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W e use Landau’s theory ofa norm alFerm iliquid to derive expressions for the static response

ofa system with a generaltensor interaction that conserves the totalspin and the totalangular

m om entum ofthe quasiparticle-quasihole pair. The m agnetic susceptibility is calculated in detail,

with the inclusion ofthe centerofm asstensorand crossvectorterm sin addition to the exchange

tensor one. W e also introduce a new param etrization of the tensor Landau param eters which

signi�cantly reduces the im portance ofhigh angular harm onic contributions. For nuclear m atter

and neutron m atterwe�nd thatthetwo m ostim portante�ectsofthetensorinteraction areto give

a contribution from m ultipairstatesand to renorm alizethem agneticm om ents.Responseto a weak

probe m ay be calculated using sim ilar m ethods,replacing the m agnetic m om ents with the m atrix

elem entsofthe weak charges.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

For system s with centralinteractions,Landau’s the-

ory ofnorm alFerm iliquidsprovidesan econom icalway

ofcharacterizing m any low-tem peratureproperties.The

theorywasapplied toatom icnucleibyM igdaland collab-

orators,and in thatwork itwasgenerally assum ed that

the non-centralcontributions to the e�ective nucleon-

nucleon interaction were sm all[1]. The generalization

ofLandau theory to include e�ects ofthe tensor force

was m ade by D �abrowskiand Haensel[2,3,4]. Subse-

quently,estim atesoftensorcontributionsto thee�ective

interaction werem ade in Refs.[5,6,7,8].

The stim ulus for the present work arose in the con-

text ofastrophysics. In the physics ofcollapse and the

subsequentevolution ofa neutron star,the propertiesof

neutrinos in dense m atter are a key ingredient [9]. As

dem onstrated in Refs.[10, 11,12, 13,14,15, 16,17],

neutrino scattering and absorption rates are sensitive

to nucleon-nucleon interactions, especially their spin-

dependentparts. Directcalculation ofe�ective interac-

tions is di�cult, but for system s with only centralin-

teractions,inform ation aboutthee�ectiveinteraction at

longwavelengthsm ay beobtained directly from aknowl-

edge of static properties of the m atter. For exam ple,

the spin susceptibility ofa single-com ponent Ferm iliq-

uid with two spin statesisgiven by

� =
�20N (0)

1+ G 0

; (1)

where �0 is the m agnetic m om ent ofa particle in free

space,N (0) = m �pF=�
2�h

3
is the density ofstates per

unit volum e atthe Ferm isurface,m � is the quasiparti-

cle e�ective m ass,pF is the Ferm im om entum and G 0

is the Landau param eter describing the isotropic part

ofthe spin dependent contribution to the quasiparticle

interaction. Since calculationsofthe m agnetic suscepti-

bility ofneutron m atter exist [18],it is relevant to ask

to whatextentitispossible to deduce propertiesofthe

e�ective interaction from such data. A related question

isthe extentto which tensorcontributionsto quasipar-

ticle energies and interactions alter neutrino scattering

rates,which werepreviously calculated neglecting tensor

e�ectsin Ref.[11].

As shown in earlier work [19],the tensor force in
u-

ences the static response of a system in a num ber of

di�erent ways. O ne is that the m agnetic m om ent ofa

quasiparticle is di�erent from its value for a particle in

vacuum . In particular,the m agnetic m om ent is not a

scalar,as it is for system s with centralforces only. As

longagoas1951,M iyazawa[20]calculated explicitly how

them agneticm om entofa nucleon would bem odi�ed by

thetensorinteraction duetoonepion exchangeand m ore

recentdiscussions m ay be found in e.g. the review [21]

and Ref. [22]. A second e�ect is thatthe quasiparticle

interaction contains explicit tensor contributions. Fol-

lowing Refs.[2,3,4],ithasgenerally been assum ed that

these have an exchange-tensorstructure sim ilar to that

oftheone-pion exchangeinteraction.However,Schwenk

and Frim an [7]have pointed out recently that the one-

pion exchange interaction,when acting in second order,

can giveriseto contributionsto the e�ective interaction

which have a di�erent structure. In their paper they

evaluated these induced interaction contributionsto the

quasiparticle interaction and found that the exchange-

tensor term in the quasiparticle interaction is m uch re-

duced, and that term s of a di�erent structure can be

ofa com parablem agnitudeto the exchange-tensorones.

A third e�ectofthe tensorinteraction isthatthere are

m ultipaircontributionsto the m agneticsusceptibility.

http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/0403066v1
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In thispaperwebegin by derivingageneralexpression

forthem agneticsusceptibility in Sec.III,taking into ac-

counttensorcontributionsto them agneticm om ent,and

tensorcontributionstothee�ectiveinteraction which are

com pletely general for an interaction which conserves

the totalangular m om entum and the totalspin ofthe

quasiparticle-quasihole pair. This represents a general-

ization ofthe earliercalculation ofthe m agnetic suscep-

tibility by Haenseland Jerzak [23], who took into ac-

count the e�ect ofthe exchange-tensor contribution to

the quasiparticle interaction. Anotherissue thatwe ad-

dress is how to param etrize tensor contributions to the

quasiparticle interaction (Sec.IV). The schem e usually

em ployed in the pastsu�ersfrom the disadvantagethat

itisgenerally necessary to take into accounthigh angu-

larharm oniccontributionstotheinteraction.W epresent

an alternativeparam etrizationforwhich higherharm onic

term splay little role. In Sec.V we evaluate the m atrix

elem entsneeded forthe calculation ofthe susceptibility

and estim ate the m agnitudes ofthe di�erent contribu-

tions. In Sec.VIwe extend the resultto sym m etric nu-

clearm atterand toresponseswith otherspin and isospin

properties,for exam ple that to weak interactions. Sec.

VIIcontainsconcluding rem arks.

