Furtherm ore,theterm kikj=k
2 in (4)and theterm �ij � (kikj=k

2)in (5)willhave opposite

inverse Fouriertransform sforr6= 0.Thus,(11)isjustoppositeto (10).
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