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In this article we combine the ideas introduced by us earlier in various proportions to ar-
rive at a simple and yet powerful means of studying single-particle properties of homogeneous
Fermi systems in detail without making assumptions regarding the validity or otherwise of
Fermi-liquid theory. Novelties include the exact forms of the momentum distribution and
spectral functions in the intermediate density regime and a dielectric function that is sensi-
tive to significant qualitative changes in single-particle properties. This time, care is taken
to include the particle-hole mode by interpreting the sum over modes as a weighted sum
with the dynamical structure factor appearing as the weight.

I. INTRODUCTION

Both the Hartree-Fockﬂ and the Random Phase approxi ations(RPA)E are widely used in the physics
literature to study Fermi systems. The Bogoliubov theor)ﬂ is the analog of the randorrg—phase approxi-
mation for Bose systems. This latter fact has been demonstrated in detail in our articlel. The analysis
presented here could be repeated for Bose systems as well. But let us focus on the more important Fermi
system. Here we try and address the question of validity of the Hartree-Fock approximation and the RPA.
This is important since we showed in our earlier work ﬁhat the simplest and most natural application of
bosonization was in the regime where the RPA was exactli. It is therefore quite pertinent to ask whether this
approximation is adequate. It is well-known that there are many problems with the RPA. In particular, the
pair-correlation function has unphysical behaviour at short distances(it becomes negative)tl. Therefore it is
necessary to find better approximations. Many attempts have been made in the literature in this regard. Th
Hubbard approximation’, the Singwi-Sjolander approach’ and many others discussed in the text by MahanE
are among the more prominent. Many of them have found to resolve this problem of short distance behavior
of the pair correlation function. However it seems that none of them are able to address the question of
single-particle properties. This issue has acquired an urgency in the recent past given that a segment of the
high T, community is convinced that the non-superconducting state of these materials is non-Fermi liquid.
Therefore being able to find a theory that describes the non-Fermi liquid regime accurately is desirable. In
this attempt, we shall adopt a two-track approach. On the one hand we reinterpret the RPA so that it be-
comes more widely applicable. We argue that while the mean-field approximation carried out on the density
operator is the Hartree-Fock approximation, the RPA manifests itself as mean-field theory applied not to
the density operator but to the number operator. The density operator measures how the electrons are dis-
tributed in real space whereas the number operator measures how the electrons are distributed in momentum
space. Just as the Hartree-Fock approximation is valid when fluctuations in the density of electrons at each
point in real space is small, the RPA is valid when fluctuations in the momentum distribution of electrons is
small compared with the average momentum distribution which measures the probability of an electron to
possess a given momentum. We also introduce another mathematical transformation within the RPA-scheme
and find that this maps a purely repulsive interaction to a purely attractive one but one that makes the
particle exchange a momentum different from the usual one involved in two-body collisions. This unusual
transformation allows us to define and compute yet another dielectric function of this system. A physical
interpretation of this curious change in sign is given. A suitable combination of the purely repulsive(both
actually and apparently) and purely attractive(only apparently, the electrons still repel one another) is shown
to be better than either one spearately. In the end, we point out how a motivated researcher may be able
to compute the phase diagram of the homogeneous electron gas by appropriately combining these three
ingredients, although we ourselves restrict our attention to simple analytically solvable cases.

(i) Sea-bosons, indispensable for computing single-particle properties.
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(ii) Generalised RPA and beyond (with fluctuations in the momentum distribution). Many new dielec-
tric functions may be found here.

(iii) Repulsion-attraction duality : the enigmatic transformation that allows us to view the purely repulsive
interaction between electrons as being attractive and repulsive at the same time when viewed in the sea-
boson language.

In what follows, we try and combine the bosonization approach of our earlier articles with this notion
of generalised RPA and repulsion-attraction duality and try and compute the single-particle properties. Just
in order to whet the reader’s appetite for the calculation of single-particle properties using sea-bosons, we
pause here to explore another option, one that suggests itself quite naturally when one views RPA as a
mean-field idea applied to the number operator rather than the density operator.

II. SINGLE-PARTICLE PROPERTIES WITHOUT USING BOSONIZATION

Let us try and write down some representativeﬁaxamples when RPA and Hartree-Fock approximations are
used. Let us take for example, the jellium mode

H = Zekckck + Z o (Pap—q—N) (1)
q#0

If we apply the mean-field idea on the density, that is, replace pq by (pq) then we get a hamiltonian that
does not involve any coulomb interaction at all(apart from an additive constant).

H = Zekckck + Z Y ({pq)p—q — N)
q#0

= Z ekckck - N Z - (2)

q750

Therefore this approximation is bad in the extreme. However the random-phase approximation is still valid
for this system. It is the mean-field idea applied not to the density but to the number operator. For this we
have to rewrite the full hamiltonian given below,

o
H= Zekckck+z 2V k+q/2 1 —q/20K +a/20k-a/2 (3)
q#0

This has to be replaced by,
_ Yq f T
H=Ho—3, b ) “k+a/2% +a/2% —q/2%k—a/2 (4)
q#0 k#k’

where

(Y
Hy = Z EkCI{Ck - Z ﬁ an+q/2”k7q/2 (5)

k q#0 k
where ny = chk. Let us write,
nk = <7’Lk> + onk (6)

We plug the above decomposition into Hy and find that if we neglect terms quadratic in the fluctuations,
we get what we are after, namely the generalised RPA called for simplicity as just RPA.

