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W e use Landau’s theory of a nom al Ferm i liquid to derive expressions for the static response
of a system wih a general tensor Interaction that conserves the total spin and the total angular
m om entum of the quasiparticlequasihole pair. The m agnetic susceptibility is calculated in detail,
w ith the inclusion of the center of m ass tensor and cross vector tem s in 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 of high angular ham onic contributions. For nuclear m atter
and neutron m atterwe nd that the two m ost in portant e ects of the tensor interaction are to give
a contrbution from m ultipair states and to renom alize them agnetic m om ents. R esponse to a weak
probe m ay be calculated using sim ilar m ethods, replacing the m agnetic m om ents w ith the m atrix

elem ents of the weak charges.

I. NTRODUCTION

For system s with central interactions, Landau’s the—
ory of nom alFem i liquids provides an econom icalway
of characterizing m any low —tem perature properties. T he
theory was applied to atom icnuclkiby M igdaland collab—
orators, and In that work it was generally assum ed that
the non-central contributions to the e ective nuclkon-—
nucleon interaction were small ﬂ].']. T he generalization
of Landau theory to Inclide e ects of the tensor force
was m ade by D abrow ski and Haensel [_Z, :;1, :ff]. Subse—
quently, estin ates of tensor contributions to the e ective
Interaction werem ade In Refs. E,:_é,:j,:g].

The stin ulus for the present work arose in the con—
text of astrophysics. In the physics of collapse and the
subsequent evolution of a neutron star, the properties of
neutrinos In dense m atter are a key JngredJent E;]. As
dem onstrated in Refs. [, i1, {4, i3, 14, 115, He, 7],
neutrino scattering and absorption rates are sensitive
to nuclon-nuckon interactions, especially their spin—
dependent parts. D irect calculation of e ective interac—
tions is di cul, but for system s with only central in—
teractions, informm ation about the e ective Interaction at
Iong wavelengthsm ay be cbtained directly from a know
edge of static properties of the m atter. For example,
the soin susogptibility of a sihgle-com ponent Fem 1 lig—
uid w ith two spin states is given by

N (0)
= —; 1)

1+ Gg
where | is the m agnetic m om ent of a particle in free
sace, N 0) = m pr= 2h° is the density of states per

uni volum e at the Fem i surface, m is the quasiparti-
cle e ective m ass, pr is the Ferm imom entum and G
is the Landau param eter describing the isotropic part

of the spin dependent contribution to the quasiparticle
interaction. Since calculations of the m agnetic suscepti-
bility of neutron m atter exist f_li_i‘], it is relevant to ask
to what extent i is possible to deduce properties of the
e ective interaction from such data. A related question
is the extent to which tensor contributions to quasipar-
ticle energies and interactions alter neutrino scattering
rates, which were prevmus]y calculated neglecting tensor
e ects in Ref. [11-

A s shown in earlier work {_1-9'], the tensor force n u—
ences the static response of a system in a number of
di erent ways. One is that the m agnetic m om ent of a
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 w ith central forces only. As
longagoas1951,M iyazawa tZO calculated explicitly how
the m agnetic m om ent of a nucleon would bem odi ed by
the tensor interaction due to one pion exchange and m ore
recent discussions m ay be found in eg. the review 1211
and Ref. f22 A second e ect is that the quasiparticle
Interaction contains explicit tensor contributions. Fol-
low ing Refs. irg:,:_i, :fl], i has generally been assum ed that
these have an exchange-tensor structure sin ilar to that
of the onepion exchange interaction. H ow ever, Schw enk
and Frin an [_7.] have pointed out recently that the one-—
pion exchange interaction, when acting in second order,
can give rise to contributions to the e ective interaction
which have a di erent structure. In their paper they
evaluated these induced interaction contriutions to the
quaslparticle interaction and found that the exchange—
tensor term in the quasiparticle interaction is much re—
duced, and that tem s of a di erent structure can be
ofa com parable m agniude to the exchange-tensor ones.
A third e ect of the tensor interaction is that there are
m ultipair contrbutions to the m agnetic susceptibility.
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In thispaperwebegin by deriving a qeneralexpress:@n
for the m agnetic susoeptibility in Sec. I]ZII taking into ac—
count tensor contributions to the m agneticm om ent, and
tensor contrbutions to the e ective interaction which are
com pltely general for an interaction which conserves
the total angular m om entum and the total spin of the
quaslparticlequasihole pair. This represents a general-
ization of the earlier calculation of the m agnetic suscep—
tibility by Haensel and Jerzak R3], who took into ac—
count the e ect of the exchange-tensor contrbution to
the quasiparticle interaction. A nother issue that we ad—
dress is how to param etrize tensor contributions to the
quasiparticle interaction (Sec.ilV)). The schem e usually
em ployed In the past su ers from the disadvantage that
it is generally necessary to take Into account high angu—
larham onic contributionsto the interaction. W e present
an altemative param etrization forw hich higherham onic
term s ply little role. In Sec.y: we evaluate the m atrix
elem ents needed for the calculation of the susceptibility
and estin ate the m agnitudes of the di erent contribu-
tions. In Sec.:y_f we extend the resul to sym m etric nu-
clearm atter and to responsesw ith other spin and isosoin
properties, for exam ple that to weak interactions. Sec.

V IT contains concluding rem arks.

