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Abstract

Thiswork continues a program to system atically generalize the Skym e H artreeFodk m ethod for
m edium and heavy nuckiby applying e ective eld theory EFT ) m ethodsto K ohn-Sham density
functional theory OFT).W hen conventional K ohn-Sham DFT for Coulomb system s is extended
beyond the local density approxim ation, the kinetic energy density  is som etim es included in
energy functionals in addition to the ferm ion densiy. However, a local (sem iclassical) expansion
of isused to write the energy as a finctional of the density alone, In contrast to the Skym e
approach. The di erence ism anifested in di erent sihgleparticlke equations, which in the Skym e
case nclude a spatially varying e ective m ass. Herewe show how to generalize the EF T fram ew ork
forDFT derived previously to reconcilke these approaches. A dilute gas of ferm ionsw ith short—range
Interactions con ned by an extemal potential serves as a m odel system for com parisons and for
testing pow er-counting estin ates of new contributions to the energy fiinctional.
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I. NTRODUCTION

D ensity functionaltheory O FT) isw idely used in m any-body applicationsw ith C oulomb
Interactions because it provides a usefiilbalance between accuracy and com putational cost,
allow Ing large systam s to be treated in a sin ple selfconsistent m anner. W DF T, the particle
density ) plays a central roke rather than the m any-body wave function. DFT has the
generality to dealw ith any Interaction but hashad little explicit in pact on nuclkar structure
phenom enology so far (see, however Refs. [I, 4, 3, 4]), although the Skym eH artreeFock
form alisn isoften considered tobe a form of DFT [J]. In previouswork, e ective el theory
EFT) methods were applied in a DFT fram ework, wih the ultin ate goal of calculating
buk observables for m ediim to heavy nuclei in a system atic fashion. The present work
takes another step toward this goalby generalizing the EFT framework ©orDFT to inclide
the kinetic energy density in the sam e way i appears in the Skym e approach.

Kohn-Sham (K S) DFT m apsan Interacting m any-body system to a m uch easierto-solve
non-interacting system . Hohenberg and Kohn proved that the ground-state density (x)
of a bound system of interacting particles in som e extemal potential v (x) detem ines this
potential uniquely up to an additive constant []. They showed that there exists an energy
functionalk [ ] that can be decom posed as

E[ ®)]=Fux[ ®)]+ Ixvk) X); @)

where the functionalFyk [ ] is called the HK fiee energy, and is universal in the sense that
it has no explicit dependence on the potential v (x). A varational principle, form ulated
in tem s of trial densities rather than trial wavefiinctions, ensures that the functionalE [ ]
isamihinum equal to the ground-state energy when evaluated at the exact ground-state
density.

The freeenergy finctional Fux [ ] can be further decom posed into a non-interacting ki-
netic energy T [ ], the Hartree tem E [ ], and the exchange-correlation energy E 4. [ ] @:]:

Fax []= Ts[]+ Eu [ ]+ Exc[]: @)

Kohn-Sham DFT {1,8§,9,110, 1] allows T, [ ] to be calculated exactly [see Eq. B0)], which
e ciently treatsa leading source of non-locality In the energy fiinctional. G ven the H artree

and exchange-correlation fiinctionals, the solution of the interacting problem at zero tem —
perature reduces to solving a singlke-particke Schrodinger equation,
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Prthe owest A orbitals (x) (ncluding degeneracies),’ where the e ective ocal external
potentialv, (x) is given by

Eo [1, Ewll

A = +
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! This is only true in the absence of pairing. See Ref. f_l-g:] for a discussion on generalizng DFT /EFT to
accom m odate pairing correlations.



T he wave functions for the occupied states in this Pctjrjous extemalpotentialvg (x) generate
the sam e physical density (x) through (x) j  )F as that of the original, flly
Interacting system In the externalpotential v (x).

Thepracticalproblem of DFT is nding a usefiilexplicit expression ©orE ,.[ ] 7,9, 10, 11].
ForCoulomb system s, the conventional procedure is to approxin ate E .. In the localdensity
approxin ation (LDA) by taking the exchangecorrelation energy density at each point In
the system to be equal to its value for a uniform interacting system at the local density
which is caloulated num erically) f2], and then to include sem iphenom enological gradient
corrections [, 13]. These gradient corrections have becom e steadily m ore sophisticated.
T he initial attem pts at gradient corrections violated a sum rule [, 11], which was xed by
the generalized gradient expansion approxin ation (G GA ), where spatial varations of (x)
are constrained by construction to conform w ith the sum rule [4]. To further inprove the
exchange-correlation fiinctional, the sam IHocal kinetic energy density  (X) I )
was built into the GGA fom alisn to construct m eta-generalized gradient approxin ations
M eta-GGA) [15]. However, in practice, the kinetic energy density is replaced by its local
expansion in tem s of the density (x) and its gradients [1(] so that the energy is treated
as a functional of the density alone. The K ohn-Sham sihgle-particlke equation still takes the
form ofEqg. @).

The Skym eH artreeFock approach to nucki is also bassed on energy functionals and
singleparticke equations, which suggests a link between the traditional DFT and nuckar
m ean- eld approaches B, 16, 17]. In caloulations w ith the usual density-dependent Skym e
force, the energy density for spherical, even-even N = Z nuclki takes the form of a local
expansion in density [[8, 19,

1 3 , 1 . 1
Esx &) = v x)+ gto[ =)+ l_6t3[ )] + 1—6(3t1+ 5) &) &)
+i(9t 58)F  x)F EW x)r J(X)‘*i(t YO &)F; ®)
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(e Ref. Q] for a more general treatment). The density , kinetic density , and the
soin-orbit density J are expressed as sum s over single-particle orbials (x):

X X X
®) j ®)7F; (x) r ®7F; J&) Y (x) (r ) ®); (6)

w here the sum s are over occupied states. The ti’s, W 5, and are generally obtained from
num erical ts to experin ental data. Varying the energy w ith respect to the wavefiinctions
Jeads to a Schrodingertype equation w ith a position-dependent m ass term [18, 19]:

rmr +U0 &) +W ) x®)=" x); (7)

where M (x) is given by

! = l+ 3t+5t x); 8)
oM ®) 2M 16~ 16 ° ’

and W (x) is a spin-orbit potential (see Ref. (] for details). The appearance ofM  (x) and
W (x) are a consequence of not expanding and J in tem sof .