Hppa = Eé + Z €kCLCk (7)
Kk



f=ac— Y THmcq) (8)

a
The average occupation is
) = — et )
exp(B(éx —p)) +1
The chemical potential y has to be fixed by making sure that,

> () = (N) (10)

k

At zero temperature 1 = ep, this quantity is equal to the usual Fermi energy when vq = 0.

(mic) = (e — &) = blep — act Y 2 (mic-q)) (11)
q#0

and 6 is the Heaviside step function., We can now demonstrate that the generalised RPA dielectric func-
tion(the Lindhard dielectric functionﬂ being a weak coupling limit of this) may be recovered using the
following procedure. If one conﬁiders an extremely weak external perturbation applied to the system and
follows the discussion in Mahanll one arrives at the following formula for the dielectric function,

<nk+q/2> - <nk7q/2>
W — €ktq/2 T €k—q/2

_ Yq
¢g-rPA(Qw) =1+ 37 ; (12)

The only point to bear in mind is that we have to use the full interacting momentum distribution rather than
just its noninteracting value. When one includes fluctuations in the momentum distribution however, the
answer given later, is very different from the usual RPA or even the generalised RPA. This feature of having
the full momentum distribution in the numerator may be found in our earlier workll. Thus we can see that
there is a whole new set of approximations that go beyond the RPA. While none of these revelations may
come as a surprise to the reader, it should serve as a reminder that even our most cherished approximations
may not be controlled in any sense of the term. It is more likely that they were the first to appear in
the literature and probably the easiest ones to use thus explaining their popularity. The dielectric fungtion
written down above has the attractive feature of reducing to the familiar Lindhard dielectric functiontl for
extremely weak coupling and at the same time giving us something very different for stronger coupling.
Furthermore, if we ask the Luttinger liquid community to write down a dielectric function of the Luttinger
liquid, they are in all probability, going to write down the traditional RPA dielectric function’. But we
submit that this is a serious mistake. The more nonideal a system is, the more its dielectric function differs
from the traditional RPA, even at high density. Parenthetically, we note that having granted the fact that the
system is nonideal(namely, no Fermi surface or close to being devoid of one) it makes no difference whether
the system is at high or low density, the point is, it is the generalised RPA that is still valid for this system.
The only drawback of the above approach is that if we compute the one-particle Green functions we find
that the imaginary part vanishes identically. This is unfortunate and we have to do better in order capture
lifetime effects. The RPA hamiltonian neglects fluctuations in the momentum distribution of the electrons.
In order to recover a finite lifetime of single particle excitations, we find that it is important to study the
generalised Hy rather than the more simple Hrp 4. The fluctuations in the momentum distribution may be
related to the mean by the following observation. Define,

N(kX) = (meny) — (mie) (nyer) (13)

. The fluctuation in the number operator is N (k,k) = (nf) — (nk)? . Since n = ny for fermions, we have

N(k, k) = (ni)(1 — (nx)) (14)

Therefore, we may conclude that any nonideal momentum distribution fluctuates (there are however, patho-
logical exceptions, see footnotetd). In fact, a very nonideal momentum distribution such as one for which
(nk) = 0.5 for most momenta has the largest fluctuation. When dealing with nonideal systems, we are



obliged to consider fluctuations in the momentum distribution. In order to study lifetime effects therefore,
we have to include the full Hy. This may be written more transparently as (apart from additive constants)
Hy= Hrpa + Hyy,

K
Hyp = — ; ﬁ Zk: OMictq/20MKk—q/2 (15)
q

The full Fermi propagator may be evaluated by treating the fluctuation part asg perturbation and using the
functional methods of Schwinger illustrated brilliantly by Kadanoff and BaymH. Before we plunge into the
details it is important to keep in mind that the mean also changes when we consider fluctuations. That is,

(nk) = (nk)rPA + (NK) 1 (16)

here (ny)rpa is given by Eq.([]) or Eq.( [L1]) the rest is nonzero only when the fluctuation in the momentum
distribution is large (which is, unfortunately, almost always the case when (nx)rpa is nonideal) Therefore,
now, onk refers to fluctuation around the full average rather than the RPA average. The final answers are
given b}ﬁcg;v, and it is hoped that the reader can rederive them using the references quoted in the bibliography
(mainlyll H). We shall adhere to the notation of Kadanoff and Baym#. In their notation the final answers
for the single-particle Green functions are as follows(we assume in the following that F'(p) # 0, however one
may investigate the limit F'(p) — 0, here z, = (2n + 1)7/5),

Cnlle) = iZn — €K +1u - S, (k) (4
and
En(k) = Gr(k)F(k) (18)
P = Y LENK-ak-d) (19)
a,q’#0

From Eq.( E) we may obtain the real £nd imaginary parts of the retarded self-energy, and from there the
spectral function and the collision ratest.