II. BASIC FORM ALISM

The reason for Landau’s theory of nom al Femm i lig—
uids being particularly sinple for system s with inter-
particle interactions that are central is that the ener-
gies of long-wavelength, low -lying states di ering little
from the ground state m ay be described sokly in termm s
ofthe quasiparticle distribution. T he in portance of con—
servation law s in determ ining the low —frequency, long-—
w avelength behaviour ofFerm isystem shasbeen stressed
by Leggett f_Zé_i'] and a discussion In tem s of Landau
theory is given In Ref. [_2-5] Expressed in other tem s,
the only excitations of In portance are ones w ith a sin—
gk added quasiparticke and a single quasihole. W hen
non-central interactions are present, the energy must
Inclide contrbutions from states wih more than one
quasiparticle-quasihole pair. To facilitate satisfying the
conservation law for particle num ber, it is convenient to
work w ith the therm odynam ic potentjathA ~N'iwhich,
for brevity, we shall refer to sin ply as the energy. Here
H is the Ham iltonian operator, N the particle num ber
operator and ~ the chem ical potential. W e write the
change E in the energy when the systam is excited from
is ground state as the sum of a quasiparticle Landau)
contrbution, Ep,and a m ultijpair contribution, Ey :

E + Ey: )

T he quasiparticle contribution to the energy m ay be
expressed as the sum of two tem s, the intrinsic kinetic
and m utual interaction energies of the quasiparticles, and
the energy of interaction w ith the m agnetic eld:

E =

E,= EX+ EF: @)

For sim plicity, lt us begin by considering a system of
one species of ferm ons with spin 1/2. The change in
the kinetic and interaction energies of the system when
the quasiparticle distribution n, changesby an am ount
n, 1is gJyen to second order by the standard expres—
sion D6, 27], which am ounts to the statem ent that the
quasiparticle contrbution to the energy is given by

Z &
- P
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Z
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)
where [ is the quasiparticle energy. Note that n, ()
is a matrix In spin space. The quantity f,,0 o is the

Landau quasiparticle interaction, which we write in the
form

O+ fgpo Ly ©)
w here f, 0 is the spin-averaged quasiparticle interaction,
Gppo Is the spin-exchange contribution and £, o isthe
tensor or, m ore generally, the non-central contribution to
the interaction. W e shall discuss the form of the tensor
Interaction, f o, In Sec. '1\/: In the light of the new
resu]i'sofSchwenk and Frin an ['2 ]. Tobegin, we derive an
expression forthem agnetic susceptibility, fora com letely
general interaction that conserves the total soin and the
total angular m om entum of the quasiparticlequasihole
pair, and subsequently we shall discuss is speci ¢ form
in detail.

N on-central forces can alter the e ective chargesofthe
quasiparticles. W hen calculating the energy of interac—
tion ofthe quasiparticlesw ith an extemal eld it isthere—
fore in portant to allow forthe fact that the e ective cou-
plings (charges) of quasiparticles m ay have com ponents
w hich arenot scalarsunder rotations ofthem om entum of
the quasiparticle. For de nieness, we consider the case
of response to a m agnetic eld. The change in quasipar-
ticle energy due to the application ofam agnetic eld, H ,
is given by

fppo 0= fppo + Fop?

Z
H _ X d3p .
E; = Tr ) i3 3H 1 I'lp( ) e h)3’ (6)
ij
where ;5, the m agnetic m om ent m atrix, is
3 PiP; i
= o+ = —_ = 7
ij ij 2 T p2 3 ( )

where and r areparam eters. Let usnow consider the
change in the energy when the Ferm isurface is distorted.
T he distortion is speci ed by the function

6) =up) ®)

w hich correspondsto the change in the Ferm im om entum
as a function of direction. At zero tem perature, the cor-
responding change in the distrdbution function n, may



be expanded In powersof and to second order one has

() = @ B) BH)
X

10
> © pr) ©) )y + O

It is advantageous to use spherical tensors so, follow ing
Refs. B, 23], we w rite

Xl
6)= (

=1

) u ®) 10)

and expand u In sphericalham onics
X

Uy, Ym ©@): 11)
1m

W e shall work with eigenstates of the total angular
m om entum of the quasiparticlequasihole pair. T he cor-
responding am plitudes are constructed by the transfor-
m ation

X
cly = () m1l  PM)u ; a2)
m
where (Im 1 TM ) are C Ebsch-G ordan coe cients.
T he part of the quasiparticle energy not involring the

external eld,Eq. (4), hasbeen calculated in Refs. [, 23]
to be

. p3 X
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w here the m atrix elem ents in the new basis are given by

@M 9% 9

0

% 471 =
m; om %
N “Adm i@ml M ); @14)
h°7%A T i are the nom alized m atrix elem ents, and
A=1+F; (15)

the unit com ing from the st temn in Eq. @), and
F =N (Q)f,p0 o comesfrom the nteraction temm . Fora
quasiparticle Interaction containing only exchange-tensor
temm s, the m atrix elem ents hlJ A J°Ji have been calcu—
lated for the conventional param etrization for the ex—
change tensor interaction in Ref. [_'5].

If we take the m agnetic eld to be in the z-direction,
H = H,,we nd that the energy due to the application
of this external eld is

2p_

gE = 2pr 4

t @ h)3 7
W, + p=u? EpT—_ wl o+ ul :(16)
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R ew riting this in term s ofthe coe cientsC % and adding
the intrinsic contribution to the energy leads to the ol
low ing expression for the quasiparticle energy:

n
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At rst sight, one m ay be surprised that there are no
tem s wih J = 3. However, this ollow s inm ediately
from the observation that them agneticm om ent operator

ij 4 transform s as an axial vector under sin ultaneous
rotations In m om entum space and spin space, and con—
sequently it contains only com ponents corresponding to
totalangularmomentum J = 1.