T he Skym e approach has had m any phenom enological successes over the last 30 years
and, generalized to inclide the e ects of pairing correlations, continues to be a m apr tool
for analyzing the nuclear structure ofm edim and heavy nucki 21,22,23,24]. The form of
the Skym e Interaction was originally m otivated as an expansion of an e ective Interaction
G matrix) n themedium RJ]. Negek and Vautherin m ade the connection concrete w ith
the density m atrix expansion method P6], but there has been little fiirther developm ent
since their work. M any unresolved questions rem ain, which becom e acute as one attem pts
to reliably extrapolate away from welkcalbrated nuckiand to connect tom odem treatm ents
of the faw nucleon problem . W hy are certain tem s lncluded In the energy functional and
not others? W hat is the expansion param eter(s)? How can we estin ate uncertainties in the
predictions? A re long-range e ects included adequately? Can we really include correlations
beyond m ean— eld, as Inplied by the DFT form alisn ? W e tum to e ective eld theory to
address these questions, using a DF T rather than a G -m atrix approach as in Ref. R7].

E ective eld theory EFT) prom ises a m odekindependent fram ew ork for analyzing low —
energy phenom ena w ith reliable error estin ates P§, 29,30, 31,'32]. In Ref. 33], an e ective
action fram ework was used to merge e ective eld theory with DFT for a dilute gas of
dentical ferm jons con ned In an extemal potential w ith shortrange, soin-Independent in-—
teractions (see also Refs. 84, 38]). The calculations in Ref. 83] used the results from the
EFT treatment ofa uniform system i Ref. B§] in the local density approxin ation. In the
present work, we extend the form alisn to Include the kinetic energy density as a functional
variable, ading to K ohn-Sham equations w ith position-dependent M ’s (see Ref. B7] for
an earlier discussion of such an extension to Kohn-Sham DFT).W e take a (snall) step
beyond the LDA by evaluating the full dependence In the Hartreetock diagram s w ith
tw o-derivative vertices, which leads to an energy expression sin ilar to the standard Skym e
energy (exospting the spin-orbit parts).

The plan of the paper is as Hllows. In Sect. T, we extend the EFT /DFT oconstruction
fora dilute Fermm isystem to include a source coupled to the kinetic energy density operator.
A doubk Legendre transform ation, carried out via the inversion m ethod, yields an energy
functionalof and , and Kohn-Sham equationswith M ). In Sect.:_fl_i, we illustrate the
form alisn w ith num erical calculations for a dilute Ferm i system in a trap, incluiding power—
counting estin ates. Section {IV! is a sum m ary. For the buk of the paper, we w ill restrict our
discussion to spin—independent interactions but in Sec. IID! the extension to m ore general
forces is discussed.

II. EFT/DFT W ITH THE KINETIC ENERGY DENGSITY

A dilute Fem isystem w ith short—range interactions is an ideal test lJaboratory fore ec—
tive eld theory at nite density, but it is also directly relevant for com parison to Skym e
functionals. W e describe such a system using a general local Lagrangian for a nonrela—
tivistic ferm ion  eld w ith spin—independent, short-range Interactions that is nvariant under
G alilean, parity, and tin e-reversal transfom ations (32, 341
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wherer = r r isthe G alilkan mvariant derivative and h c. denotes the H em itian con—

Jugate. T he tem s proportionalto C, and CS contribute to s-wave and p-wave scattering,
respectively, whilke the dots represent temm s w ith m ore derivatives and/ormore elds. To
describe trapped fem ions, we add to the Lagrangian a tem for an extemal con ning po—
tential v (x) coupled to the density operator v (x) ¥ B3]. For the num erical calculations,
we take the potential to be an isotropic ham onic con ning potential,

1
V)= Em 12 xF; 10)
although the discussion holds for a general non-vanishing extemal potential. This La-
grangian can be sin ply generalized to nclide spin-dependent interactions, as described In
Sec..IID', although the com plete set of tem s grow s rapidly w ith the num ber of derivatives.

A . E ective A ction and the Inversion M ethod

W e introduce a generating functionalin the path ntegralform ulation w ith L from Egs. )
and (10) supplem ented by cnumber sources J (x) and  (x), coupled to the com posite density
operator and to the kinetic energy density operator, respectively,

Z
Z 0 1= eJ'W Ui 1 — D D Y eiRd"x L+JIkx Y&) ®)+ &Kr Y& r )] 11)

For sim plicity, nom alization factors are considered to be In plicit in the fiinctional integra—
tion m easure 38, 39]. The form ion density in the presence of the sources is

&) h'k) @i, = 7, 12)
' J &)
and the kinetic energy density is given by
, W J; ]
® hr YY) r &4, = —; a3)

w here functional derivatives are taken kesping the other source xed. The e ective action
is de ned through the functional Legendre transformm ation
Z Z

[; 1=W ;] d*xJ ) (%) d'x x) ®); (14)

which Inpliesthat hasno explicit dependence on J and

AsinRef. B3], we choose nitedensity boundary conditions that enforce a given particle
number A by hand, so that and W are functions of A and variations over (x) and (x)
conserve A . This is naturally achieved by working with a xed number of K ochn-Sham
orbitals, as seen below . By 1im iting ourselves to tim e independent sources and densities, we
can factor out a ubiquitous tin e factor corresponding to the tin e interval over which the
source is acting, and w rite B3]



and sim ilarly with W [J; ] and the expansions below . The e ective action has extrem a at
the possible quantum ground states of the system , and when evaluated at the m ininum is
proportional (at zero tem perature) to the ground-state energy B8, 39, 40]. In particular,
Eqg. 5) de nes an energy functionalE [; ], which when evaluated w ith the exact ground-
state density and kinetic energy density , is equal to the ground-state energy.

If we take functional derivatives of Eq. (14) wih respect to J (x) and (x), and then
apply Egs. {12) and (3) B3], we cbtain two equations that can be w ritten in m atrix fom

- Y e :
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The invertlbility of the transfomm ation from fJ; g to £ ; g inplies that the matrix in
Eg. (14) has no zero eigenvalues, which m eans that the elem ents of the vector vanish den—
tically for each x, so that

E[; ] E[; ]
= J ; = : 17
®) (%) ) x) a7

Thus, the e ective action when evaluated at the exact ground state density and kinetic
energy densiy is an extremum when the sources are set to zero, which corresponds to the
original (source—firee) system . The convexiy of inplies that the energy (equal to m inus
€[; lattheextremum ) isam inimum .2

T hese properties are analogous to conventional applications ofe ective actionsw here the
Legendre transfom ation isw ith respect to one ofthe elds rather than a com posite operator
42,143, 44]. A possble com plication in the present case would be if new divergences arose
nW [J; ], which generally happens when adding a source coupled to a com posite operator
[45, 46]. However, that is not the case here [12]. On the other hand, sources coupled to

operators such as + Y Y, which arise when oonsidering pairing, will Introduce new
divergences, including for the kinetic energy density. T his issue w illbe considered elsew here
az1.