I‘(p,w) = _K(pvw) (20)
Similarly,
Alp,w) = _;((pp)’ ) (21)

if k(p,w) = (w — & + p)? — 4F(p) < 0 and both are zero otherwise(when F(p) # 0). It can be seen that

the spectral function is peaked around ép, — p with a width of the order of 21/F(p), and the collision rate is
vanishingly small for those values of p for which F(p) is close to zero. It may be shown that the momentum
distribution including possible fluctuations is given by,

2 /W/Q ) 1
Np) = (— df cos“0 22
o= Y ¥ (22)

and (np) = 0 for F(p) < 0. Again, it may be seen quite easily that Eq.( P2) is identical to Eq.( f) when
fluctuations in the momentum distribution are ignored. The only sticking point now is the computation of
the fluctuation in the momentum distribution. This may be done in a similar manner by employing the
functional methods of Kadanoff and Baymt. However, we shall defer the computation of this quantity until
the next section. Incidentally, the formulas we suggested in our preprints for this quantity in retrospect, are
probably rather poor. Instead we shall adopt a more rigorous approach in the next section. The dielectric
function is also modified as a result of these fluctuations and the final formula for the dielectric function
including possible fluctuations in the momentum distribution is,



(U_Q)2 P2(q7w)

V'’ €—rpa(q,w) 23)

€eff(qw) = €g-rPa(q,w) —

Here,

3 N(kk+q/2,k +q/2) — Nk —q/2,k +q/2) — N(k+q/2,k —q/2) + Nk —q/2,k" —q/2)

P(q,w) = é é € €
5 ( ) (w— €k—q/2 T ek+q/2)(w ' —q/2 + ek/+q/2)

k.k’
(24)

A full derivation of this is relegated to the appendix in order to avoid interupting the flow of ideas. Assuming
that w has a small imaginary part, we recover both the real and imaginary parts of the full dielectric function.

III. REPULSION-ATTRACTION DUALITY

In this section, we point out an interesting and even a seemingly paradoxical duality between attraction
and repulsion. In a homogeneous electron gas, electron repel each other. However, we may show that by
virtue of the electron being fermions, an exchange operation on the interaction part of the full hamiltonian
leads to a change in sign of the interaction and also a change in the momentum exchanged by the interacting
electrons. To see this, let us write down the interaction part of the full hamiltonian again.

Vg
Hiny = Z Z Cktq/2¢ k —q/2 +a/2%k~q/2 (25)
q#O k;ék

We may rearrange the various fermion operators in this interaction so that precisely the same quantity may
be rewritten as,

— Ot t i
Hinp == o > “kta/2% —q/2°k +q/2%k—a/2 (26)
k#k' q#0

Two important changes have occured. First there is the change in sign. This is the reason for the term
repulsion-attraction duality. The second is the momentum that is exchanged is different. The momentum
carried away by the virtual photon is no longer q but is k — k'. The change in sign is peculiar to fermions,
whereas the other feature is present for bosons too. Let us now use this new form and recompute the dlelectrlc
function. Actually, we could have done the same shuffle for the k = K part of the interaction. But we shall
relegate a more careful examination of these issues to future publications. The main purpose of the present
article is to lay before the reader a scheme that is robust, rich and sufficiently general so that she may apply
the ideas to other more practical problems. In order to compute the dielectric function suggested by this
shuffled interaction let us proceed as follows. The full hamiltonian may be written as (ng(k) = nx = chk),

1= amo) — 30 A S gk + a/2) dnoll — a/2)
k k

q#0

=) D na(kn_q(k) (27)

k#k’ q#0
here nqg(k) = CL+q/2Ck_q/2 Let us now apply an external field,
Hegi(t) = Z(ert(qv t) + Ui (—a, t))nq (k) (28)
k.q

In order to proceed, we appeal to the random-phase approximation. In a suitably generalised sense, it may
be defined to mean the following approximation :

/

[nq(k), ng (k)] = CI<+<:1/2Ck’*01’/25k701/27k'+01'/2 - CIc’+<:{/2Ck—‘11/25k'*01’/27k+01/2



R Ope i g, q' (no(k + a/2) —no(k — q/2)) (29)

[nq(k),n0(P)] = nq(k)(0p x—q/2 = Ip ktq/2) (30)

Here we have to retain ng(k) as an operator in order to include effects due to fluctuations in the momentum
distribution. Let us now write down the equation of motion of this operator.

Z%nq(k) = (gqu/Q - €k+q/2)nq(k) - Z @(61]@(1{ — q/2 — q/)nq(k)

q'#0

~omo(k+ 02— d q(k) = 3 B (noflc + /2 (k) — ok - @/2yng (k)
k#k’
+ (Uewt(=aq,t) + Ulpi(q, 1)) (no(k + q/2) — no(k — q/2)) (31)
Write ng(k) = (no(k)) + 6 no(k)

i%(nq(k» = (fuqy2 — Fcraqs2)(na(K))

_ Z ”(‘(; )(<5n (k—q/2—q)n nq(k)) — (dno(k +q/2 — q/)nq(k)>)

a'#0

= 3 2 (nok + a/2) — (nolk — a/2))) (nq (k)

k#£k'

= 3 B (o (k + a/2)nq(K ) — B0k — a/2ng(K)))

k#k’

+ (Ueat(—q, 1) + Ul (q, 1)) ((no(k + q/2)) — (no(k — q/2))) (32)

Z%@no( Inq(k)) = (fk—a/2 = ékra/2)(5n0(P)nqg(k))

_ Z ({6n0(p)dno(k — a/2 — q')) — (dno(P)dno(k + a/2 — q))){nq(k))
q'#0

= 3 K (ol +a/2)) — (no(k — a/2))) (o (P)ng (k)

k#k’