II. B A SIC FO R M A LISM

The reason for Landau’s theory ofnorm alFerm iliq-

uids being particularly sim ple for system s with inter-

particle interactions that are centralis that the ener-

gies oflong-wavelength,low-lying states di�ering little

from the ground state m ay be described solely in term s

ofthequasiparticledistribution.Theim portanceofcon-

servation laws in determ ining the low-frequency, long-

wavelength behaviourofFerm isystem shasbeen stressed

by Leggett [24] and a discussion in term s of Landau

theory is given in Ref.[25]. Expressed in other term s,

the only excitations ofim portance are ones with a sin-

gle added quasiparticle and a single quasihole. W hen

non-central interactions are present, the energy m ust

include contributions from states with m ore than one

quasiparticle-quasihole pair. To facilitate satisfying the

conservation law forparticle num ber,itisconvenientto

workwith thetherm odynam icpotentialhĤ � ~�N̂ iwhich,

forbrevity,we shallreferto sim ply asthe energy. Here

Ĥ is the Ham iltonian operator, N̂ the particle num ber

operator and ~� the chem icalpotential. W e write the

change�E in theenergy when thesystem isexcited from

itsground state asthe sum ofa quasiparticle (Landau)

contribution,�EL,and a m ultipaircontribution,�EM :

�E = �EL + �EM : (2)

The quasiparticle contribution to the energy m ay be

expressed asthe sum oftwo term s,the intrinsic kinetic

and m utualinteraction energiesofthequasiparticles,and

the energy ofinteraction with the m agnetic�eld:

�EL = �E
int
L + �E

H

L : (3)

For sim plicity,let us begin by considering a system of

one species offerm ions with spin 1/2. The change in

the kinetic and interaction energiesofthe system when

thequasiparticledistribution np� changesby an am ount

�np� is given to second order by the standard expres-

sion [26,27],which am ounts to the statem ent that the

quasiparticlecontribution to the energy isgiven by

�E
int
L = Tr�

Z
d3p

(2��h)3
(�0
p
� ~�)�np(�)

+
1

2
Tr�Tr�0

Z
d3p

(2��h)3

Z
d3p0

(2��h)3
fpp0� � 0�np(�)�np0(�0);

(4)

where �p is the quasiparticle energy. Note that �np(�)
is a m atrix in spin space. The quantity fpp0� � 0 is the

Landau quasiparticle interaction,which we write in the

form

fpp0� � 0 = fpp0 + gpp0�� �0+ f
T
pp0� � 0; (5)

wherefpp0 isthespin-averaged quasiparticleinteraction,

gpp0 isthespin-exchangecontribution and fT
pp0� � 0 isthe

tensoror,m oregenerally,thenon-centralcontribution to

the interaction. W e shalldiscussthe form ofthe tensor

interaction,fT
pp0� � 0,in Sec.IV in the light ofthe new

resultsofSchwenkand Frim an [7].Tobegin,wederivean

expression forthem agneticsusceptibility,foracom letely

generalinteraction thatconservesthe totalspin and the

totalangular m om entum ofthe quasiparticle-quasihole

pair,and subsequently we shalldiscussits speci�c form

in detail.

Non-centralforcescan alterthee�ectivechargesofthe

quasiparticles. W hen calculating the energy ofinterac-

tion ofthequasiparticleswith an external�eld itisthere-

foreim portanttoallow forthefactthatthee�ectivecou-

plings (charges)ofquasiparticlesm ay have com ponents

which arenotscalarsunderrotationsofthem om entum of

the quasiparticle. Forde�niteness,we considerthe case

ofresponseto a m agnetic�eld.Thechangein quasipar-

ticleenergy duetotheapplication ofam agnetic�eld,H ,

isgiven by

�E
H

L = � Tr�

X

ij

Z

�ij�jH i�np(�)
d3p

(2��h)3
; (6)

where�ij,the m agneticm om entm atrix,is

�ij = ��ij +
3

2
�T

�
pipj

p2
�
�ij

3

�

(7)

where� and �T areparam eters.Letusnow considerthe

changein theenergy when theFerm isurfaceisdistorted.

Thedistortion isspeci�ed by the function

�(̂p)�� = u(̂p)� ��� (8)

which correspondstothechangein theFerm im om entum

asa function ofdirection.Atzero tem perature,the cor-

responding change in the distribution function �np m ay
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be expanded in powersof� and to second orderonehas

(�np)�� = �(p� pF)�(̂p)��

�
1

2
�
0(p� pF)

X




�(̂p)�
�(̂p)
�: (9)

Itis advantageousto use sphericaltensorsso,following

Refs.[5,23],wewrite

�(̂p)=

1X

�= �1

(� )�u�(̂p)��� (10)

and expand u in sphericalharm onics

u
� =

X

l;m

u
�
lm Ylm (̂p): (11)

W e shallwork with eigenstates of the totalangular

m om entum ofthe quasiparticle-quasiholepair.The cor-

responding am plitudes are constructed by the transfor-

m ation

C
M
lJ =

X

m �

(� )�(lm 1� �jJM )u
�

lm
; (12)

where(lm 1� �jJM )areClebsch-G ordan coe�cients.

The partofthe quasiparticleenergy notinvolving the

external�eld,Eq.(4),hasbeen calculatedin Refs.[5,23]

to be

�E
int
L =

p3F

(2��h)3m �

X

ll0JM

C
M
lJ C

M �

l0J hl
0
JjAjlJi; (13)

wherethe m atrix elem entsin thenew basisaregiven by

hl
0
J
0
jAjlJi =

X

m ;�;m 0;�0

(J0M 0
jl
0
m

01� �
0)

hl
0
m

0
�
0
jAjlm �i(lm 1� �jJM ); (14)

hl0J0jAjlJiarethe norm alized m atrix elem ents,and

A = 1+ F ; (15)

the unit com ing from the �rst term in Eq. (3), and

F = N (0)fpp0� � 0 com esfrom theinteraction term .Fora

quasiparticleinteraction containingonly exchange-tensor

term s,the m atrix elem ents hlJjAjl0Ji have been calcu-

lated for the conventionalparam etrization for the ex-

changetensorinteraction in Ref.[5].

Ifwe take the m agnetic �eld to be in the z-direction,

H = H z,we �nd thatthe energy due to the application

ofthisexternal�eld is

�E
H

L =
2p2F

p
4�

(2��h)3
H z �

�

�u
0
00 +

�T
p
5
u
0
20 �

3

2

�T
p
15

�
u
�1
21 + u

1
2�1

�
�

:(16)

Rewritingthisin term softhecoe�cientsC M
lJ and adding

the intrinsic contribution to the energy leadsto the fol-

lowing expression forthe quasiparticleenergy:

�EL =
p3F

(2��h)3m �

"
X

ll0JM

C
M
lJ C

M �

l0J hl
0
JjAjlJi

�
2m �

pF

p
4�H z

�

�C
0
01 �

�T
p
2
C
0
21

��

:

At �rst sight,one m ay be surprised that there are no

term s with J = 3. However,this follows im m ediately

from theobservation thatthem agneticm om entoperator

�ij�j transform sas an axialvector under sim ultaneous

rotationsin m om entum space and spin space,and con-

sequently itcontainsonly com ponentscorresponding to

totalangularm om entum J = 1.