By m inim izing the quasiparticle contribution to the
energy w ith respect to the coe cients C }; we nd that
allC}} are zero except the follow ing two,

0 P— m , T .
c01 = 4 Hzg }']21?32114’ p—EhOlejZIJ_
1
_ )
1A PLOIR P1i O1A P1i
and
0 p— , T .
cd = aH,— PO1A P pTHOIAPIE
1
(18)
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III. STATIC RESPONSE FUNCTION S

T hem agnetic susceptibility isde ned asthe derivative
of the m agnetization w ith respect to the m agnetic eld
at zero eld,

M
= ¢ : 19)
CHi gy

We wrte the magnetization, M , as the sum of
two tem s, one contrbution from single quasiparticle—
quasihole pairs, M 1, and another contrbution from the
excitations of m ultipair states, which we denote by M  :

M =Mgy+My: (20)

The rst tem , the Landau tem , m ay be calculated by
the sam em ethods aswe used in the previous section, and
in temm s of the C}} it is given by:

Z

X d3p
M, = PENE i§ o3 ()
2p§p4_
= - ¢! T_CO : 21
2 n)’ 01 19_2 21 @1)



By using Egs. {{1) and {§) for the CY, and the rela—
tion between the susceptibility and the m agnetization,
we obtain the follow Ing expression for the susceptibility:

) 1A Pli

N ©) , . ,

1A PLIMOIRA P11 HOLR P12
N P 1A P1i
T “R21R Pli01A Pl HOLA P12

_% h1A P1i

2 214 PIiO1A Pli HO1A L2
L VI (22)

where | is the contrlbution from transitions to mul-
tipair states. Here we have inplicitly m ade the usual
choice of phase for the states, n which case the m atrix
elem ents of A are real. Ifwe take only the rsttem and
sst = ,inEq. {22) this result reduces to that ofR ef.
f23] Q uantitative estmates of the di erent e ects will
be describbed in Sec. y: after calculation of the relevant
m atrix elem ents, but rst we shall discuss the form of
the tensor interaction.

IV. THE TENSOR INTERACTION

T he explicit orm ofthe tensor interaction incliding all
tem sallow ed by Invariance under sim urJtaneous rotations
In coordinate space and spin space is [j]

fgp 0 0=

hppoS @) + kppoS B ) + LpoA @;P):  (23)

Here

s@=3 q °4q ° (24)
is referred to as the exchange-tensor operator, g = p
p° being the m om entum transfer. The operator in the
second tem , which is referred to as the center of m ass
(an ) tensor, is given by

sg)=3 P °FP 0 @5)
It has the sam e form as the exchange-tensor, but w ith g
replaced by the totalmomentum P = p + p°. The nal
term , referred to as the crossvector tem , is given by

A@P) = ( % g B)

= P %4 g °P: 26)

The functions hppo, kppo and Lpo may be expanded in

Legendre polynom ials of cos , where is the anglk be-
tween p and p°, eg. orhyyo,
*®
hppo = hiP;(cos ): e

=0

N ote that the choice of -param etrization of the exchange-
tensor term In Eq. d23 is di erent than the one tradi-
tionally used. T }}e conventionalway to param etrize this
term is to write {]

q2 HppoS @):

F

hppoS @) = ©28)

The functions h and i contain the sam e physical nfor-
m ation, but have di erent properties as far as their ex—
pansions in tem sofLegendre polynom ialsare concemed.
W ew illnow com pare som e aspects ofthe di erent choices
of param etrization.

W ith the conventional param etrization, Hypo, the ex—
plicit  factor ensures that the tensor interaction van—
ishes dentically for g ! 0, provided that R0 is nite
Hrp ! p°. This is n agreem ent w ith the ©m of the
one-pion-exchange contribution which is given by

£2 ¢

3m2 ¢+ m?

foo0 o= S @); @9)
where f is the pion-nuclon ooupling constant, and
f2=@4 hc)  0:08. M ore generally, if the tensor inter—
action is analytic for an allq, one would expect hyyo to
tend to zero Hrp ! p? since otherw ise the tensor nter—
action would depend on the way in which p approaches
p°. Such nonanalytic contrbutions to the quasiparti-
cle interaction do occur for system s w ith central inter-
actions [_2§‘, :_2§], and there they are due to exchange of
quasiparticle-quasiole pairs and collective m odes w ith
Iong wavelengths. The work of Schwenk and Frin an H

Indicates that such contributions do not occur in hppo,
although they do in kppo (see Sec. -V B) To ensure that
hppo ! 0 forp ! p? the h; must saUs@ the condition

®
h]_= 0:
=0

30)

If the serdes is truncated after a nie number of temm s,
this w ill lnevitably lead to the sum rule being violated.
However, this should not be very im portant as long as
long-w avelength processes do not play a dom inant rol.
T he conventionalparam etrization su ers from the dis-
advantage that, when expanding B in temn s of Legen-—
dre polynom ials {_Z-j), it is generally necessary to inclide
many term s in the sum In order to obtain a good rep-—
resentation of the Interaction. Consider, for exam ple,
the one pion exchange contrbution. U sing the fact that

cos =1 d=(@p:)one nds
FiOPE -
£2 Zzdeqz 1
= 21+ 1
( )—(3m2) . qu2+m2 Pill  of=(
2 m 2
- QL+ 1)—Qil+ —; 31
@l D0t 55 (1)

where Q; is a Legendre function of the second kind. In



TABLE I: Tensor param eters for neutron m atter w ith Ferm i
wave vector kr = 17 F ! . Values for the tensor param eters
by Schwenk [30], cbtained taking into account the tensor in—
teraction to rst order by the renom alization group m ethod
described In Refs. f6 , are presented in the rst and third
colum ns, for the two chozces of param etrization. For com par-
ison we present the resul for the onepion exchange potential
Eg. 32)) n colum n two and four. A 1l tensor param eters are

calculated form =m = 0:8345.