-3 k K ((5n0(p)dno(k + a/2)) — (0 (p)dno(k — a/2))) (nq(k))
k#£k'

+ (Uear(—a, 1) + UZ1(a, 1)) ({00 (p)dno(k + q/2)) — (dno(p)dno(k — q/2))) (33)
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Assuming that,

Uemt(_qu t) = Uemt(_qu O)e_iw ! (34)

(w = Ei—qy2 + ficrar2)(  no(p) nq(k)) = — > %(N(p,k —q/2—-q) - N(p.k+a/2—q)){ng(k))
q'#0

~((no(k + a/2)) = (no(k — a/2))) > K5 no(p)ng (k)
k' #k

~(N(pk+a/2) — Np.k—a/2) 3 2K (k)
k' #k

+ Uewt(—q,0)(N(p,k + q/2) — N(p,k — q/2)) (35)

(w = E—q/2 + Exrq2)(ng(k) = = > U—g(@no(k — /2 q)ng(k)) — (dno(k + a/2 — q )ng(k)))
q'#0

—((no(k +a/2)) — (no(k — a/2)) 3 (g (k)

k' #k

Dy 1/ ’ ’
- kvk ((Ono(k + q/2)nq(k )) — (dn0(k — q/2)nq(k )))
k' #k
+ Ueat(—q,0)((no(k + q/2)) — (no(k — q/2))) (36)
In order to simplify this further, let us assume that we are in the weakly nonideal regime. That is, it is

legitimate to treat the momentum distribution as possessing a sharp Fermi surface and no other striking
features. Let us now define,

() = 3 > e a9 (37)

() (3 mo(p) gl = 3 3 L [ ulr) RO (pk-a/2-q ) N(p.kra/2-q) (glr)
k,q’ #0

g [ SR fnolic + /) ~ (noll — @/2))o )6 malB)ngli*)
k
g [ e Ik a/2) - Npk - a/2)00r ) nal)
k
+ Ueat(—q, 0)% Y e ™ (N(p,k+q/2) - N(p,k —a/2)) (38)
k



(1S () = 5 3 eI (ol /2 - d nq9) ~ (omolic+ a2 - a ng(r))
k,q'#0

=5 30 [ o) (nalic+ /)~ (ol - a/2)) gl

k

Z G F/d% v(r)((Ono(k + a/2)nq(F)) — (3no(k — a/2)ng()))
k

v
+ Uear(=a,0)3; 37 e (oI + a/2) — (o — a/2)) (39)
k
Let us now compute the following quantity,
FalB) = 2 37 ™= (tno (ke +a/2)) — (no(k — a/2)) (10)
k

where R =7 — 7. If k; is sufficiently large ( k; >> ¢, ks >> 1/R) we may write,

fa(R) ~ Coa.Vr&*(R) (41)
T 2 i e <] 3
Co = (aga () [ dR s sinlhg ) = (kg Rhcosths B)sin(%5) = (4 o)) (12)
ﬂ _ = 3 ’ 1k ’I" —7) _ N ] ~
(41 %0) Gna(p) o) =~ 3 G [ o) NN (pk-a/2-q)-N(p.cta/2-a) (ial)

kq;ﬁO

+Coq.Vru(r){(dng (p)ng (7))

- / @' 37 eI (N(p, K+ a/2) - Npk— a/2)u(r) (g (7))

k

+Uear(~0,0) 3 e RN (p K+ a/2) ~ N(p,k — a/2)) (43)
k
ﬂ ~ 4 .+ 3 zk r —7) &
it () =~ 0 5L [ o (no /26 ()~ ot a/2-a gl )
k ,q' #0
+Coq. Y0 (r) (1)

o ek / d* o(r ) (Bno(k + a/2)ng(7)) — (Gno(k — a/2)ng(F)))

k

+ Uear(=a,0)3; 37 e (oI + a/2) — (o — a/2)) (14)
k

At this stage the author is unable to complete this calculation, but hopefully the reader appreciates the
spirit of the discussion. The author apologises in advance for this omission.
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IV. IMPROVED THEORY OF SINGLE-PARTICLE PROPERTIES USING BOSONIZATION

In this section, we use the sea-boson method suitably generalised to accomodate fluctuations in the momen-
tum distribution to compute single-particle properties. In the appendix we show how to derive the dielectyi
function using this method. The dielectric function may be evaluated by more conventional means as welltd.
However, the single-particle properties evaluated using the sea-boson method is more accurate as one is
able to treat the problem more systematically and the physical interpretation of the formulas is also more
transparent. The really systematic approach would be to write down the sea-boson correspondence suitably
generalised to accomodate fluctuations in the momentum distribution and evaluate the various propagators
like we did in our earlier workl. However, we shall adopt a simpler but hopefully the correct approach here.
The idea is to simply borrow from our earlier work except that the zeros of the dielectric function are no
longer the zeros of the RPA dielectric function but that of €.r¢ and we need to interpret the derivate of the
dielectric funcion with respect to frequency that appears in these formulas as being the derivative of the full
dielectric function. Therefore, let us write down the various formulas. The full hamiltonian in diagonalised
form has the following appearence,

Hyun =) _wi(@)d](a)di(a) (45)
e = n” (k) F1(k) + (1 —n’(k)) F(k) (46)
where,
Fi(k) = —— (47)
R 1521(:8{)
K) — 1
Fy(k) = W (48)

_ 1 —Nxyq _

i) = (Y (51)

k

It may be observed that this quantity is just the frequency derivative of the polarization. In other words,

V.o

QZQ(Q) = a(%)w:wi(Q)e_f—RPA(qvw) (52)

By analogy we may generalise this so that when fluctuations are introduced,
V., o
—2 P
9; (q) = E(a_w)w:wi(q)eeff (q, W) (53)
We shall employ this latter definition in our analysis. w;(q) is the zero of the overall dielectric function,

Efff(q, w;) =0 (54)

It is worthwhile simplifying the effective dielectric function.