By m inim izing the quasiparticle contribution to the

energy with respectto the coe�cientsC M
lJ we �nd that

allC M
lJ

arezero exceptthe following two,

C
0
01 =

p
4�H z

m �

pF

�

�h21jAj21i+
�T
p
2
h01jAj21i

�

�
1

h21jAj21ih01jAj01i� jh01jAj21ij
2

(17)

and

C
0
21 =

p
4�H z

m �

pF

�

� �h01jAj21i�
�T
p
2
h01jAj01i

�

�
1

h21jAj21ih01jAj01i� jh01jAj21ij
2
: (18)

III. STA T IC R ESP O N SE FU N C T IO N S

Them agneticsusceptibility isde�ned asthederivative

ofthe m agnetization with respectto the m agnetic �eld

atzero �eld,

� =
@M i

@H i

�
�
�
�
H = 0

: (19)

W e write the m agnetization, M , as the sum of

two term s, one contribution from single quasiparticle-

quasihole pairs,M L,and anothercontribution from the

excitationsofm ultipairstates,which wedenote by M M :

M = M L + M M : (20)

The �rstterm ,the Landau term ,m ay be calculated by

thesam em ethodsasweused in theprevioussection,and

in term softheC M
lJ itisgiven by:

M L =

Z X

j

d3p

(2��h)3
�ij�j�np(�)

=
2p2F

p
4�

(2��h)3

�

�C
0
01 �

�T
p
2
C
0
21

�

: (21)
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By using Eqs.(17) and (18) for the C M
lJ ,and the rela-

tion between the susceptibility and the m agnetization,

weobtain the following expression forthe susceptibility:

� =

N (0)

�

�
2 h21jAj21i

h21jAj21ih01jAj01i� h01jAj21i2

+ ��T

p
2

h01jAj21i

h21jAj21ih01jAj01i� h01jAj21i2

+
�2T

2

h01jAj01i

h21jAj21ih01jAj01i� h01jAj21i2

�

+ �M ; (22)

where �M is the contribution from transitions to m ul-

tipair states. Here we have im plicitly m ade the usual

choice ofphase forthe states,in which case the m atrix

elem entsofA arereal.Ifwetakeonly the�rstterm and

set� = �0 in Eq.(22),thisresultreducesto thatofRef.

[23]. Q uantitative estim ates ofthe di�erent e�ects will

be described in Sec.V after calculation ofthe relevant

m atrix elem ents,but �rst we shalldiscuss the form of

the tensorinteraction.

IV . T H E T EN SO R IN T ER A C T IO N

Theexplicitform ofthetensorinteraction includingall

term sallowed byinvarianceundersim ultaneousrotations

in coordinatespaceand spin spaceis[7]

f
T
pp0� � 0 = hpp0S(̂q)+ kpp0S(P̂ )+ lpp0A (̂q;P̂ ): (23)

Here

S(̂q)= 3��q̂ �0
�q̂ � �� �0 (24)

isreferred to asthe exchange-tensoroperator,q = p �

p0 being the m om entum transfer. The operator in the

second term ,which is referred to as the center ofm ass

(cm )tensor,isgiven by

S(P̂ )= 3��P̂ �0
�P̂ � �� �0: (25)

Ithasthe sam eform astheexchange-tensor,butwith q

replaced by the totalm om entum P = p + p0. The �nal

term ,referred to asthe cross-vectorterm ,isgiven by

A (̂q;P̂ ) = (� � � 0)� (̂q � P̂ )

= � �P̂ �0
�q̂ � � �q̂ �0

�P̂ : (26)

The functions hpp0,kpp0 and lpp0 m ay be expanded in

Legendre polynom ialsofcos�,where � is the angle be-

tween p and p0,e.g.forhpp0,

hpp0 =

1X

l= 0

hlPl(cos�): (27)

Notethatthechoiceofparam etrization oftheexchange-

tensorterm in Eq. (23) is di�erentthan the one tradi-

tionally used.The conventionalway to param etrizethis

term isto write [2]

hpp0S(̂q)=
q2

p2
F

~hpp0S(̂q): (28)

The functions h and ~h contain the sam e physicalinfor-

m ation,but have di�erentpropertiesasfarastheir ex-

pansionsin term sofLegendrepolynom ialsareconcerned.

W ewillnow com paresom easpectsofthedi�erentchoices

ofparam etrization.

W ith the conventionalparam etrization,~hpp0,the ex-

plicit q2 factor ensures that the tensor interaction van-

ishes identically for q ! 0,provided that ~hpp0 is �nite

for p ! p0. This is in agreem entwith the form ofthe

one-pion-exchangecontribution which isgiven by

f
T
pp0� � 0 =

f2

3m 2
�

q2

q2 + m 2
�

S(̂q); (29)

where f is the pion-nucleon coupling constant, and

f2=(4��hc) � 0:08. M ore generally,ifthe tensor inter-

action isanalytic forsm allq,one would expecthpp0 to

tend to zero forp ! p0,sinceotherwisethetensorinter-

action would depend on the way in which p approaches

p0. Such nonanalytic contributions to the quasiparti-

cle interaction do occur for system s with centralinter-

actions [28,29],and there they are due to exchange of

quasiparticle-quasihole pairs and collective m odes with

long wavelengths. The work ofSchwenk and Frim an [7]

indicates that such contributions do not occur in hpp0,

although they do in kpp0 (see Sec.V B).To ensure that

hpp0 ! 0 forp ! p
0,the hl m ustsatisfy the condition

1X

l= 0

hl= 0: (30)

Ifthe seriesistruncated aftera �nite num berofterm s,

this willinevitably lead to the sum rule being violated.

However,this should not be very im portant as long as

long-wavelength processesdo notplay a dom inantrole.