To carry out the inversion and Legendre transform ation, we apply the inversion m ethod
of Fukuda et al 8, 39, 41, 47, 48, 49]. This method applies to any system that can
be characterized by a hierarchy, which we organize by Introducing a param eter that is
ultin ately set to unity. This param eter can label di erent orders in a coupling constant
expansion (eg. powers ofe’ forthe Coulomb interaction), in a JargeN expansion, or in an
e ective eld theory expansion. Here we apply the latter, and associate powers of w ih
the orders in the dilute EFT expansion derived in Refs. Bg] and B3]. The e ective action
is given a dependence on

€= ©e[; ; 1; (18)

which istreated as an independent variabl. T he Legendre transform ation de ning € ollow s

2 In Ref. [fl-l:], a proof is given of the invertibility of the Legendre transfom ation for the Euclidean version
of the functions. T he proof extends directly to our M inkow ski finctions w ith any num ber of sources, as
long as they are coupled linearly.
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FIG .1: Hugenholz diagram s for a dilute Ferm igas through next-to-next-to-Jeading-order (NN LO )
In an EFT expansion.

from Eq. (4):

e; ;1= W I ;] Ix J &) &) Px ®) &®); 19)

where J and depend on aswellasbeing functionals of and
Now we expand each of the quantities that depend on in Eq. (19) n a seriesin B3],
treating and asorderunity, and substiute the expansion forJ and into the expansion
forW . Equating term s w ith equal powers of on both sides of Eq. (I3) after carrying out
a functional Taylor expansion of @ [J; laboutJ, and gives a series of equations relating
the €, W 1, J1, and 1, where the subscript 1 indicates the power of . These equations allow
the ©,'s to be constructed recursively (see Ref. [33] for explicit expressions). Since  and
are ndependent of , the sources for any 1 satisfy
ne = L e ST @0)
x) x)
which is just the tem -by-tem expansion of Eq. @7). Al of the Jy's and 's as de ned
here are functionals of and , and this functional dependence w ill be understood even if
not explictly shown from now on (and finctional derivatives w ith respect to  will have
held xed,andvioeversa).Wejdentjiytheﬁl’sﬁ)rl 1 in the present case w ith the
diagram m atic expansion i Fig.d [3, 36]. That is, W, is given by diagram (), W , by
diagram s b) and (c), and W ; by diagram s d) through (.
T he zeroth-order equation from Eq. ({9) is
Z Z
Sol; 1= Woloi o] FxI&) &)  dx &) &): 1)



T he corresponding zeroth order expansion ofEgs. @2) and {13) is

W o00; ol W oo; ol
= o es, LU LA 22
x) T ) x) ) 22)

(thisalso llow sby taking fiinctionalderivatives of Eq. 1) w ith respectto and and using
invertbility again, see 33]) . N ote that these are the exact ground-state densities. Because
and are treated as order unity, this is the only equation in the expansion ofEgs. {12) and

(13) ;n which they appear. Thus, the sources Jy (x) and ¢ (x) are particular functions that
generate the expectation values and from the noninteracting system de ned by = 0.

(T he existence 0of Jy (X) and  x) is the heart of the K ohn-Sham approach. The inversion
m ethod achieves this end by construction.

The exponent In the non-interacting generating functional Z, [J; ] is quadratic In the
ferm ion elds,

Z h 2 i 2

d'x yi@w% v+ &)+ dx oe)r Y r 23)
Z h L2 i
= d'sx Y iR + v vx)+ H®) r o&)r ;

which leadsusto de ne the G reen’s function G }ES ofthe K ohn-Sham non-interacting system .
This G reen’s function satis es

R+ r vik)+ ) Gltx®)= *x ¥ D (4)

— 1
M (x)
wih nite density boundary conditions Q] and a position-dependent e ective m ass de ned

by
1 1

: 2
M ®) oM o X) (25)
K ohn-Sham orbials arise as solutions to
1
[ T ——r + VX) HX)] kX)="x k®); (26)

M (%)

where the ndex k represents all quantum num bers except for the spin. Note that Eq. €8)
is in the orm ofthe Skym e single-particle equation Eq. (1)] (w ithout the spin-orbit part).
T he spectral decom position ofG ¢, in tem s of the K ohn-Sham orbitals is B3]
X
iGy, et x) = k) L E&e ™EV e H o o @ b WI:oen
k

T Pllowsthat ® o Jo; o1/ TrhGY) ! (since i isquadratic it yields a sin ple determ inant),
corresoonding to the systam w ithout Interactions, and can be w ritten explicitly In temm s of
the single-particle K chn-Sham eigenvalues as [51]

X
#0007 ol= " ; 28)



where isthe spin—-isogpoin degeneracy, as expected fora system w ithout interactions. Equa—
tion @2) applied to Eq. @8) fwith the help of Eq. (£6)] inplies that (x) and (x) Dllow
asin Eq. (6) from the orbitals B3]. By using Eq. 28) in Eq. 1) and then elin nating "x
using Eq. (£6), the Iowest order e ective action can be w ritten two ways,

Reoc: Z Z
Sl 1= " PxIHpK) &) Px &) &)
kg
= LTIl Fxrvk) &); 29)
where
x ° 3 r? x ° 3. - 1 g 3
Ts[ 1= k dx &) oo k<x>—ﬂk &Ix I k<x>f—ﬂ Fx &)
(30)
is the totalkinetic energy of the K S non-interacting system .
The mstorderequation n from Eq. (19) is
z z
i [; 1= Wilo; ol+ d3X%J1(X)+ d3x% 1 ()
Z Z
Px I ®) &) Fx &) &)
= W.00; ol: (31)

The com plkte cancellation ofthe J; and ; tem s from applying Eq. £2) occurs for the J;
and ;tem s in the equation or€, oralll 1. Thus Pra given 1, we only needW ,’s w ith
k less than orequalto 1, and Jy’s and y’swih k snaller than 1 The § x finctionals are
constructed using conventional Feynm an rules in position space w ith factors as in Ref. 34],
but w ith ferm jon lines representing iGJ ..
In particular, the LO e ective action is given by [33]
Z
( 1DCo &xGp&ix")G &x"): (32)

NI

€ [; 1= W100; ol=

The density can be directly expressed In tem s of the K ohn-Sham G reen’s function w ith

equal argum ents as
&)= iGl&ix"); (33)

50 that we have
1 1)
.0 1= 5
which ism inus the H artreeFock energy. U sing Eq. €0), we obtain

Co IxJj&)Ff ©i01; (34)

_ Col 1) _
JR)= —— &) ; 1&)=0: 35)