(eg-rPA(q,w) — 1)(64—rPa(q,w) — €5(q,w))

€e q,w) = €5_rpa(q,w) + 29
ff( ) ) ( ) ngRPA (q,w) ( )
The principal part of this is given by,
(EP—RPA(qvw) - 1)(€P—RPA(qvw) - 55(% w))
Eeff(q7w) - 6!]*RPA(qv(“)) + z EP 7 ( w) (56)
g—RPA\D
where,
v Nkyq/2 — nk 2
€-rpa(@w) =1+ QEj ol 9 (57)
B B
v Mxtq/2 ~ "k—q/2
eﬂ(q7w):1+7q; qw_ﬂ qa (58)
and the principal parts of these functions are just the real parts.
Nktq/2 — Nk—q/2
€g-rpal@,w) =1+ Ya Z P A/ ~kq af (59)

A. Just How Many Zeros Does the Dielectric Function Really Have ?

In this section, we address what is perhaps the most vexing problem in this approach. What is the size of
the set to which ¢ in Eq.( @) belongs 7 If one counts only the collective mode which is what a naive approach
would lead us to do, then we are ignoring a large (infinite !) number of particle-hole modes. And yet, it
seems that the particle-hole modes don’t come about naturally and must be forced into the formalismb. It
is really important to address this issue since ignoring it would mean that the excitation spectrum of the
homogeneous electron gas possesses a gap when in fact it should not. In other words, if one counts only
the collective mode(plasmon) one arrives at the unavoidable conclusion that the excitation spectrum has a
finite gap(equal to the plasmon energy). How then should one introduce the particle-hole mode ? In this
section, we show how to introduce both the particle-hole mode and collective mode in a unified manner. In
our previous workl we suggested that the zeros of the RPA dielectric function should be interpreted as the
maxima of the dynamical structure factor. This is quite an unusual and drastic departure from the notion
of a root of a function. Being physicists ge accept it as it has a physical interpretation. Let us examine the
diagonalised form of the full hamiltonianB:

Hyun =Y wila)d] (a)di(q) (60)

For small q, we expect this sum to involve just the collective mode. In other words,

Hpar = Y we(q)dl(q)de(q) (61)

q=small

This may be achieved by employing the following device,
Hon =Y [ dow Wiaw) d@d.(a) (62)
0
q

Now these operators, the dressed sea-bosons in the new language obey a different kind of commutation rule:

[dw(a), d,y ()] =0 (63)



’

(@), d’, (@)] = 6,004 (64)

where 5w)w/ is a Kronecker delta function. Also the object W(q,w) is a weight suitably chosen so that the
the sum reduces to just the one over the collective mode in the small q limit. It is also clear that W(q,w)
has to have dimensions of inverse energy. Let us therefore postulate a form,

1
e(q,w)

where ¢q is a suitable constant. We know from textbooksH that(in 3D),

W(q,w) = —co Im(

) (65)

1 _ MW s
G(q, w)) - 2 6( P) (66)

In order that we reproduce the right collective mode we must choose,

Limitq—oW(q,w) = —co Limitq—o Im(

o= 2 (67)

TWp

The choices for W(q,w) in other dimensions are worked out in the appendix. Now we have in our hands a
convenient way of labeling excited states of our system. The eigenstates of the system have energy eigenvalues
given by,

Qu(q) =w W(q,w) Aw (68)

The spacing Aw is the smallest possible spacing between the energies, which is arbitrarily small. Thus we
can see that, in most cases it does not cost a finite energy to excite the system. This corresponds to the
particle-hole mode. On the other hand, if the weight W(q,w) is singular as it happens in the vicinity of
w = wpand q = 0, we have a finite gap.

Qmw, (@ 0) = wp 0(w —wp) Aw (69)

Now if Lim, w,6(w —wp) Aw = 1 (this defines Aw if you like), then we see the emergence of the collective
mode. In gapped systems we expect only the collective mode and no particle hole mode. This is possible
only if for any w # 0,

W(q,w) = o0 (70)

For the homogeneous Fermi system, this situation corresponds to Wigner crystallisation. In a Wigner crystal,
in order to create excited states, you need to create phonons which require a nonzero-amount of energy each
time.

Thus, all energies are allowed but each comes with a ”weight” corresponding to how strong the structure
factor is at that energy. It may be seen that in 3-dimensions this would mean that for small q the sum
over 7 is just the collective mode, but for larger q, we start summing the particle hole modes as well. The
sums in the objects S4 and Sp have to be reinterpreted as well. It is rather unfortunate that simple and
straightforward interpretations are not possible, and one is forced to take recourse to devious means such as
the one we shall now describe. Let us postulate,

5409 =Y [ o Wlaw) ot i ()

S0 =Y [ o Wlaw) ootz (72)
2 Yq 1

g,(a) = VI (e (73)



and,

Wiaw) =Waw) | T Wig,w) (74)

This seemingly adhoc ansatz becomes more plausible when one realises that in the small q limit it has a
familiar form corresponding to the collective mode.