Theconventionalparam etrization su�ersfrom thedis-

advantage that, when expanding ~h in term s ofLegen-

drepolynom ials(27),itisgenerally necessary to include

m any term s in the sum in order to obtain a good rep-

resentation of the interaction. Consider, for exam ple,

the one pion exchange contribution.Using the factthat

cos� = 1� q2=(2p2F)one�nds

~hO PEl =

= (2l+ 1)
f2

(3m 2
�)

Z 2pF

0

dq2

p2
F

1

q2 + m 2
�

Pl[1� q
2
=(2p2F)]

= (2l+ 1)
f2

(3m 2
�)
Q l[1+

m 2
�

2p2
F

]; (31)

where Q l isa Legendre function ofthe second kind. In



5

TABLE I:Tensorparam etersforneutron m atterwith Ferm i

wave vectorkF = 1:7 F
�1
. Valuesfor the tensorparam eters

by Schwenk [30],obtained taking into accountthe tensorin-

teraction to �rstorderby the renorm alization group m ethod

described in Refs.[6,31],are presented in the�rstand third

colum ns,forthetwo choicesofparam etrization.Forcom par-

ison wepresenttheresultfortheone-pion exchangepotential

(Eq.(32))in colum n two and four.Alltensorparam etersare

calculated form
�
=m = 0:8345.

l H l H
O P E

l
~H l

~H
O P E

l

0 0.529 0.403 0.665 0.751

1 0.150 -0.088 1.200 1.037

2 -0.0959 -0.079 1.150 0.935

3 -0.141 -0.064 0.933 0.753

4 -0.124 -0.049 0.703 0.575

5 -0.0944 -0.036 0.509 0.427

6 -0.0697 -0.026 0.359 0.310

7 -0.0494 -0.019 0.249 0.223

8 -0.0335 -0.013 0.171 0.158

9 -0.0225 -0.009 0.116 0.111

10 -0.0151 -0.007 0.0774 0.078

Table 1 we show resultsofcalculationsofthe exchange

tensor interaction, ~H l = N (0)~hl, by Schwenk [30],for

kF = 1:7 F�1 . Note that these were calculated taking

the tensor interaction into account only in �rst order.

O ne seesthataslincreasesfrom zero, ~H l �rstincreases

and then decreases. It is therefore a poor approxim a-

tion to truncate the expansion afterthe �rstfew term s.

The reason forthis is thattypicalFerm iwave num bers

atnucleardensitiesare oforder1:5 F�1 ,which is large

com pared with the pion m ass,m �=�hc� 0:7 F�1 .In the

lim itofthezeropion m ass,allthe~hldiverge,theleading

contribution being (2l+ 1)f2=(3m 2
�)ln(2pF=m �).Thisis

duetothefactthat~h � q�2 ,which leadstoalogarithm ic

integralfor~hl.

Thesituation isquitedi�erentfortheparam etrization

(27).Forthe onepion exchangepotential(29)one�nds

hl=
f2

(3m 2
�)

�

�l;0 �
m 2

�

2p2
F

(2l+ 1)Q l[1+ m
2
�=2p

2
F]

�

:(32)

Thisshowsthatforsm allm �=pF,the leading term is

hl�
f2

3m 2
�

2l+ 1

2

�
m �

pF

� 2

ln(2pF=m �): (33)

In the lim itofzero pion m ass,hpp0 becom esa constant,

and thereforetheonly nonvanishing coe�cientin theex-

pansion in Legendrepolynom ialish0.Notethatforboth
~hl and hl,thelim itsm �=pF ! 0 and l! 1 do notcom -

m ute.

Letusnow com paretheexpansionsofhland ~hl.Using

the relation between hpp0 and ~hpp0,Eq. (28) and that

1� cos� = q2=(2p2F),we�nd thefollowing expression for

hl:

hl= 2(2l+ 1)

Z + 1

�1

d(cos�)

2
(1� cos�)~h(cos�)Pl(cos�);(34)

or

hl= 2

�

~hl�
l+ 1

2l+ 3
~hl+ 1 �

l

2l� 1
~hl�1

�

: (35)

Thus,given the ~hl’s,we can obtain the hl’s. Next we

show how to writethe ~hl’s,given by

~hl=
(2l+ 1)

2

Z 1

�1

d(cos�)

2

h(cos�)

1� cos�
Pl(cos�) (36)

in term softhe hl’s. Expanding the function h(cos�)in

Legendrepolynom ials,weget

~hl=
(2l+ 1)

2

Z 1

�1

d(cos�)

2

X

l0

hl0Pl0(cos�)
Pl(cos�)

1� cos�
:

(37)

Since the serieson the righthand side is notuniform ly

convergentforcos� in theclosed interval[� 1;1],wecan-

notinverttheorderofthesum and theintegral.However,

because ofthe sum rule (30),h(� = 0)vanishes,there is

no divergence,and wecan rewriteEq.(36)as

~hl=
(2l+ 1)

2

Z 1

�1

d(cos�)

2

(h(cos�)� h(�= 0))

1� cos�
Pl(cos�):

(38)

M aking useofthe sum rule,we�nd that

~hl=
(2l+ 1)

2

Z 1

�1

d(cos�)

2

X

l0

hl0[Pl0(cos�)� 1]
Pl(cos�)

1� cos�
:

(39)

Thisexpressionm aybeevaluated usinganum berofstan-

dard results.First

Z 1

�1

d(cos�)

2

[Pl0(cos�)� P0(z)]

z� cos�
Pl(cos�)=

Pl0(z)Q l(z)� P0(z)Q l(z);l
0
� l: (40)

TheQ l(z)m ay be expressed as

Q l(z)=
1

2
Pl(z)ln

1+ z

1� z
� W l�1 ; (41)

where

W l�1 =

lX

k= 1

1

k
Pk�1 (z)Pl�k (z) and (42)

W �1 = 0: (43)
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The Legendre polynom ialPl(z) m ay be written in the

following form :

Pl(z)= 2�l
[l=2]X

k= 1

(� 1)l

 

l

k

!  

2l� 2k

n

!

z
l�2k

: (44)

Lettingz ! 1in theintegral,we�nd thatthelogarithm ic

divergencevanishesand the �nalresultis

~hl= �
(2l+ 1)

2

1X

l0= l+ 1

hl0

l
0

X

k= l+ 1

1

k
: (45)

V . EVA LU A T IO N O F T H E M A T R IX

ELEM EN T S

W ereturn to thecalculation ofthem atrix elem entsof

A = 1+ F ,Eq.(15),which wewriteas

hlJjAjl
0
Ji= �ll0 + hlJjF jl

0
Ji: (46)

W e further write hlJjF jl0Ji as the sum ofa num ber of

contributions:

hlJjF jl
0
Ji = hlJjF

c
jl
0
Ji+ hlJjF

ex
jl
0
Ji

+ hlJjF
cm
jl
0
Ji+ hlJjF

cv
jl
0
Ji: (47)

Here F c is the centralpart,F ex is the exchange tensor

part,F cm is the center ofm ass tensor part and F cv is

the crossvectorpart.