1 H; HYPF H HYPE
0 0.529 0.403 0.665 0.751
1 0.150 -0.088 1200 1.037
2 -0.0959 -0.079 1.150 0.935
3 -0141 -0.064 0.933 0.753
4 0124 -0.049 0.703 0575
5 -0.0944 -0.036 0.509 0.427
6 -0.0697 -0.026 0.359 0.310
7 -0.0494 -0.019 0249 0223
8 -0.0335 -0.013 0.171 0.158
9 -0.0225 -0.009 0.116 0111
10 -0.0151 -0.007 0.0774 0.078

Tabl 1 we show results of calculations of the exchange
tensor interaction, H; = N (0)K;, by Schwenk [30], or
ke = 17 F ! . Note that these were calculated taking
the tensor interaction into account only n  rst order.
O ne sees that as 1 Increases from zero, H'; rst increases
and then decreases. It is therefore a poor approxin a—
tion to truncate the expansion after the rst few tem s.
The reason for this is that typical Fermm iwave num bers
at nuclear densities are of order 15 F 1, which is large
com pared w ith the pion mass,m =hc 0 F ! . I the
lim it ofthe zero pion m ass, allthe |, diverge, the keading
contrbution being 21+ 1)f?=Gm?) h @pp=m ). Thisis
duetothe factthat K g2 ,which Jleadsto a logarithm ic
Integral for K;.
T he situation is quite di erent for the param etrization

£7). For the one pion exchange potential £9) one nds

£2 m? 5
hi= —— . — 21+ 1 + =2 : (32
1= Gmzy W 2p§( Q11+ m Prl :(B2)

This show s that or anallm =pr, the leading tem is

£2 2141 m 2

hy, — — h@ : 33
LT o @pg=m ) 33)

In the lin it of zero pion m ass, hy 0 becom es a constant,
and therefore the only nonvanishing coe cient in the ex—
pansion in Legendre polynom ialishg . N ote that forboth
H;and h;,thelmitsm =pr ! Oandl! 1 donotcom-—
mute.

Letusnow com pare the expansionsofh; and H;. U sing
the relation between hyyo and Fypo, Eq. (@8) and that
1 cos = d=@pf),we nd the Hllow ing expression or

hl:
Z
* 9 (cos )
h;=2@Q1+ 1) T(l cos M (cos )Pi(cos )i34)
1
or
h;=2 H *l ol R : (35)
1 Looypaiwt oy g f

Thus, given the H;’s, we can obtain the h;’s. Next we
show how to write the R;’s, given by

Z
@1+ 1) " ! d(cos )hcos )
K, = Pj(cos ) (36)
2 1 2 1 cos

In tem s of the h;’s. Expanding the function h (cos ) in
Legendre polynom ials, we get

@1+ 1)Z 1d(cos )X P (cos )
thPlO (cos )17

2 1 2 » cos

Fl]_ =
@37

Since the series on the right hand side is not uniform
convergent for cos in the closed nterval [ 1;1], we can—
not Invert the orderofthe sum and the integral. H ow ever,
because of the sum rule &_3(_]'), h( = 0) vanishes, there is
no divergence, and we can rew rite Eq. C_B-é) as

Z
@l+ 1) 'd(os )h(os ) h( =0))
1= Pi(cos ):
2 1 2 1 cos
(38)
M aking use ofthe sum rule, we nd that
Z 4 X
21+ 1) d(cos ) Pi(cos )
1= hlol_PlO (CDS ) 137:
2 1 2 » 1 cos

(39)

T hisexpression m ay be evaluated using a num ber ofstan—
dard results. F irst

Z
' d(cos )Py(cos ) Py (@)] _
Py(cos )=
1 2 zZ oS
Pr(z)Q1(z) Po@)01(); L 11 «0)

The Q1 (z) may be expressed as

1 1+ z

Qi1(z)= ZP1(z) In Wiis 41)
2 1

w here

Xl

Wi = EPk 1 2)P1yx () and 42)
k=1

W, = 0: 43)



The Legendre polynom ial P; (z) m ay be written In the
follow ing form :

! !
21 2k
g1 2k,
n

Piz)= 21 @a)

Lettingz ! 1 in the ntegral, we nd that the logarithm ic
divergence vanishes and the nalresul is

0
1+ 1) X X g
By= — hyp i

P=1+1

45)
K= 1+ 1

V. EVALUATION OF THE M ATR IX
ELEM ENTS

W e further write hlJ ¥ J°J1i as the sum of a num ber of
contrbutions:

nJF 471 = hIF °J0i+ noF =9°0i
+ NIF ™ P0i+ I F P01 @7)

Here F © is the centralpart, F ®* is the exchange tensor
part, F " is the center of m ass tensor part and F ¥ is
the cross vector part.