A fter canceling the J, and , tem s as advertised above, the sscond-order e ective action
is given by

g #1007 ol W 1005 o]
e;=¥fJJ; & 10'OJ PR 1Mo7 o
27 ] 2Jo7 ol XiJo(x) 1 X) Xio(x) 1 )
7 7
1 ﬁ TJos7 o] 1 Zﬁo[Jo' 0]
+ = &Pxd 05 Y k)T )+ = Exdly ———2 0
> X 30 &) Jo ) 1) J1 ) > xdy AT 1 X) 1)
z 2
o7 ol
+  dBxd 0 J 36
X T &) o) 1 X)) 1) (36)
W, Jo; o] is calculated from the graphs Figs.d o) and (o) :
c? 2
W,Ho; ol = 1 ( 1>7o d'x d'y G2 (x;v)G Y (2;v)G 2. (7;%)G X, (75 %)
7
2
i( 1 C—2° d'x d'y Gy &ix" )G, KiY)G o (Vix)G s vy ) 1 (37)

The otherterm s ;n €, com plktely cancel against the \anom alous" graph of F 4.1 (c) so that’®

5 &

C
205 1= 1 ( 1>7° d'x d'y GP6¢;v)G Y %;¥)G UL (7ix)G Y (vix) ; (38)

which isequalto the contrbution m ade by the \beachball" diagram F ig.7 (0)] to the energy
up to the tin e factor of Eq. (5)]. This cancellation is proven exactly as in Ref. 33] after
generalizing to the m atrix notation of Eq. @§). Calculation of the third-order e ective
action in the inversion m ethod sim ilarly leads to cancellation of the \anom alous" graphs in
# 5 given by Figs. 1 d), (), and (f, keaving only Fig.7, (g) through (j as controutors. A 1L
higher orders in ©[; ; ]are detem ined in a sin ilarm anner, as descrbed i Refs. [33, 41].

In order to solve for the orbitals n Eq. £6) and to calculate the energy, we need expres-
sions for Jp (x) and o (x). Shcee J X) = ) = 0 in the ground state, Eq. (t_L-_i) becom es
a variational principle that, together w ith Eq. £0), yields selfconsistent expressions or J
and , 331:

X ejnt[; ]
Jox) = Jix) = —7—7 (39)
gs - gs x)
gs
X ejnt[; ]
o) = 1x) = 7(}() ; (40)
gs 11 gs g
where €, [; ]isthe interaction e ective action
X
Cicli ] il; 1; (41)
11

3 This com plete cancellation does not occur for long-range Hroes, or if the zero—range delra finctions at

the C( vertices are regqulated by a cuto rather than by dim ensional reqularization, as used here.

10



and the subscript \gs" refers to the ground-state. Note that at this stage = 1, and
Egs. 89) and {0) m ix all orders of the origihal nversion-m ethod expansion into the K chn-
Sham potentials J, and . A given approxin ation corresponds to truncating Eq. (41) at
1. ax and then carrying out the selfoonsistent calculation. W e refer to L .x = 1 as leading
order, orLO, }, ax = 2 as next-toJleading order or NLO ,and },.x = 3 asNNLO.

B. EFT forD ilute Ferm iSystem s

The non-interacting energy density at zero tem perature for A particlkes with soin-
degeneracy 1In volumeV can be written as

Eq = 3 K 42)
0 5 oM ’
where the density is
Z
A &’k k7
=" oy ke K=og 43)

For a uniform system , the orderby-order in kyay corrections to Eq. (42) due to interactions
can be calculated .n the EF T via the Hugenholtz diagram s in F ig.7T, asdescribed in R ef. 3.

For a dilute Fem i system , the coe cients C 4, C,, and CS can be expressed In tem s of
the e ective-range param eters by m atching to the e ective-range expansion for low -energy
ferm jon—ferm jon scattering 361:

4 a asT 4 a
Co= ——i Co=Co—i and Cy= ——; (44)

where a; (@) is the swave (p-wave) scattering length and ry is the s-wave e ective range,
respectively. If the e ective range param eters are all of order the Interaction range, then
the EFT is said to be natural. In a uniform system at nite density, the mean inter—
particle spacing ry provides a length scale for com parison; the ratio ags=r, k as provides a
din ensionless m easure of density, where krp is the Ferm im om entum . In the dilute regin g,
kras 1 serves as an expansion param eter, as realized by the EFT ofRef. 3§] where the
diagram s of F ig.1, each contributed to precisely one order in the energy density: LO or E;
isO kg),NLO orE; isO k.),and NNLO orE; isO (kg).

In extending these results to a nite system, the sinplest approxin ation that can be
nvoked is the local density approxin ation (LDA ). In Ref. B-S.], the results for a unifom
system were used In the LDA to evaluate the €; and hence the energy through NNLO .W e
sin ply quote the results here. The LO diagram F ig.'; (@)] is the H artreeFock contribution,
which is purely Jocal. Thus, it is an exact evaluation and Eq. (34) can be used directly for
the energy contribution:

Z Z

1
Exr [ ®)]= xE[ &)= ( )Co d’x J x)F : 45)

N

T he contrbutions to the energy from NLO and NNLO diagram s are com puted In LDA by
sin ply integrating the corresponding uniform energy densities evaluated at the localdensity

11



Z
EPP I ®)] =  &FxfE (o) + E3(0)g 3y 6
a’ z
— s d3 7=3
ble x [ x)] ]
1
t hantbaytha o IxI7T; 46)
w here the din ensionless by, are
4 62
= 1) — 11 2h?2);
b, 35 2 ( ) ( )
l 6 2 5=3
= — 1) — ;
by 10 ( )
l 2 5=3
= — 1) — ;
by 5 (+1
6 2 5=3
by = — 00755 ( 1) + 00574 ( 1) ( 3) : @7)

T he num erical constants in the Jast Ine ofEq. {47) were cbtained by M onte C arlo integration
B4l.

C. Including in H artree-Fock D iagram s

T he contrbutions to E 2P? [ (x)] from the H artreeFock graphs containing the C , and CJ
vertices F igs.7 () and (J], which have gradients, were approxin ately evaluated in the LDA
in Eq. ¢§) to obtain a functionalof alne. In the DFT formm alisn generalized to include
the kinetic energy density (x), however, we cbserve that they can be evaluated exactly in
tem s of (x) and () (for closed shells). These contributions to W 3Jo; ol can be sim ply
expressed In tem s of gradients acting on the K ohn-Sham G reen’s functions [cf. Eq. 32)]:

1 ° h
W 5007 o] = 16 Fx C, ( 1) @1 1)+ @3 1y
i
+2C§ (+1)f@ .1 1) B r4)g
G e ®47%5 ) G 37%7) +

X1=Xp2=X3=Xg4=X
Equation (48) isevaluated by carrying out the gradients and then setting allofthe x; equal
to x. For this purposs, the replacem ent

GlLex) i ® &) (49)
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can bem ade and, sihce In the end we Integrate over x, we can partially integrate any tem .
Tt is not di cuk to write the resulting expressions in temm s of ), &), and a current
density j &),
XCCZ

r &) &) r B x ®)] e (50)

k

J&) =

N -

T he current density vanishes when sum m ed over closed shells, leaving sin ple expressions for
the H artreeFodk energy functionals:
Z