A . C entraland exchange tensor contributions

In Ref.[5]thecentraland exchangetensorpartin the

conventionalparam etrization werecalculated to be

hlJjF
c
jl
0
Ji= �ll0

G l

2l+ 1
; (48)

and

hlJjF
ex
jl
0
Ji= �ll0

�

~H l�1

2l

(2l� 1)(2l+ 1)
+ ~H l+ 1

2(l+ 1)

(2l+ 3)(2l+ 1)

�

+ (� 1)J15

 

1 1 2

0 0 0

!  

l l0 2

0 0 0

!(

1 l0 J

l 1 2

) "

~H l

�
2l+ 1

2l0+ 1

� 1=2

+ ~H l0

�
2l0+ 1

2l+ 1

� 1=2
#

�
3[(2l+ 1)(2l0+ 1)]1=2

2J + 1

 

l 1 J

0 0 0

!  

l0 1 J

0 0 0

!

~H J � 3[(2l+ 1)(2l0+ 1)]1=2
X

l00

 

l 1 l00

0 0 0

! 

l0 1 l00

0 0 0

!(

1 l0 J

1 l l00

)

~H l00

!

:

(49)

Here

 

l1 l2 l

m 1 m 2 m

!

are W igner 3j-sym bols and

(

l1 l2 l3

l01 l02 l03

)

areW igner6j-sym bols.

W e can transform the m atrix elem ents above to the

new param etrization. In the expression (22)we can see

thatthe only m atrix elem entsthatarenecessary forthe

calculation ofthe susceptibility are h01jAj01i,h01jAj21i

andh21jAj21i.Thecontributiontothesem atrixelem ents

from non-interacting quasiparticlesand from the central

partofthe quasiparticleinteraction isgiven by

hl
0
Jj1+ F

c
jlJi= �ll0

�

1+
G l

2l+ 1

�

(50)

and the exchangetensorcontributionsby [5]

h01jF ex
j01i= 0;

h01jF ex
j21i= �

p
2

�

~H 0 �
2

3
~H 1 +

1

5
~H 2

�

and

h21jF ex
j21i= �

7

15
~H 1 +

2

5
~H 2 �

3

35
~H 3: (51)

Letus now expressthis resultin term s ofH l. As an

exam pleweconsiderthecom bination ~H 0� 2~H 1=3+ ~H 2=5.

Thism ay be written in the form

~H 0 �
2

3
~H 1 +

1

5
~H 2

=

Z + 1

�1

d(cos�)

2
~H (cos�)[P0(cos�)� 2P1(cos�)+ P2(cos�)]

=

Z + 1

�1

d(cos�)

2
H (cos�)

[P0(cos�)� 2P1(cos�)+ P2(cos�)]

2(1� cos�)
:

(52)

An interesting property ofthefraction in Eq.(52)isthat

itis�nitefor� ! 0,and thereforetheintegralconverges

ifH (cos�)is�nite in thislim it,even though individual

term s diverge. O ne �nds sim ilar results for the other

com binations of the ~H l that occur in Eqs.(51). The
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corresponding resultwritten in term softhe H l are

h01jF ex
j01i= 0;

h01jF ex
j21i= �

1

2
p
2
(H 0 � H 1) and

h21jF ex
j21i=

H 2

10
�
1

4
(H 0 + H 1): (53)

Itrem ainsto calculatethecenterofm asstensorand the

crossvectorcontributions.

B . C enter ofm ass tensor

Thecalculation ofthecenterofm asstensorterm sfol-

lows closely that ofthe exchange tensor. Let us study

the operatorF cm given by

F
cm
pp0 = N (0)kpp0S(P )=

X

l

K lPl(cos�)S(P ): (54)

Ifwereverseoneofthe m om enta,we�nd that

F
cm
p�p 0 = N (0)kp�p 0S(q)

=
X

l

(� 1)lK lPl(cos�)S(q): (55)

Thuswehaveasim ilarexpression totheexchangetensor

operator,with a di�erence ofa factorof(� 1)l. Forthe

statevectorsjl0J0i,reversing the m om enta,gives

h� p̂
0�0

jl
0
J
0
i= (� 1)l

0

ĥp
0�0

jl
0
J
0
i: (56)

Them atrix elem entsofF cm isthusthesam easthosefor

F ex,apartfrom an overallfactorof(� 1)l
0

and thatH l

should be replaced by (� 1)lK l.

However,when calculating the m atrix elem entsofthe

center ofm ass tensor,it is necessary to be carefulfor

� ! �, since the calculation of kpp0 by Schwenk and

Frim an [7]showed thatkpp0 doesnotvanish in thislim it,

butrathertendsto a constantwhen second ordertensor

contributionsareincluded.However,weshallshow,that

forthe m atrix elem entsweconsider,thiswillnotposea

problem .

By writing kpp0 as (P 2=p2F)
~kpp0 we can use the cal-

culation for the exchange tensor given in Ref. [5],ex-

ceptthatforthe odd l0 stateswe have to include a fac-

tor(� 1)l
0

,and ~H l should be replaced by (� 1)l~K l,with
~K l = N (0)~kl. For the particular m atrix elem ents that

weareinterested in we�nd that

h01jF cm
j21i= �

p
2

�

~K 0 +
2

3
~K 1 +

1

5
~K 2

�

and

h21jF cm
j21i=

7

15
~K 1 +

2

5
~K 2 +

3

35
~K 3: (57)