A . Centraland exchange tensor contributions

In Ref. [5] the centraland exchange tensor part in the
conventional param etrization were calculated to be

W e retum to the calculation of the m atrix elem ents of HTF CTi= 0 G1 | 48)
=1+ F,Eq. {I9), which wewrite as o1t 1’
hIA P°Ti= o+ ¥ °01: @6)  and
|
W F 1 . 21 - 21+ 1)
1= 0 B — e — e
- . ter Qe ¥ 101+ 3) Q1+ 1) .
5 112 122 119 21+ 1 7 2P+ 1
+ (1715 L — ©
000 000 112 210+ 1 21+ 1
! ! ! ' ( ) !
3[@R1+ 1) @1+ 1)12 o X o 01 10 0
[ ) ( )] 1140 P1o o s nefs 0 111 1 X 1P
20+ 1 000 000 w 000 000 1 1@
(49)
!
7 2 3
ex * _ - _ .
Here m]i} mlgz ni- are W igner 3jsymbols and 1y = P1i= 15H1+ 51'I~2 35H3‘ e
(
LI L I are T iomer 64 bols Let us now express this result in tetm s of H;. As an
PR D gner bJeym oS- exam plew e consider the com bination Hy  2H'; =3+ H',=5.

W e can transform the m atrix elem ents above to the
new param etrization. In the expression 6_22_3) we can see
that the only m atrix elem ents that are necessary for the
calculation of the susceptibility are WO1-A P11, hO1A R1i
and 21A R1i. T he contribution to thesem atrix elem ents
from non-interacting quasiparticles and from the central
part of the quasiparticle interaction is given by

G
21+ 1

Wl + FCJi= 1 1+ (50)

and the exchange tensor contributions by i_E;]
1§ *Pli= 0;

P 1
HOLF Pli= "2 Ho SHi+ CHp and

3

Thism ay be w ritten in the formm

2 1
H §H1+ EHZ
Z
*ld(cos )
= TH (cos )Pg(cos ) 2Py (cos )+ Py (cos )]
1
Z
*ld(cos ) Po (s ) 2P;(cos )+ P, (cos )]
= ———H (cos ) :
] 2 21 cos )

(52)

An interesting property ofthe fraction in Eqg. C_:'-Zj) isthat
it is nie for ! 0, and therefore the integral converges
ifH (cos ) is nite In this lm i, even though individual
tem s diverge. One nds sin ilar results for the other
com binations of the H'; that occur in Egs. 51:) The



corresponding result w ritten In tem s ofthe H ; are
h1¥F *P1i= 0;
1
1§ *R1i= Ep—E(HO H,) and

H
R1F Fpli= —2

10 63

1

2 Ho+ Hq):
It rem ains to calculate the center ofm ass tensor and the
cross vector contriboutions.

B . Center ofm ass tensor

T he calculation ofthe center ofm ass tensor term s fol-
Iow s closely that of the exchange tensor. Let us study
the operator F ™ given by

X

FS = N 0)kppoS ) =

PP KiPi(cos )S®): (54)

1

If we reverse one of the m om enta, we nd that

Folpe = N Ok oS (@

= ( DK P1(cos )S @: (55)
1

Thuswe have a sin ilar expression to the exchange tensor
operator, w ith a di erence of a factor of ( 1)!. For the
state vectors J°T%, reversing the m om enta, gives

h 150 OjI_OJOj_z ( 1)101160 OjI_OJOj_: 56)
Them atrix elem ents of F ™ is thus the sam e as those for
F %, apart from an overall factor of ( 1) and that H;
should be replaced by ( 1)K ;.

However, when calculating the m atrix elem ents of the
center of m ass tensor, it is necessary to be careful for

! , since the calculation of k0 by Schwenk and
Frim an ij] show ed that ky 0 does not vanish in this Iim it,
but rather tends to a constant when second order tensor
contridbutions are lncluded. H ow ever, we shall show , that
for the m atrix elem ents we consider, this w illnot pose a
problem .

By writing kppo as P “=pZ)K,pc we can use the cal-
culation for the exchange tensor given in Ref. [_5'1], ex—
cept that for the odd I° states we have to include a fac—
tor ( 1)¥, and H'; should be replaced by ( 1)Ky, w ith
K1 = N (0O)K;. For the particular m atrix elem ents that
we are Interested in we nd that

U - 2 1
hOlj:" ]‘2112 2 KO + gKl + EKZ and
R1F ™ P1i Tkt 2k, + S G7)
i= — - —K'3:
157 5 %7 357

Just as in the exam ple C_S-Q), we nd that them atrix ele—
m ents above give rise to com binations of Legendre poly—
nom ials which contain a factor 1 + cos , so the integral

willbe nite for ! » provided that Kppo is nite in
this lm . Usihg the result of Schwenk and Frin an [j]
thatkppo goesto a constantwhen ! ,wecan seethat
K1, which is given by

Z
214 17 1 kppo
= > Pj(cos )d(cos );
2p; ; 1+ cos

1 (58)

w ill, in fact, have a logarithm ic divergence. To dealw ith
this divergence, we replace the Im it 1 by , and wrie
K; as the sum ofa regqular part and a part that contains
the logarithm ic divergence,
Ri()= K%+ ( D'+ 1)@+ )C () 59)
where C () = kppo()=(pZ) tends to a constant when
! 1 and the factor ( 1)! comes from P;( 1) =
( 1)'. By iserting the expression above In the m atrix
elments of F ™ ,Eq. {57), we obtain