E [().(H_% Sx [ &) )+ @ )7 (51)
c, [ ®); x)]= M X[ x) X 4r ;

B agz 1

3
Beol ®); @)1= — = Ix [ k) &) G NE (52)

T he din ensionless constants B, and B3 are given by

B2= ( l),' B3=2 (+1) . (53)
T he total contribution to the energy from NLO and NNLO diagram s is
Z
2
E.l ®); &)= % Ex [ &)1+ Ee, [ ®); &)]
b, a2 ?
tEcol &) &)+ o= &x [ &)1 : (54)

Since this finctionalnow hasthe sam iHocal (x) asone of its ngredients, it represents a step
beyond LD A, even though the contributions from Fjgs.f]: ©), @), and () are still evaluated
wih the LDA prescription. The next step In the DFT/EFT program will be to develop
system atic expansions to these contrioutions n tem s of and

Fornow,we carry out the DFT /EFT formm alisn in the e ective action fram ework using
the hybrid functionalwith ). The fulle ective action is given by

x
€l; 1= Sol; 1+ ©S1[; 1+ Cli 1: (55)

W e proceed to calculate the sources using Egs. 89), §0), and (%) to NNLO; st Jo &) is
|

X3
Jok) = —— ©1[; I+ ®li 1 = —— Eurll+Ec[; )
0 (X) 1 - k (X) HF
_ (D4 a, 7, A e B B i
= a @) gho e L&) 3oy L&)
B,a’rs+ Bsa’ L ®)+ 3B,a’r, Bsa’ ir2 ®) ; (56)
285 Is 33 oM 2385 Is 3 3p M 7
and then ( (x) is:
1
0t) = — o Eur[1+ Ecl; )= Boasr+ Bagy - &) : (57)



The spatially dependent e ective massM (X) is therefore

11 o) 1L, (D, (D w0 8)
oM ®) oM O oM 4 2 4 2 ’

where Eq. {44) hasbeen used. An expression for the totalbinding energy (through NNLO )
follow s by substituting for Jp (k) and o () in Eq. €9) and then using Eq. 65) and Eq. @5),

XCC:

E[®); ®)]= " a? n}( D4 as[<x>]2+ilbl % [ &)1
’ - X3 M 37 oM
5 a _ 1 5
= [ )1+ 3B,a’r OB3a§ ar £ ®)]
1
toBoaAntBsay - &) K)o (59)

Thenoninteractingcase C; O)usesd ) 0, %) Oandthe rstterm i Eq. (59).
Leading order (LO) usesthe rsttem in Eq. (6) and the rsttwo terms in Eq. 69), and
soon forNLO and NNLO .An altemative expression for the energy is cbtained by using the
second part of Eq. £9) ollowed by Egs. 30), $63), and {5):

Z
El ®); ®)]= d3xni ®)+ vix) )+ 10 D2 e [ &)
2M 2 M
+ Bair+ Bia 2w e+ 3B,air; Bsa) 2k wr
2M 8M
b b T b [P (60)
2M 2M

D . Com parison to Skym e H artree-Fock

A nuclkus is a sslfbound system , so the extemal potential vix) = 0. To com pare the
DFT/EFT functional to the conventional Skym e energy density functionalofEq. @), we
set the spin multplicky = 4 and use Eq. @4) to rewrite Eq. 60) in tem s of the C ;’s,
cbtaining the energy density:

1 3 1 0 1 0
E[&); @)= - &)+ Col &)+ 1—6<3c2+ 5C,) &) x)+ @@cz 5C,) @ )?
f b T by e [ ) 61)
2M oM )

W e observe that we get allthe term sofEgx (x) from Eq. {B) exoept forthe onew ith coe cient
3 and the spin-dependent temm s, if we m ake the correspondence tp $ Cqo, n $ C, and
LS C; . This correspondence is not surprising since the Skym e interaction was originally
m otivated as a low-m om entum expansion of the G m atrix R3]. The two additional temm s
in Eq. (61) ofthe ©m (x)°" come from correlations (ie., tem s beyond H artreeFock),
but there is no direct association with the t; term in the Skym e energy density, which
was origihally m otivated as a threebody contribution (so = 1). However, it is clar that
the Skym e functional is Incom plkte as an expansion; a direct connection to m icroscopic
Interactions by m atching to an EFT w ill nclude at least these additional temm s.
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The generalization ofthe DFT /EFT to include spin and isospin dependence is straight-
forward. If one wrtes a com plete set of fourfemm ion tetm swith and m atroes in the
EFT Lagrangian, there are redundant tem s because of Femm i statistics. In conventional
discussions of the Skymm e approadh, this cbservation is typically cast n temm s of antisym —
m etrization of the interaction {18, 19]. For a path integral formulation of the DFT /EF T,
using F lerz rearrangem ent is a convenient altemative. W e illustrate the procedure for the
leading spin dependence.

F irst consider just spin-1/2 (o isospin, so = 2). W e expand the product ofG rassn ann

elds ; ;’ (i and j are spin indices) In the com plete basis of ;3 and fj @= f1;2;3q9),

dentifying the coe cients by contracting in tum wih ;5 and ?i' The resul, with m nus

signs from interchanging G rasan ann elds, is
1

Y _
i3= (7 ) i

; (Y2 g (62)

Ifwe substiute this resuk into ( ¥ )*= {f ; ig j,we nd
1
(Y )= (Y)Y (Y ), (63)
2
or
(Y )P= 3(Y ): (64)

W e could also start with (| & ) ( § 35 5) and obtain the sam e result w ith a bit m ore
e ort). T herefore
Co( ¥ )+ Co(¥ )= Co 3G)(Y ) (65)

and the single tem &, ( ¥ )? wih &, Co  3C, yi¥ls the sam e results for all diagram s
as the original two tem s.
Forthe = 4 casewih soin and isosgoin, we perform a sim ilar procedure to nd

1 1 1 1
i 3= Zl(y)ij Z(ya)% Z(yb)ijb Z(yab)%bi(66)
Substituting into any two of ( Y )%, (¥ )%, (Y )?,and (Y )2, we nd two inde-
pendent relations, which can be solved sinultaneously to nd:
(Y )= 2V ) (Y ) 67)
(Y )P= 3(Y )% (68)

which allow us to elin inate explicit dependence on  m atrices In favor of just two Indepen—
dent couplings:

Col Y Y+ Co( ¥ N*+Cu( Y )+cC, (¥ )?
= Co 2C, 3G (Y )Y+ €C, CH(Y )*: (69)

This agrees (of course) w ith the usual discussion In tem s of antisym m etrized interactions
eg. see 18] or [[9]). The choice to elin lnate the tem s is purely conventional. The
convention w ith Skym e interactions is to choose the Independent couplings to be t; and x;,
which multiply term s n the e ective interaction n the combination t; 1 + x;P ), with P

the spin exchange operator. Extending to m ore derivatives and the spin-orbit (and tensor)

15



tem s follow s system atically in the EFT approach, but introduces m any m ore constants;
com plete sets of contact term sw ith m ore derivatives in the EF T Lagrangian can be found in
Refs. p2]and B3]. T he proliferation of constants leadsto a clash ofphilosophies between the
m inin alist, phenom enological approach (use as few tem s as possbl), which is necessarily
m odel dependent, and the m odekindependent EF T approach (use a com plete set of temm s).