Justasin the exam ple(52),we�nd thatthem atrix ele-

m entsabovegiveriseto com binationsofLegendrepoly-

nom ialswhich contain a factor1+ cos�,so the integral

willbe �nite for � ! �,provided that~kpp0 is �nite in

this lim it. Using the result ofSchwenk and Frim an [7]

thatkpp0 goestoaconstantwhen � ! �,wecan seethat
~kl,which isgiven by

~kl=
2l+ 1

2p2
F

Z 1

�1

kpp0

1+ cos�
Pl(cos�)d(cos�); (58)

will,in fact,havea logarithm icdivergence.To dealwith

thisdivergence,we replacethe lim it� 1 by �,and write
~kl asthe sum ofa regularpartand a partthatcontains

the logarithm icdivergence,

~kl(�)= ~k
reg

l
+ (� 1)l(2l+ 1)ln(1+ �)C (�) (59)

where C (�)= k pp0(�)=(2p 2
F) tends to a constantwhen

� ! � 1 and the factor (� 1)l com es from Pl(� 1) =

(� 1)l. By inserting the expression above in the m atrix

elem entsofF cm ,Eq.(57),we obtain

h01jF cm
j21i = �

p
2

�
~K
reg

0 + C (�)ln(1+ �)

+
2

3
~K
reg

1 � 2C (�)ln(1+ �))

+
1

5
~K
reg

2 + C (�)ln(1+ �)

�

= �
p
2

�

~K
reg

0 +
2

3
~K
reg

1 +
1

5
~K
reg

2

�

(60)

and

h21jF cm
j21i =

7

15
[~K

reg

1 � 3C (�)ln(1+ �)]

+
2

5
~K
reg

2 + 2C (�)ln(1+ �)]

+
3

35
[~K

reg

3 � 7C (�)ln(1+ �)]

=
7

15
~K
reg

1 +
2

5
~K
reg

2 +
3

35
~K
reg

3 : (61)

This shows that in the com binations ofparam eters we

need,the divergent contribution vanishes and therefore

allowsusto sim ply replaceH l by (� 1)
lK l in theexpres-

sion (53) for the hlJjF exjl0Ji to obtain hlJjF cm jl0Ji in

term softhe K l’s:

h01jF cm
j01i= 0;

h01jF cm
j21i= �

1

2
p
2
(K 0 + K 1) and

h21jF cm
j21i=

K 2

10
�
1

4
(K 0 � K 1): (62)

C . T he cross vector term

Finally,weturn to thecrossvectorterm ,which ispro-

portionalto

A (̂q;P̂ ) = (�� � 0)� (̂q �P̂ )
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= (�� � 0)�

�
p̂ � p̂0

ĵp � p̂0j

�

=
�� p̂�0� p̂0� � � p̂0�0� p̂

ĵp � p̂0j
: (63)

ThecalculationsofRef.[7]indicatethatthisterm willbe

wellbehaved in thelim itswheresin� ! 0,sinceLpp0 !

0 forboth � = 0 and � = �. Thism eansthatthere will

be sum ruleslikethe one(30)forboth � = 0 and � = �:

X

l

LlPl(cos� = 1) = 0;and

X

l

LlPl(cos� = � 1) =
X

l

Ll(� 1)
l
Pl(cos� = 1)= 0

which gives two sum rules,one for the odd coe�cients

and one foreven ones:

1X

l= 0

L2l = 0;and

1X

l= 0

L2l+ 1 = 0: (64)

To sim plify thecalculation ofthem atrix elem ents,we

de�ne ~Lpp0 = Lpp0=sin�,and calculate the m atrix ele-

m enthlJjF cvjl0Ji,which laterwillbe transform ed back

to the originalnotation. The cross vector contribution

to the quasiparticleinteraction is

�F cv = N (0)
1

4�

1

4
Tr�� 0

Z Z

d
d
 0
u � �Fcvu0� �0:(65)

W e use the notation and m ethod described in Sec.II,

which givesforthem atrix elem entsin thejlm 1� �ibasis

hlm 1� �jF
cv
jl
0
m

01� �
0
i=

X

l00;m 00

(� )m
00

~Ll00 � (66)

" 

l 1 l00

0 0 0

! 

l0 1 l00

0 0 0

! 

l 1 l00

m � � m 00

! 

l0 1 l00

m 0 � �0 m 00

!

�

 

l 1 l00

0 0 0

! 

l0 1 l00

0 0 0

! 

l 1 l00

m � �0 m 00

! 

l0 1 l00

m 0 � � m 00

!#

:

Changing to the jlJi basis,we �nd the m atrix elem ent

to be

hlJjF
cv
jl
0
Ji=

+
[(2l+ 1)(2l0+ 1)]1=2

2J + 1

 

l 1 J

0 0 0

! 

l0 1 J

0 0 0

!

~LJ

� [(2l+ 1)(2l0+ 1)]1=2

X

l00

 

l 1 l00

0 0 0

! 

l0 1 l00

0 0 0

!(

1 l0 J

1 l l00

)

~Ll00:

(67)

Forl0= l+ 2,the triangle conditionsim ply thatthe 3-j

sym bols are non-zero only ifJ = l+ 1 and l00 = l+ 1.

W hen thishappensthetwoterm sareequalin m agnutide

butofopposite sign.Therefore allhlJjF cvj(l+ 2)Jiare

zero.Theonly non-zerom atrix elem entsarewhen l= l0.

Then J can be eitherl+ 1 orl� 1:

hlJjF
cv
jlJi=

+
2(l+ 1)2

(2l+ 3)2(2l+ 2)

�
1

(l+ 1)(2l+ 1)� 1

�

~Ll+ 1

�
l

(2l+ 1)(2l� 1)
~Ll�1 ; forJ = l+ 1; and (68)

hlJjF
cv
jlJi=

+
l

(2l� 1)2

�
1

l(2l+ 1)� 1

�

~Ll�1

�
2(l+ 1)2

(2l+ 1)(2l+ 2)(2l+ 3)
~Ll+ 1;forJ = l� 1 (69)

The m atrix elem ents we need thus have the following

contributionsfrom the crossvector:

h01jF cv
j01i = 0;

h21jF cv
j01i = 0 and

h21jF cv
j21i =

2

10
~L1 �

3

35
~L3: (70)

The only m atrix elem ent we need for the cross vector

term isthuswhen l= l0= 2and J = 1,and wetransform

thisto ouroriginalparam etrization by writing:

h21jF cv
j21i = (71)

Z 1

�1

d(cos�)
3

5

X

k

LkPk(cos�)

sin�
[P1(cos�)� P3(cos�)]

which isthe integral

�
3

2

Z 1

�1

dx
X

n

LnPn(x)
p
1� x2x = �

3

2

X

n

LnIn:(72)
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TABLE II: Landau param eters for neutron m atter calcu-

lated by Schwenk [7].The Landau param eters are calculated

forFerm iwave vectorkF = 1:7 F
�1

and the e�ective m assis

m
�
=m = 0:8345.