P -
hO1F ™ R1i = 2 K%+ Cc()m@a+ )
2
+ gfcfeg 2C ()n@+ )
1 g
+ EK“Z +C()n@+ )
p_ 2 1
= 2 K%+ Sk + 2K (60)
3 5
and
;
R1F ™ p1i = I—SKfeg 3c()h@+ )]

2 g
+ KT r2c Ot )

+ i[K”reg 7C(Yh@d+ )]
35 3

7 2 3
= —K77+ oK, + =K

61
15 5 35 €D

This show s that In the com binations of param eters we
need, the divergent contribution vanishes and therefore
allow s us to sin ply replace H 1 by ( 1)'K 1 in the expres-
sion 53) Br the I ¥ *§°71 to cbtain hITF ™ %71 :n
term s ofthe K ¢’s:

HL1F ™ Pli= 0;
1
1§ " pli= Ep—§([<o+ K;) and

K, 1
R1F ™ pli= —2 7 ®o

K :
10 1)

(62)

C . The cross vector term

F inally, we tum to the cross vector term , which ispro—
portionalto

A@;P) = ( 9 @ P)



N i
P 0%
0 0

- — pﬁ pOjﬁ fow

T he calculations ofR ef. ij] Indicate that thistem w illbe
wellbehaved in the Iim tswheresin ! 0, since Lo !

0 orboth = 0and = _. Thismeans that there will
be sum rules lke the one {30) orboth = Oand =
X
LPi(cos = 1) = 0; and
X ' X
LPi(cos = 1) = Li( D'Picos =1)=0
1 1

which gives two sum rules, one for the odd coe cients
and one for even ones:

p3
Loy 0; and
=0
0 0 X 00
hml F9Mm% i= (™ Tw
lOO;mOO
" ! | |
11 1® 11 © 11 @ P 1 @
000 00O m m® m? Om®

Changing to the jJi basis, we nd the m atrix elem ent
to be

hF < °71i= ' \
[+ HEP+ HF? 113 P14
27+ 1 ooo0 o000 °
[e1+ 1)(210+|1)]1:2 ¥ )
X 111® 11 11947
Lo
000 000 11 1@

100

©7)

For = 1+ 2, the triangle conditions in ply that the 3-]
symbols are non—zero only ifJ = 1+ 1 and 1°= 1+ 1.
W hen thishappens the two tem sare equalin m agnutide
but of opposite sign. T herefore allhlT F <V j(1+ 2)Ji are
zero. T he only non—zero m atrix elem ents are when 1= 1.
Then J can be etther1+ 1 orl 1:

hgF ¥ Ji=
21+ 1)2 1
T
Cl+ 3)2@1+ 2) @1+ 1)1+ 1) 1
1
—  _T,;PrJ=1+ 1;and (68)
Cl+ 1)1 1)
hJF <V Ji=

>,

Ly = 0: (64)

=
[
o

To sim plify the calculation of the m atrix elem ents, we
de ne L, o0 = Lypo=sin , and calculate the m atrix ele—
m ent hlJ F %71, which later w ill be transfom ed back
to the original notation. The cross vector contribution
to the quasiparticle interaction is

FUu?

%4(65)

W e use the notation and m ethod described in Sec. _E-I,

which gives for them atrix elem ents in the jm 1 ibasis
(66)
! ! ! ¥
11 ™ Piwo 11 @ r o1 ©@
000 00O m Om® m© m®

1 1

@l 1)2 11+ 1) 1
21+ 1)? »

@1+ 1) 21+ 2) 21+ 3)

L1

w1; ord=1 1 (69)

The m atrix elem ents we need thus have the follow ing
contrbutions from the cross vector:

1F < Pli = 0;

R1IF“Pli= 0 and
R1F v Pli = 2n 3o (70)
100" 3577

The only m atrix elem ent we need for the cross vector
tem isthuswhen 1= I°= 2and J = 1, and we transom
this to our original param etrization by w riting:

R1F < pli = 1)
%1 3X  L,p
xPyx (cos )
d(cos )— ————— Pi(os ) Ps3(cos )]
1 5 . sin
which is the integral
3Z 1 X P 3X
- dx L,P,p(x) 1 x®x= > Lnl,:(72)
1



TABLE II: Landau param eters for neutron m atter calcu—
lated by Schwenk Ej].T he Landau param eters are calculated
for Femm iwave vector kg = 17 F ! and the e ective m ass is
m =m = 0:8345.

1 G, H, K1 L,

0 0.842 0.070 -0258 -0.060
1 0412 0163 0.146 -0.089
2 0219 -0.301 0124 -0.034
3 0.109 -0.002 0.048 0.025
4 0.051 -0.150 0.015 0.043

W e calculate the integral I, to be

2k + 1)
1@ 212<+3 )

8
3 2 (1Fen 2k)i;
<

;n= 21+ 1
ki k)!® 212<+1 )

I, = k=0

:

0 n= 21

(73)

D . M atrix elem ents and the susceptibility

C_S'd ¢_5-§ C_éj C7-§!1) and Cjzj ) above, we

CombiningEgs.
nd

1A Pli= 1+ Go;

1
WIRPLi= —p=Ho Hi+Ko+Ki] and
, 1 Ho+ K,
1A Pli= 1+ = G+ —2 2
5 2
1 3X
Z(HO"'KO + Hi1 K1) > LnLy;
n
(74)

with I, given by Eq. {73).