T he sin ilarities of the successfiil Skym e functionaland the DFT functional for a dilute
Ferm igas prom pts an analysis of typical Skym e param eters as e ective range param eters.
O ne can use the association of the t;’s and the C;’s along w ith num erical values from suc-
cessfiil Skym e param eterizations (eg. Ref. P1]) to estin ate \equivalent" values of a5, s,
and a,. We nd that ag 2{31fn, which is about the inverse pion mass and is much
an aller than the lJarge, ne-tuned values of the free-gpace nuckon-nuckon interaction how-—
ever, som e Skym e param eterization have an \equivalent" a;, of 5fn or larger). However,
krag is still signi cantly Jarger than unity Inside a nuclkus, which precludes a perturbative
dilute expansion. Interestingly, the equivalent ry and a, values have m agnitudes consistent
w ith what onem ight expect from the nuclar hard-core radius W ith a, < 0), leading to kg 1
and kra, less than unity.

ITT. RESULTS FOR DILUTE FERM ISYSTEM IN A TRAP

In this section, we present num erical results for the dilute Fem i system ocom prised of a
an all num ber of ferm ions con ned In a ham onic oscillator trap. W e com pare the nature of
the convergence of the EFT in a nite systam both qualitatively and quantitatively to the
analysis done purely .n the LDA B3], which m eans the e ect of treating the H artreeFock
contributions at NNLO Fig.id (d) and (J] exactly.

A . Kohn-Sham SelfC onsistent P rocedure

W e restrict our calculations to nding the K ochn-Sham orbitals for closed shells, so the
density and potentials are fiinctions only of the radial coordinate r KJ. Note that the
basic procedure is the sam e one used for closed-shell nuclkei in Skym eH artreeFock [18],
even though the DFT /EFT can include correlations to any order. T he K ohn-Sham iteration
procedure is as follow s:

1. Start by solving the Schrodinger equation w ith the extemal potential pro ke v (r) for
the Iowest A states (ncluding degeneracies) to nd a set of orbitals and K ohn-Sham
eigenvalues £ ;"g.

2. Com pute the density and kinetic energy density from the orbitals:

XA
() = Jee)F; (70)

k=1
Z

1
e d ¥ &x)7F: (1)

k=1
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3. UshgEgs. ©6){67), nd Jo () and o (r). Evaluate the local shgle-particke potential

[l @; @©] wk v Jo (72)

= 0 (@) : (73)

4. Solve the Skym etype Schrodinger equation for the lowest A states (incluiding degen—
eracies), to nd £ y;"«g asbefore:

1
[ rﬂr tvs @] &) =" k&) (74)

5. Repeat steps 2 .{4.until changes are acogptably sm all (\selfconsistency") . In practice,
the changes In the density are \dam ped" by usihg a weighted average of the densities
from the n  1)th and nth ierations:

() = n1@+ @ ) n () ; (75)
wih 0 < 1.

T his procedure has been in plm ented for dilute fermm ions in a trap using two di erent
m ethods for carrying out step 4. The Kohn-Sham singleparticlke equations are solved in
one approach by direct integration of the di erential equations and In the other approach
by diagonalization of the singleparticle Ham iltonian in a truncated basis of unperturoed
ham onic oscillator wavefiinctions. The sam e results are obtained to high accuracy. Note
that otherm ethods used for Skym e-type equations, such as the conjugategradient m ethod
(541, can also be directly applied.]

B. Ferm ions in a H arm onic T rap

T he Interaction through NN LO isspeci ed in tem softhethreee ective range param eters
ass s, and a, . For the num erical calculations presented here, we consider the natural case
of hard-sphere repulsion w ith radlusR , in which caseas = a, = R and r; = 2R=3, and alo
the case with a, = 2a5, S0 we can em phasize the e ect of M (r)=M signi cantly less than
unity. p
Lengths are m easured in units of the oscillator param eter b ~=M !, masses in tem s
of the ferm ion massM , and ~ = 1. In these units, ~! fOr the oscillator is unity and the
Fem ienergy of a non-interacting gaswith lled shellsup toNy isEr = Ny + 3=2). The
totalnumber of ferm ions A is related to Ny by

AZE(NF"']-)(NF-I'2)(I\]F+3): (76)
Sihce we have only considered spin—-independent interactions, our resuls are independent of
w hether the spin degeneracy actually originates from soin, isospin, or som e avor ndex.

W ith Interactions included, single-particle states are labeled by a radialquantum num ber
n, an orbitalangularm om entum 1w ith z-com ponentm ;, and the spin progction. The radial
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TABLE I: Energies per particle, averages of the local Fermm i m om entum kr, and m s radii for
sam ple param eters and particle num bers for a dilute Fermm i gas in a ham onic trap. See the text
for a description ofunits. T he scattering length is xed at ag = 0:16 and the e ective range is set
to rs = 2a;=3 when a, 6 0. Resulkswith the DFT functionalincliding aremarked \ {NNLO ."

N g A ap E=A hkri v hr?i approxim ation
2 7 240 { 736 3.08 2776 LO
2 7 240 { 751 3.03 281 NLO (LDA)
2 7 240 0.00 752 3.02 282 NNLO (LDA)
2 7 240 0.16 766 297 287 NNLO (LDA)
2 7 240 0.16 765 297 287 {NNLO (LDA)
2 7 240 032 833 276 3:10 NNLO (LDA)
2 7 240 032 830 277 309 {NNLO (LDA)

functions depend only on n and 1, so the degeneracy ofeach levelis (21+ 1). The solutions
take the form (tin es a spnor, which is suppressed)

Up (¥)
nim, &) = Rp1(@) Yy () = Y, () s (77)
w here the radial finction u,; (r) satis es
1 & do I d O O =" 08)
M @dl? dr r dr | 2T oM e T T et
and the u,;’s are nom alized according to
Z 1
@) Fdr=1: (79)
0
T hus the density is given by
X 01+ 1)
(r) = — Ro1@7F ; (80)
nl
and the kinetic energy density is given by {54]
" #
(€)= — o e1v 1y B QURLLEY Ro@F 81)
r)= 4 dr r2 n1\X .

nl

T he interactions are su ciently weak that the occupied states are In one-to-one correspon-—
dence w ith those occupied in the non-interacting hamm onic oscillator potential.