l G l H l K l Ll

0 0.842 0.070 -0.258 -0.060

1 0.412 0.163 0.146 -0.089

2 0.219 -0.301 0.124 -0.034

3 0.109 -0.002 0.048 0.025

4 0.051 -0.150 0.015 0.043

W e calculatethe integralIn to be

In =

8
>>>><

>>>>:

[n=2]X

k= 0

�(� 1)k(2n � 2k)!(n � 2k+ 1)

k!(n � k)!(n�2k+ 1
2

)!(n�2k+ 3
2

)!
; n = 2l+ 1

0 n = 2l :

(73)

D . M atrix elem ents and the susceptibility

Com biningEqs.(50),(53),(62),(72)and (72)above,we

�nd

h01jAj01i= 1+ G 0;

h01jAj21i= �
1

2
p
2
[H 0 � H 1 + K 0 + K 1] and

h21jAj21i= 1+
1

5

�

G 2 +
H 2 + K 2

2

�

�
1

4
(H 0 + K 0 + H 1 � K 1)�

3

2

X

n

LnIn;

(74)

with In given by Eq.(73).

From theseresultsonem aycalculatethem agneticsus-

ceptibility from Eq. (22). The e�ects ofthe tensor in-

teraction are generally sm all,so to estim ate the various

contributionsto thesusceptibility weexpand thesuscep-

tibility to second orderin the tensorinteraction and �T
and �nd

� = N (0)

�

�
2 1

1+ G 0

+ �
2 1

(1+ G 0)
2

h01jAj21i2

1+ G 2=5

+ ��T

p
2

h01jAj21i

(1+ G 0)(1+ G 2=5)

+
�2T

2

1

1+ G 2=5

�

+ �M : (75)

Itisnoteasytoobtain areliableestim ateofthevarious

term s,since di�erent calculations ofthe tensor Landau

param eters give di�erent result. To exem plify this for

pure neutrons,we �rst use the Landau param eters ob-

tained by Schwenk [30]listed Table I. These take into

account the tensor interaction only to �rst order,and

consequently the only tensor term is the exchange ten-

sor.W e�nd

h01jAj21i � � 0:13 and

h21jAj21i � 0:86: (76)

W e can now com pare this with what we get ifwe use

the Landau param eters ofRef. [7],listed in Table II.

Thesewerecalculated including thetensorinteraction to

second order. W e �nd thatthe exchange tensor,center

ofm ass tensor and the cross vector term s are allquite

sm all,so the m atrix elem entsare only slightly m odi�ed

from the value one obtains using only the centralpart

ofthe interaction.In addition to being sm all,thetensor

contributions have a di�erent sign from the �rst order

result:

h01jAj21i � 0:07 and

h21jAj21i � 1:06 with

h21j1+ F
c
j21i � 1:04: (77)

Sincethecalculation oftensorparam etersin Ref.[7]is

only to second order,and thesecond ordere�ectsalm ost

com pletelycancelthe�rstorderones,higherordere�ects

could be signi�cantand should be calculated.

From the two setsofresultsabove we can draw som e

conclusionsregarding the e�ectofthe tensorinteraction

on the susceptibility. The second term in Eq. (75) is

clearly sm allcom pared to the �rstterm ,ofthe orderof

1% ,and m ay be neglected.The third and fourth term s,

could beim portant,depending on thevalueofthetensor

m agnetic m om ent. The correctionsto the bare nucleon

m om entarisefrom twosources.The�rstiscon�guration

m ixing,which is due to the fact that a quasiparticle in

the m edium consistsofa bare nucleon and a superposi-

tion ofm orecom plicated statesinvolving a nucleon plus

a num ber ofparticle-hole pairs. The second source is

exchangecurrents,which aredueto thefactthattheex-

ternal�eld can interact with other degrees offreedom

than nucleons, for exam ple, interm ediate m esons in a

nucleon-nucleon interaction. For de�niteness, we shall

use the results given by Arim a et al. in Ref. [21]for

theFerm igasm odel.Forneutronsin sym m etricnuclear

m atter, they �nd � � � 1:62 �N and �T � 0:08 �N ,

where �N = e�h=2M is the nuclear m agneton. Calcula-

tions ofthe con�guration m ixing contribution to weak

interaction m atrix elem ents m ade by Cowelland Pand-

haripande [32]for asym m etric nuclear m atter indicate

that the renorm alization ofthe m agnetic m om ent does

notdepend strongly on proton fraction,and am ountsto

asuppression by about10% .W ewould thussuspectthat

renorm alization ofthe m agnetic m om entwould be rela-

tively insensitiveto theproton fraction,and would beof

a sim ilarorderofm agnitude.However,we stressthatit

isim portanttom akem oredetailed estim atesofm agnetic

m om entsin the nuclearm edium .
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The sm allm agnitude ofthe tensorm agnetic m om ent

m eans that we m ay neglect also the third and fourth

term in Eq. (75),both being less than one per cent of

the �rst term . Therefore,we conclude that,the m ost

im portante�ectsofthetensorforceon thesusceptibility

ism ostlikely therenorm alization oftheisotropicpartof

the m agnetic m om entand to the presence oftransitions

to m ultipairstates.

No reliable calculation of�M exists,butby using the

sum rule argum entpresented in Ref. [19]we can put a

lowerbound on them ultipaircontribution to thesuscep-

tibility:

�M (q;0)�
2nS(q)

�!
; (q! 0): (78)

Here S(q)isthe static structure function,n is the den-

sity and �! is the m ean excitation energy. In Ref. [19]

wetook thevaluesofS(q)= 0:19 and �! = 63 M eV from

the calculations ofRef. [33]and estim ated the m ulti-

pair contribution to the susceptibility to be m ore than

60% ofthesusceptibility calculated by Fantonietal[18]

(� = 0:38�F). Here �F is the susceptibility ofa free

Ferm igas ofneutrons,�F = 3n=2�F. New calculations

ofthe static structure function and the m ean excitation

energy by Cowelland Pandharipande [34]give a sim ilar

result,S(q = 0) = 0:187 and �! = 64 M eV. In order

to com pare with sym m etric nuclearm atter in nextsec-

tion wecalculate�M =�F,and we�nd itto be� 0:23 for

neutron m atter,ifweusethe calculationsofRef.[34].