From these resultsonem ay calculate them agnetic sus—
ceptibility from Eqg. {_iz_i) The e ects of the tensor in—
teraction are generally sm all, so to estin ate the various
contrbutions to the susceptibility we expand the suscep—
tbility to second order in the tensor interaction and ¢
and nd

21, 1  HO1R P14
1+ Gy 1+ G0)2 1+ G,=5
P 1A R1i

N ()

+ T
1+ Gg)(@d+ G,=5)
z 1
—_ 4+ y: (75)
2 14+ G,=5

Tt isnoteasy to obtain a reliable estin ate ofthe various
term s, since di erent calculations of the tensor Landau
param eters give di erent result. To exem plify this for

pure neutrons, we rst use the Landau param eters ob—
taied by Schwenk [30] listed Tablk T. These take into
account the tensor interaction only to rst order, and
consequently the only tensor temm is the exchange ten-
sor. We nd

1A P1i
1A Pli

013 and
0:86: (76)

W e can now com pare this wih what we get if we use
the Landau param eters of Ref. []], listed in Tablk .
T hese were calculated including the tensor interaction to
second order. W e nd that the exchange tensor, center
ofm ass tensor and the cross vector temm s are all quite
an all, so the m atrix elem ents are only slightly m odi ed
from the valie one cbtains using only the central part
ofthe Interaction. In addition to being an all, the tensor
contrbutions have a di erent sign from the st order
resul:

1A Pli 007 and
1A PIL 106 wih
14+ F°P1i  1:04: a7)

Since the calculation oftensor param eters in Ref. ij] is
only to second order, and the second order e ects alm ost
com pletely cancelthe rst orderones, higherordere ects
could be signi cant and should be calculated.

From the two sets of results above we can draw som e
conclusions regarding the e ect of the tensor interaction
on the susceptibility. The second termm in Eq. C_7-§':) is
clearly sm all com pared to the rst tem , of the order of

% , and m ay be neglcted. T he third and fourth tem s,
could be im portant, depending on the value ofthe tensor
m agnetic m om ent. The corrections to the bare nuclkon
m om ent arise from two sources. The rstiscon guration
m ixing, which is due to the fact that a quasiparticlke in
the m edium consists of a bare nuclon and a superposi-
tion ofm ore com plicated states nvolving a nucleon plus
a num ber of particlke-hole pairs. The second source is
exchange currents, which are due to the fact that the ex—
temal eld can interact with other degrees of freedom
than nuclkons, for exam ple, interm ediate mesons in a
nucleon-nuclkon interaction. For de niteness, we shall
use the results given by Arina et al. in Ref. t_Z]_}] or
the Ferm igasm odel. For neutrons in sym m etric nuclear
m atter, they nd 162 y and 0:08 v,
where y = eéh=2M is the nuclear m agneton. Calcula-
tions of the con guration m ixing contrbution to weak
Interaction m atrix elem ents m ade by Cowell and Pand-
harjpande t_§2_i] for asymm etric nuclear m atter indicate
that the renom alization of the m agnetic m om ent does
not depend strongly on proton fraction, and am ounts to
a suppression by about 10% . W e would thus suspect that
renom alization of the m agnetic m om ent would be rela—
tively Insensitive to the proton fraction, and would be of
a sin ilar order of m agnitude. H ow ever, we stress that it
is In portant tom akem ore detailed estin ates ofm agnetic
m om ents in the nuclkarm edium .



The an allm agnitude of the tensor m agnetic m om ent
means that we may neglect also the third and fourth
term In Eq. C_7§'), both being lss than one per cent of
the rst temn . Therefore, we conclude that, the m ost
In portant e ects of the tensor force on the susceptibility
ism ost likely the renom alization ofthe isotropic part of
the m agnetic m om ent and to the presence of transitions
to m ultipair states.

No reliable calculation of y exists, but by using the
sum rule argum ent presented in Ref. @9] we can put a
lowerbound on the m ultipair contribution to the susocep—

tbility:

2nS (@)
!

v @0) ; @! 0): (78)
Here S () is the static structure function, n is the den-
sity and ! is the m ean excitation energy. In Ref. h9]
we took the values of S (q) 0:19and ! = 63 M eV from

the calculations of Ref. {33 ] and estin ated the multi-
pair contrbution to the susceptibility to be m ore than
60% of the susceptibility calculated by Fantoniet al 18]

( = 038 ). Here  is the susogptibility of a free
Fem igas of neutrons, g = 3n=2 . New calculations
of the static structure function and the m ean excitation
energy by Cowell and P andharipande 54_3] give a sin ilar
result, S(g= 0) = 0187 and ! = 64 M&V. In order
to com pare w ith symm etric nuclear m atter in next sec—
tion we calculate y = p,andwe ndittobe 023 for
neutron m atter, if we use the calculations ofR ef. Efi]

F inally, we note that the ga]cu]atjon for the total sus—
ceptbility of Fantoniet al. f_lg‘] givesa resul very close to
the value one get by calculating G from B rueckner the-
ory and using Eq. ('_]:) for the susceptibility, which does
not take into account the renomm alization of the m ag—
netic m om ent. This would appear to indicate that the
tensor correlations redistribute spectral weight between
sihgle pair and mulipair excitations, leaving the total
susceptibility unchanged. A sin ilar e ect is fam iliar for
the com pressbility of electrons in m etals when one takes
into account the electron-phonon interaction l_ZZ_i]