~ Nk+q 2

39~ D T kajm— ear e =
N 1-— Nk—q 9

sl = qz%n:all (we(a) —k.a/m+ eq)? 9:() (76)

Let us now move on to the full propagator.

B. The Full Propagator
Let us borrow from our earlier workg and write down the final formulas,

r U, x) U, X el W»L((I)(t —t) _ X a(x el Wk(Q)(f —t) o
(W1 (e, (X 1)) = [Rof?| Zo[te2mas VEalDVkalx) ¢ Diq SialDealx) (W (3, (1)) free

ot Y X U q(x)e! 80 ! ) — .o (X)) x/ et w (Q)(t*t/) ;o
(h(x 1)l (x,1)) = |R0|Q|Zo|4equm i UL o (x) o P fea () frea (e o 3 ) e
(78)

In the above formula, the index 7 runs over both the collective mode as well as the particle-hole modes(i =
¢, k;). As we have pointed out earlier, this must be reinterpreted to mean a weighted sum with the dynamical
structure factor suitably normalised appearing as the weight.

() = =~ XA (—ahenda) + 1 Va4 (—a) = —Fi g (79)
Set Uq(x) = ™% “*Uy(q)
Un(a) = 5 ("L ey (%0)

(@) = (=) 3 (AL (—a))? (82)
k

Here A)(—q) is the A with a noninteracting momentum distribution. The interacting coefficients are given
as,

Uleq(®) = fit q(®)lax(a), b} (@)] + fi—q(x)[ax(~a), bi(q)] (83)

Ro = exp(= Y fieq(®) fica)[bi(a), al(a)]ax(a), b (a)])

k,q,i
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X exp ——kaq %) fie,—q (%) [axc (=), bi(a)]ax(a), b} (a)])

k,q,?

X exp ——kaq ) fie.—a()la(—a), bi(@)][ax(a), b (a))) (84)

k,q,i

Zo = ¢ Lnaro V@AM 0@ 3 X, o (e AR (ac@)? 3 3, U@ (MR- g1y

The commutators are given as before,

(@), af (@) = <w?;)(%>gi<q> ~ fax(@), ] (@) (56)
(@), ()] = —(—X D). (q) (57)
wi(q) — m
A (—
(@) = (2 ega-a) (58)
1

C. Exchange Effects within RPA

It may be possible to employ a myriad of other similar approaches each differing from the other in how
the notion of RPA is implemented. To give an example, let us rewrite the full hamiltonian differently.

v(q
1= aca— 3 50 Y rapamecar
k k

q70

+ 02(3) Y ng(ln_q(k) (90)

q7#0 k#k’
Here the exchange term has been singled out for special treatment. We could rewrite the last term differently,

v\q
H = Z EkCLCk — Z 2(V) Z nk+q/2nk_q/2
k k

q#0

B “2(3> S i (k/2+ K /24 /2 (k/2+K /2 - q/2) (91)
a#0 k#k'

This may be interpreted as an exchange term. The negative sign suggests precisely this. These two hamil-
tonians lead to different answers when the RPA is carried out on them. In fact, even the exchange term
involving just the number operators can be treated in two different ways. One way is to retain it as it is,
the other is to rewrite it as,

13



- v
Hem = Z EkCLCk — Z 2(—3) Z 1) nk+q/2 ) nk,q/Q (92)
k q#0 k

The effective dispersion includes the exchange energy,

= W) (93)

q#0

and 0 nyx = ny — Nk Again when the RPA is carried out on them they yield different answers. One has to
examine this issue more closely. In particular the following questions spring to mind. Should we use one or
the other or a combination of the two ? The answer may lge ﬁven by appealing to our bosonization scheme.
For more details, the reader is refered to our earlier worksth £, Just to make this article self-contained, it is
desirable to fix some notation.

no(k) = cf.ci (94)

the ax(q) is a sea-boson corresponding to the fermions cx. The coefficients Ax(q) = \/Tiktq/2(1 — k—q/2)
are c-numbers for now.

Chrq2Ck—a/2 = Me(@)ax(—a) + af(a)Ax(—q) (95)

Let us now try and figure out how to decompose products of four fermions, (let us further assume that none
of the four indices are equal to any other index)(q # 0 and k # k')

€l a/2Ck—a/20 _qai +as2 = Ar(@ar(=q) + af (@ Ak(~a)][Ay (—a)ay (@) + al, (~a)Aw (@)]  (96)

the above equality is within RPA. It may be noted that a slightly different regrouping yields a totally different
formula,

i t _ t
Cktq/20k—a/26 _q/2% +a/2 T T C%ktaq/2% +a/2% —q/2%k—a/2

= —[A%+k_2/+q/2(k— k )a%-i-%-l-%(k —k) +a

NI

x[A, v Xk —-Ka,  k-k)+a

k k, k 4
+%5 2t T3

Wl
wlo

Let us now examine the commutator obtained using Fermi algebra,

[l q/2Ckra/2 g2t /QCL,_q 150 vas2l = ok — a/2) = no(k + q/2)]cL,_q 120 a2

+ [0k qzicrasa(l = 10(K = a/2))el, o 0t ya/a + Ok_qyai a0k + q/2)cf(_q ka2 (98)