Finally,we note thatthe calculation forthe totalsus-

ceptibilityofFantonietal.[18]givesaresultverycloseto

thevalueonegetby calculating G 0 from Bruecknerthe-

ory and using Eq.(1) for the susceptibility,which does

not take into account the renorm alization ofthe m ag-

netic m om ent. This would appear to indicate that the

tensor correlationsredistribute spectralweightbetween

single pair and m ultipair excitations,leaving the total

susceptibility unchanged. A sim ilare�ectisfam iliarfor

thecom pressibility ofelectronsin m etalswhen onetakes

into accountthe electron-phonon interaction [24].

V I. SY M M ET R IC N U C LEA R M A T T ER

Sym m etricnuclearm attercan betreated byastraight-

forward generalization ofthe discussion above by intro-

ducing the isospin degree offreedom in addition to the

spin one.Thusthe generalization ofEq.(5)becom es

fpp0� � 0 = fpp0 + f
0

pp0� � �0+ gpp0�� �0+ g
0

pp0� � �0� � �0

+ f
T
pp0� � 0 + f

0
T
pp0� � 0� � �0; (79)

where � is the isospin operator. Since the m agnetic

m om ents ofneutrons and protons are di�erent,a m ag-

netic �eld couples to both isoscalar and isovector com -

ponents. Because the di�erence between the m agnetic

m om entsofa neutron and a proton ism uch largerthan

TABLE III:Landau param etersforsym m etricnuclearm atter

calculated by [5]. The Landau param etersare calculated for

Ferm iwave vector kF = 1:35 F
�1

and the e�ective m ass is

taken to be m
�
=m = 1.

l G l G
0

l
~H l

~H
0

l

0 0.447 1.291 0.65 -0.255

1 0.760 0.070 0.975 -0.359

2 0.276 0.090 0.829 -0.315

3 0.078 0.069 0.617 -0.233

the sum , the m agnetic response willbe dom inated by

the isovectorterm . The isoscalarspin response isgiven

by Eq. (22), but the density of states to be used is

N (0)= 2m �pF=�
2�h

3
,thefactoroftwo re
ecting thetwo

nucleon species. The isovectorspin response isgiven by

asim ilarexpression,butwith G ;H ;K and L replaced by

G 0;H 0;K 0 and L0. Since there is no calculation ofthe

new tensorterm sforsym m etricnuclearm atter,weesti-

m ate the m atrix elem ents by using the exchange tensor

Landau param etersforsym m etric nuclearm attercalcu-

lated in Ref.[5],which arelisted in TableIII.Thisgives

the contribution to the m atrix elem entsto be

h01jA 0
j21i � 0:11 and

h21jA 0
j21i � 1:08: (80)

The calculations ofRef. [21]give for the anisotropic

contribution to theisovectorm agneticm om entthevalue

�T � 0:08 �N and therefore the third and fourth term s

in theanalogueofEq.(75)fortheisovectorm agneticre-

sponsem ay beneglected.Thesecond term isalso unim -

portant,since itison the orderof1% ofthe �rstterm .

W e now use sum -rule argum ents [19] to put a bound

on the �fth term , which com es from m ultipair excita-

tions. Equation (78)appliesto a Ferm isystem with an

arbitary num berofcom ponents,and recentcalculations

by Cowelland Pandharipande [34]ofthe static struc-

turefunction and m ean excitation energy forthe isovec-

tor spin response. Their calculationsgive S(q)= 0:155

and �! � 253 M eV in the lim it q ! 0. Com paring the

contributionsfrom m ultipairexcitationswith thesuscep-

tibility ofa freeFerm igaswe�nd

�M (q;0)

�F
�
4�FS(q)

3�!
; (81)

where �F = 3n=2�F isthe susceptibility ofa free Ferm i

gas consisting of2 species ofspin-1=2 particles and �F

is the Ferm i energy. At nuclear m atter density n =

0:16 fm
�3
,�F � 37 M eV,givesthat�M isatleast� 3 %

of �F, which is m uch sm aller than the corresponding

bound forpureneutrons.

W earenotawareofrecentcalculationsofthetotalsus-

ceptibility for sym m etric nuclear m atter sim ilar to the

calculations ofRef. [18],but we note that for neutron

m atterthosecalculationsgavea susceptibility very close



11

to theresultoneobtainsby calculating G 0 from Brueck-

ner theory and using Eq. (1) to calculate the suscepti-

bility. Therefore we com pare �M with the analogue for

sym m etric nuclearm atterofEq. (1),which we call�0,

and �nd

�M

�0
�
4�FS(q)

3�!

(1+ G
0

0)

m �=m
� 0:09; (82)

where we have taken m �=m = 0:8,and G 0

0 from Ref.

[5],aslisted in Table III. Thisresultindicatesthatthe

m ultipair contributions,being at least 9 % ofthe total

susceptibility,can have som e im portance for sym m etric

nuclearm atter,even though the bound ism uch sm aller

than the corresponding bound for neutron m atter. It

would be valuable to have explicit calculations of the

m ultipair contributions to the susceptibility since it is

unclearto whatextentthebound providesa realistices-

tim ate ofthe value ofthe quantity.

V II. C O N C LU D IN G R EM A R K S

In this paper we have derived an expression for the

m agneticsusceptibility ofa Ferm iliquid fora generalin-

teraction which conserves the totalangular m om entum

and the total spin of the quasiparticle-quasihole pair.

Apart from the contribution from single quasiparticle-

quasihole pairs,which m ay be calculated using Landau

theory, the susceptibility also contains a contributions

from excitation ofm ultipair states. In addition to the

exchange tensor term usually included, we have taken

into accountthe new tensorterm sfound in Ref.[7].W e

have also introduced an alternative param etrization of

theexchangetensorinteraction which hastheadvantage

ofreducingtheim portanceofhigh angularharm oniccon-

tributions.

For neutron m atter we �nd that the m ost im portant

e�ectsofthetensorforcearetorenorm alizethem agnetic

m om entand togiveacontribution from m ultipairstates.

For sym m etric nuclear m atter one can draw the sam e

conclusion,the bound on the m ultipair contribution is,

however,m uch sm aller,butitisnotclearhow close the

actualcontribution tothesusceptibility,from m ultipairs,

isto thislowerbound.

Theform alism m ay easily beextended to calculatethe

response to weak probes: the only di�erence being that

the m agnetic m om ents m ust be replaced by the corre-

sponding m atrix elem entsofthe weak charges.
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