C. Num ericalR esuls

Here we com pare density distributions at zero tem perature for the LDA analysis (33]
to those from evaluating F igs. El:(j) and () exactly at NNLO Where the di erences 1rst
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v=2,N_=7, A=240
051 a=0.16, r=2a/3

FIG.2: NNLO Kohn-Sham density distribbutions for a dilute gas of ferm ions iIn a ham onic trap
wih degeneracy = 2 lled up to Ny = 7, which In plies there are 240 particles in the trap. The
scattering length is as = 0:16 and the e ective range is r¢ = 2a,=3. Results for two values of a,

are com pared for the LDA -only functional ( {DFT) and w ith ( {DFT).
_‘ T T T T T I ]
\ —
0.06 - —_a=a | -
n —__- a=2a i
\ p S
; v=2, N_=7, A=240
0.04— \‘ F
\
\

aS:O.16, rS:ZaSIS

r/b

FIG.3:Deviation of {DFT from {DFT resultsat NNLO ﬁ)rthesamesystensasjn}?jg.g:.
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16+ ' —— p-DFT, & =38 _
A N T P pt-DFT,a =a iy
14~ oo P -
i i———— Semlcla.ssmal,ap:aS i
12~ ———- p-DFT, ap:ZaS —
R U R pT-DFT, a =2a 1
/\10— \'\/"\ . p S —]
= N —.—— Semiclassical,a =2a
= 7 i =S p S
8 NS
- =,
6_

41~ v=2,N_=7,A=240
i a=0.16,r =2a/3
S S S

r/b

FIG.4: NNLO Kohn-Sham kineticenergy-densiy distrbutions for the sam e systam s as in FJg:_Z
T he upper three curves are for a, = as and the lower three curves are for a, = 2as.

appear In the present analysis). This com parison obviously m akes sense only if at least
one of ry and a, is non—zero. W e choose 240 particles as a representative exam ple (other
num bers of particles give qualitatively sim ilar results). D ensities at di erent orders in the
DFT expansion were shown in Ref. B3]. Resuls for the energy per partick E =A , average
Ferm im om entum hky i and the m s radius are given in Table .

In F ig.%, we com pare the densities at NNLO in the K ohn-Sham fom alisn wih -only
functionals (the LDA calulation from Ref. 33]) to the sam e system with the  functionals.
For hard-sphere scattering (for which a, = as), the density curves are alm ost indistinguish—
ablk. Ifwepltthedi erence on an expanded scale (seeF ig.8), we can see a sn allam plitude
oscillation. The close agreem ent is not surprising given that the source of the di erence is
the NNLO H artreeFodk tem s, so the di erence itself is higher order in the EF T expansion
(ote that the {DFT and {DFT NNLO energies in Tablk Ldi eronly by 0.01). W e can
m agnify the di erence by considering a, = 2as, which m ultiplies the corresponding H artree—
Fock tem by a factor of eight (which also i plies that the CJ coe cient is unnaturally
large) . For this case, the di erence in F ig. 2 is visble and signi cant oscillations are seen in
Fig.3. The increased oscillation is analogous to the di erence between Thom asFerm iand
K chn-Sham DFT densities (shown in Ref. B3]), although not as dram atic. T he explanation
isalso analogous: the {DFT capturesm ore non-locality into the DFT functional.

T he kinetic energy densities for these cases are shown in Fig.4. W hen calculated from
the K ohn-Sham wave functions, (r) isquite sim ilar forthe -only and calculations. A Iso
shown In this gure is the leading contrlbution from the sam iclassical approxin ation, which
reproduces the \exact" kinetic energy densities exospt near the origin.

Only inthe cassisthee ectivemassM (r) di erent from unity; it is shown n Fig.§
for the two values of a, . T he values close to the origin are in the range of those obtained in

20
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< 085 i
*g . 8'_ // a=0.16,r=2a/3 T
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\\ R - p S

0.7 \\~’// _— ap:ZaS _|

O 65 1 | 1 | 1 | 1 | 1 |

0 1 2 3 4 5

r/b

FIG.5:NNLO Kohn-Sham e ective m ass distributions for the sam e system s as in FJg? Resuls
for two values of a,, are shown.

Skym e functionals t to nuclkar data. In those functionals, the value of M  is associated
w ith the singleparticke energy levels. This correspondence is seen in the sihgleparticlke
energy spectra in Fig.'§. Ifwe take the uniform lin it @ ith the external potential tumed
o ), the singleparticke energies form om entum k di er according to

ki ¥)

M 82)

" L= CBzairs + B3a.£3))
Thus, for positive ry and a;, the kvels w ill always lie Jower exospt at the Fem 1 surface
(W here they m ust be equal).

This com parison dem onstrates how the Kohn-Sham fom alisn can be m isinterpreted.
Even though the singleparticke energiesdi er signi cantly, they are not cbservables. Indeed,
the true bulk ocbsarvables calculated in the DFT fram ework, those In Table :_I, are barely
distinguishable. O ne could ask whether the single-particle levels in som e representation are
\better" than in other representations. In particular, they can be com pared to the energy
soectrum corresoonding to the poles ofthe exact G reen’s function, which can be constructed
in tem s of the K ohn-Sham G reen’s function @8§, 53]. If this construction is carried out in
the present approxin ations forboth the -only and the  fom alian s, the  singleparticle
spectrum is obtained in both cases B3]. It is not clear from the present calculation how
close the full and K ohn-Sham spectra would be ifthe LDA were relaxed ke g., J‘berg.E]: ©)].
Tt would be usefiil to add soin-orbit Interactions and then to study K ochn-Sham spin-orbit
solittings nearthe Fem isurface, since such splittingsarecomm only tinm ean— eldm odels.
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FIG . 6: Com parison of selected singleparticke energy spectra for the sam e systam s as in FJgQ

D. Power Counting and C onvergence

The e ective eld theory approach allow s us to estin ate contributions to the energy.
At each successive order In the EFT expansion, the low-energy constants (LEC’s) can be
estin ated using naive din ensional analysis, or NDA [33]. In the case of a shortrange orce
w ith a natural scattering length, the underlying m om entum scale 1=R,where R isthe
range ofthe potential, is the basic ngredient n the ND A . T he estin ate oftw o-body H artree—
Fock energy contrbutions from a given term in the Lagrangian can be found by replacing

¥ by the average density (and including an appropriate soin factor) and the coe cient
by the naturalestinate C,; 4 =M ! [B§]. Asan exampl, the NDA estin ate of the
HartreeFock energy per particle at LO was com puted from Eq. @5) as :

E 1 1) 4
- SR ST ®3)
A NDA 2 M
wih = 1=R = l=a for a hard-sphere potential. The Thom asFem i result can be ussd

to nd the average density, or one m ight jist take the actual com puted average value (the
resultsw il1di erby much lessthan the uncertainty In the estim ate) . The NLO estin atewas
found by multiplying the LO result by hkyiag, where hky 1 is the average Ferm im om entum
B3]l.AtNNLO,wehave three tetmm s. The %3 LDA termm was estin ated by m ultiplying the
LO resul by (kriag)?, and the othertwo tem's (  and r ) arisihg from HartreeFock at
that order was estin ated directly as in the case ofLO (usihgh i hih i).