It is clear that if one uses the ansatz in Eq.(Pd) then one obtains only the first term in Eq.( Pg). In order to
obtain the second term it is necessary to go beyond this and try and include some portion of Eq.( @) Let
us first try to use the ansatz in Eq.( @) while completely ignoring the ansatz of Eq.( ) In this case the
interaction term takes a different form,

Hi ==Y 3 K (A(@a(—a) + al(@Ak(-a)][Ay (~a)a (@) + ol (~a)Ay () (99)
970 k#£k’

Here two important changes have occured. First, the interaction vq is replaced by v, _,s and there is a
change in sign. The physical meaning of these mysterious changes will be defered until later when we have
investigated the details. Let us now write down the full hamiltonian,
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=Y ad@a(@a(@) = Y Y A Md@a(—a) + al(@A(-a)]Ay (~a)a (@) + ol (~a)A (@)

k,q

Here,

q70 k#k'
(100)
Ok (a) = €xtq/2 — €k—q/2 (101)
- VUq _
€k — €k — anqu (102)

q#0

Let us diagonalise this via a Bogoliubov transformation. To this end one assumes that the diagonalised form
has the following apperance,

Here,

H =3 wi(a)d} (a)di(a) (103)

= M=) Y 2 (A (@)l (@), e ()] + [d:(a), af (@) A (~) (105)

+Ax(a) Y S (N (@)ldi () e (—)] + [di(a), al, ()] Ay (~a)) (106)

@)= - 25D [ ar R i) + Rafa ) (107)

D [ T )+ Rafan ) (105)

Rila 1) = 5 e Ay (@)ld: (@), g (~a) (109)
-

Ra(ao) = 3 Y0 e Ay (—a)ldi(a). af (@) (110)
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(wila) = @iv, (@) Ra(a, ) = —/ dir Fy(7F = 7' @)o(7){ R1 (a,7) + Rz (q, 7)} (111)

(wi(@) = @iv, (@) Ra(a,7) = / di" Fy(F — 75 @)o(M){ Ri(a, 7) + Ra(a, ™)} (112)
Fi(F—75a) = 5 3 Ax(—q)e™ ) (113)

k
R~ 730) = 5 Y Al@)e™ ™) (114)

k

Now define,
(wi(a) — @iv, (@) R(a,7) = / d&*r fola; 7 — 7 )o(F)R(q, 7) (116)
/ 3 . JE /
folasi' =) = [ Gz me)e™ ) (<2i)sin(Ga 7~ ) (117)
ke gr sin(k|7 — 7 /
ot =) = [ g T Caijsinga - )

—9i)si 1 (P — 4 - A . -
_ A (—2i)sin(5q.(7 — 7 )){—kF cos(kap|r4| ) n SZTL(]fF|’I;|2'f' |)} i Co(Qa V(=) (118)
T iz

(2m)3 |7 — 7] |7 — |7 —
(wila) ~ i ) R(q, ) = ~i Co(@)(@ Ve ol )R(a,7) (119)
fwrla) — i 3Y7 4 i Cola)(a Ve ol NIR(,7) = ~i Cola)n()(@ V) Rla, 7) (120)

This eigenvalue problem admits many eigenvalues. Actually, if not for the constraint of the square integra-
bility of R(q,7), for each q any positive real number would be an eigenvalue.

qQVy _1 4 . J 4
[wi(q) —i=—+1 Co(a)(a-Vy (P )IR(q,™) = —i Co(a@)o(7 )(a-V)R(q,T) (121)
Let us now solve this equation,
/Td ,wi(q) + 1 Co(q) q cosd ag(:, )
T ’
T0 % - CO(q)U(r )

R(q,7) = R(q,70)exp(-

i q cost ) (122)

For some suitable 74.
This work was supported by the Dept. of Physics at University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign. The
authors may be contacted at the e-mail address setlur@mrlxpa.mrl.uiuc.edu.
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V. APPENDIX

In this appendix, we show how to derive the full dielectric function using the generalised RPA. Along the
way we point out some pitfalls and possible generalisations. Let us write the generalised RPA hamiltonian
and try and compute the dielectric function.

Ho =Y ano(k) = Y 58> nolk +a/2)no(k - a/2) (123)
k q#0 k
Hegt(t) = Z(ert (at) + Uz (—at)) Z nq(k) (124)
q k

here nqg(k) = CL+q/2bek_q/2 and no(k) = chk Let us now write down the quation of motion for nqg(k).

i%nq(k) =3 e Ing(k), no(k)]

K
v

=30 Y g (k) me ()oK — )
=

q'#0

’

+ Y Uear(@'t) + Uzpp(—a ) [ng k), ngr (K )] (125)
k' ,q

Now

[”q(k)v nq' (k )] = [CI(Jrq/QCk—q/% CL/_’_q'/QCk’fq’/Q]
_ 4
= Cctq/aCk —q' /20k—a/2 +q' /2 T Ck’+q’/20k—Q/25k+q/27k/—q'/2 (126)

One may approximate this as,

na(), ng (K)] = lef, o 2k—a/2: CL,+q,/20k/_q,/2]

= [no(k +q/2) = no(k — q/2)]0y y 0 o (127)

The next approximation would be to replace the number operator by its c-number expectation value. But
we shall desist from that for the moment.