VI. SYMMETRIC NUCLEAR MATTER

Sym m etric nuclkarm atter can be treated by a straight-
forw ard generalization of the discussion above by intro-
ducihg the isogpoin degree of freedom in addition to the
soin one. T hus the generalization ofEq. (id) becom es

fppo 0o = fppo + fppo + Fpp?© + gppg
+ £ + £0 0 79
pp? © pp? © ’ (79)
w here is the isospin operator. Since the m agnetic

m om ents of neutrons 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 ents of a neutron and a proton ismuch larger than

10

TABLE IIT: Landau param eters for sym m etric nuclarm atter
calculated by E_’i]. The Landau param eters are calculated for
Fem iwave vector kr = 135 F ! and the e ective m ass is
taken tobem =m = 1.

1 G, G? H Y

0 0.447 1291 0.65 -0.255
1 0.760 0.070 0.975 -0.359
2 0276 0.090 0.829 0315
3 0.078 0.069 0.617 0233

the sum , the m agnetic response w ill be dom inated by
the isovector termm . T he isoscalar spin response is given
by Eq. CZZ) but the density of states to be used is
N 0)= 2m pr= 2h°>, the factor of two re ecting the two
nuclon species. T he isovector spin response is given by
a sin ilar expression, but wih G ;H ;K and L replaced by
G%H %K % and L°. Since there is no calculation of the
new tensor tem s for sym m etric nuclar m atter, we esti-
m ate the m atrix elem ents by usihg the exchange tensor
Landau param eters for sym m etric nuclearm atter calcu—
lated in Ref. {], which are listed in TabkiT]. T hisgives
the contribution to the m atrix elem ents to be

014 %p1i
w1p%p1i

011 and
1:08: (80)

The calculations of Ref. Q1] give for the anisotropic
contrbution to the isovectorm agneticm om ent the value
T 0:08 y and therefore the third and fourth temm s
In the analogue ofEq. C_7-§') for the isovectorm agnetic re—
soonsem ay be neglected. T he second tem is also unin —
portant, since it is on the order of 1% ofthe rsttem .
W e now use sum -rule argum ents t_l?_i] to put a bound
on the fth tem , which comes from mulipair excita—
tions. E quation ¢_7-§') applies to a Ferm i system wih an
arbitary num ber of com ponents, and recent calculations
by Cowell and Pandharipande [34] of the static struc-
ture function and m ean excitation energy for the isovec—
tor spin response. Their calculations give S (@) = 0:155
and ! 253 M eV In the Iimit g ! 0. Comparing the
contrbutions from m ultipair excitationsw ith the susocep—
tbility ofa free Fem igaswe nd

m (& 0) 4rS @
F 3!

i 81)

where p = 3n=2 r is the susceptbility of a free Ferm i
gas consisting of 2 species of spin-1=2 particles and
is the Fem i energy. At nuclkar m atter density n =
0:d16 fm 3, F 37M eV ,givesthat v isatlast 3%
of r, which is much smaller than the corresponding
bound for pure neutrons.

W e arenot aw are of recent calculations ofthe totalsus-
oeptibility for symm etric nuclkar m atter sin ilar to the
calculations of Ref. [_1§'], but we note that for neutron
m atter those calculations gave a susogptibility very close



to the result one obtains by 'ca]cu]au'ng G o from Brueck—
ner theory and usihg Eq. @) to calculate the suscepti-
bility. Therefore we compare y wih the analogue for
sym m etric nuclear m atter of Eq. ('_]:), which we call o,

and nd

0
4 S 1+ G
M FS @ ( o) 0:09; 82)
0 3! m =m

where we have taken m =m = 08, and G) from Ref.
B], as listed in TableTIf. This result indicates that the
m ulipair contrbutions, being at least 9 $ of the total
susceptibility, can have som e In portance for symm etric
nuclkar m atter, even though the bound ismuch sn aller
than the corresponding bound for neutron m atter. It
would be valuabl to have explicit calculations of the
multipair contributions to the susoceptibility since it is
unclar to w hat extent the bound provides a realistic es—
tin ate of the value of the quantity.

VII. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this paper we have derived an expression for the
m agnetic susceptibility of a Ferm iliquid for a generalin—
teraction which conserves the total angular m om entum
and the total soin of the quasiparticlequasihole pair.
Apart from the contrbution from sihgle quasiparticle-
quasihole pairs, which m ay be calculated using Landau
theory, the susosptbility also contains a contrbutions
from excitation of multipair states. In addition to the
exchange tensor term usually nclided, we have taken
Into account the new tensor term s found in Ref. L‘Z]. We
have also introduced an altemative param etrization of
the exchange tensor Interaction which has the advantage
ofreducing the im portance ofhigh angularham onic con—
tributions.
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For neutron m atter we nd that the m ost In portant
e ectsofthe tensor force are to renom alize them agnetic
m om ent and to give a contribution from m ultipair states.
For symm etric nuclkar m atter one can draw the same
conclusion, the bound on the m ultipair contribution is,
how ever, m uch an aller, but it is not clear how close the
actualcontrbution to the susceptibility, from m ultipairs,
is to this ower bound.

T he form alism m ay easily be extended to calculate the
regoonse to weak probes: the only di erence being that
the m agnetic m om ents m ust be replaced by the corre—
soonding m atrix elem ents of the weak charges.
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