In Figs. 7 and §, estim ates and actual contrbutions are shown for = 4, A = 140,
as = 010 (orwhich hkrasi 024) and for = 2,A = 240, a = 0:16 (rwhich hkrasi
05). Square symbols denote estin ates based on naive din ensional analysis, with error
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bars indicating a 1/2 to 2 uncertainty In the estim ate. A ctual contrbutions to the energy
per particke from each of the orders are shown as round symbols, ie. the actual NLO
contrioution is £y1o  Fro FA . AL NNLO, we plot estin ated contrbutions from the &3
LDA, ,andgradienttem sssparately. T he lattergivesa very an allcontribution consistent
wih s NDA estin ate, and i has been multiplied by ten In Figs. 7 and§ to t them on
the graphs. The two sets of estin ates and results correspond to a, = as (hard sphere) and
a, = 0.

W e see from Figs. il and § that the actual results or LO, NLO and NNLO agree well
with NDA estin ates, Including the new gradient contrlbutions, wih one exception. The
exoeption is the °3 LDA estimate orthe = 2 systam, which greatly overestin ates the
actual contrbution at that order due to an accidental cancellation when = 2 between
the two tem s .n the by coe cient in Eq. (47) B3]. In general, however, we can use these
estin ates to reliably predict the uncertainty in the energy per particle from higher orders.

W hik i’s clear that nuclki are not perturbative dilute Fem i system s w ith natural free—
soace scattering lengths, there is phenom enological evidence that pow er counting can apply
to energy functionals that are t to bulk nuclkar properties. P henom enologically successfil
finctionals, both of the Skym e type and covariant, have H artree temm s that are consistent
w ith G eorgiM anchar NDA for a chiral low -energy theory §6,57,'58]. T his nvolves power
counting with two scales: the pion decay constant £ and an underlying scale for short-
range physics , which em pirdcally (for these fiinctionals) is around 600M €V . Equivalently,
there is an additional large dim ensionless coupling g =f that enters in a wellprescribed
m anner). Thus the functionals do take the form of a density expansion W ith param eter

=f? ) aswellas a gradient expansion, w ith the sam e hierarchy as illustrated here. A m apr
goalof uture investigations w illbe to elicidate the nature of the density expansion for nite
nuclki and to connect it to the underlying chiralEF T .

Iv. SUMMARY

In thispaper, the EF T -based K ohn-Sham density functional fora con ned, dilute Fem i
gas was extended by incorporating the kineticenergy-density (x) into the form alism . The
generating functional is constructed by Including, In addition to a source J (x) coupled to
the com posite density operator Y , another source (x) coupled to the (sam Hocal) kinetic
energy density operatorr Y r . A functional Legendre transfom ation w ith respect to
the sources yields an e ective action of the kinetic energy density aswell as the ferm ion
density . This construction also serves as a prototype for lncluding additional densities
currents (such as ssparate proton and neutron densities or a soin-oroit current).

T his extension sets the stage for the construction of energy finctionals and K ohn-Sham
equations that go system atically beyond the localdensity approxim ation (LDA).Asa rst
step, we Inclided the exact HartreeFock HF) contrbution at NNLO for a natural dilute
Ferm isystem buttreated non-HF contrbutionsin LDA .Thisexact HF contrbution provides
explicit dependence on  and on the gradient of the density, unlke the LDA . The EFT
expansion fora con ned, nie system with naturale ective range param eters is controlled
by those param eters (as, rs, a, ...) tin esan average Ferm im om entum and by the gradient
ofthe density. T hus the expansion is perturbative in the sense ofbeing a density expansion
but is not perturbative in an underlying potential. (T his is clear since our prototype system
is hard spheres, which yields in nities even in  rst-order perturbation theory! An error
plot of contrbutions to the energy per particle versus the order of the calculation showed
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that we can reliably estin ate the truncation error In a nite system , lncluding the gradient
tem s.

T he ground-state energy fiinctionaland K ohn-Sham sihgle-particlke equations constructed
here take the sam e form as those In Skym e H artreeFock calculations (not including the
soin-orbit contrdbution, which can be added w ith a sim ilar generalization). T here is work
supporting the Skym e (and also covariant [56]) m ean— eld energy finctionals as density
expansions. Low-energy e ective theories of QCD are expected to have a type of power
counting. As shown in Ref. F7], power counting in the energy functionalbased on chiral
naive din ensional analysis is fiilly consistent w ith phenom enological param etrizations. The
value of ncluding the kinetic energy density as a functional variable is not conclusive in the
present exam ple, but it does kead to a shgleparticke spectrum closer to that of the exact
G reen’s function. In general, sum m ing m ore nonlocalities w thout decreasing the num erical
e ciency of the calculation is a plus.

Even in the sin plest low -density expansion, there are contributions at all powers of the
Ferm im om entum , which m eans fractionalpow ers ofthe density. In the Skym e param etriza—
tion, there is only one such tem . This is presum ably a balance between phenom enological
accuracy and a desire to m axin ize predictive pow er through lin iting param eters. For repro—
ducing bulk properties of stable nuclki, the Skym e finctional isonly sensitive to a relatively
an allw indow in density, which allow s signi cant freedom fora phenom enological param eter—
ization. The future challenge w illbe to see ifadditionalterm sm otivated by power counting,
which m ay becom e In portant for extrapolating far from stability, can be determm ined.

The inm ediate next steps are to develop a derivative expansion to evaluate diagram s
such as the NLO \beachball" diagram beyond LDA and to test it for convergence, and to
generalize the DFT fom alisn to include pairing. W ork is in progress on these extensions,
which will be directly relevant for nuclear applications [12]. In addition, in order to adapt
the density fiinctionalprocedure to chirale ective eld theories w ith explicit pions, we will
need to extend the discussion to include long-range forces. K aiser, W eise, and collaborators
have already generated flinctionals of the Skym e type using free-space chiral perturbation
theory together w ith the density m atrix expansion ofNegeke et al. §9]. I is not clear that
the pow er counting is consistent in those calculations, but future developm ent along these
lines is certainly warranted. Finally, a system atic solution to the large scattering length
problem for trapped atom s also ram ains a challenge.
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