’

[nq(k), no(k )] = nq(k) (5k’,k7q/2 - 5k’,k+q/2) (128)
i%nq(k) = (ek—q/2 — €lcra/2)na(k) = Y v%/(no(k —q/2—q) —no(k+q/2—q))ng(k)
q'#0
+ (Uear(—at) + Ul (at)) (no(k + a/2) — no(k — q/2)) (129)
(nq(k)) = Uest(—at)Cq(k) + Ug,,(at) Dg(k) (130)

Let us now ignore fluctuations in the momentum distribution. That is, we are allowed to replace

17



’ ’

(no(k )ng(k)) = (no(k ))(nq(k)) (131)

W Ueat(—qt)Cq (k) —w UZyy(at) Dg(k) = (€x—q/2 — €xrq/2)Uext (—qt)Cq (k) + (ek—q/2 — €t q/2) Uyt (at) Dg (k)

- Z ((no(k — a/2—q)) — (no(k + @/2 — 4 )))Uear(~at) Cq (k)
q'#0

- Z ((no(k —a/2—q)) — (no(k + a/2 — 4 )))Uz, (at) Da (k)

q'#0

+ (Ueat(—at) + Uz (at)) ((no(k + q/2)) — (no(k — q/2))) (132)
@ Cak) = (6-q2 — etcra2)Calk) = 3 ~L((nolk — a/2 —q)) = (nolk + /2 — a)))Cq(K)
q'#0
+ ((no(k + a/2)) — (no(k — q/2))) (133)
Since,
Ueff (qt) = Ue;ﬂt (qt) + 1‘)/_q<p,—q>Ue;Et (qt) (134)
(0 ) =3 Cqlk) (135)
k
(no(k — q/2)) — (no(k +a/2))

zk: Call Zk: W= €ictq/2 T Ek-q/2 (150)

If we use the definition of the dielectric function we get a wrong answer.

Uezt (qt) — 1
Ueff(qt) 14+ UVq Z (no(k—a/2))—(no(k+a/2))

W—€ktq/2T€k—q/2

ewronG(q,w) = (137)

The reason is because we have been very cavalier in our treatment of correlations. One has to consider the
full Hamiltonian when dealing with the dielectric function rather than just Hy. Let us now try and do this.

8 v 1 v
Zanq(k) = (€k—q/2 — €k+q/2)ntq(k) + Z %[nq(k),pq/]pt_q, + Z ﬁpg’ [nq(k)7p—ql]
q #0 q #0
+ > (Ueat(q t) + Ul (—q 1)) [ng(k), o] (138)
q'#0

[nq(k), Py’ ] = Z [CL+q/2ck*Q/2’ CI{’ +q' 25K —d’ /2]
k/

_ T _ Z T
- Z 0k+q/20k/_q//25k_q/2,k/+q//2 % +q' /zck—q/25k+q/2,k/—q//2
K’ K’
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~ Oq _o no(k + q/2) — no(k — q/2)] (139)

i%ng(k) = (ex—q/2 — Exrq/2)ng (k) + %(no(k +a/2) —no(k — a/2))p},

+ (Uear(—at) + Uz (at)) (no(k + q/2) — no(k — q/2)) (140)

Let us make a first pass at the computation of the dielectric function. Here, we make use of mean-field
theory, that is, replace

(no(k )pq) = (no(k)){pq) (141)
w (Nt (K)) = (x_q/a — Errqy2)(nk k) + “Vq«no (k +a/2)) — (no(k — a/2)))(pl,)

+ (Ueat(—at) + Uz (at)) ((no(k + q/2)) — (no(k — a/2))) (142)

_ vq (no(k+q/2)) — (no(k —q/2))  ,
_ (Pq)
w Ek—q/2 + €k+q/2

(no(k +a/2)) — (no(k — q/2))

+ (Ueat(—at) + Uy (at)) (143)
W — €k—q/2 T €ktq/2
This means,
PO(qa w)
_q) = U.n(qt 144
<p C1> U t(q) E(q,W) ( )
no(k —q/2)) — {ng(k + q/2
P = 3 (00— /2) ol +a/2) )
K W — €xtq/2 + €k—q/2
claw) =1 - Polaw) (146)
From this and the fact that
Uext(qt)
€g-rPA(Q,w) = =e(q,w) (147)
! Uers(at)

Next we would like to include fluctuations. Let us do this differently this time via the use of the BBGKY
heirarchy.

P4 () = (ks — eierar2) i (K)) + 22 (molle + a/2)) — {mo(k — a/2))) ()

_|_vvq(F2A(k—|—q/2,q) —Fak—q/2,q))

+ (Ueat(—qt) + UZyi(qt)) (no(k +q/2) — no(k — q/2)) (148)

Here,

Foa(k',q;t) = (no(k )pt) — (no(k ) (pLy) (149)
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Fa(k K, q51) = (oK ) (1)) — (o (I ) (1) (150)

Poa(k ,qit) =Y Fa(k';k q;t) (151)
k

. (9 ’ ’ v ’ ’
im ok ke ;1) = (aqjz — acra/2) (K sk ast) + V(K K+ @/2) = Nk k —a/2))(p})

32 (ol + a/2)) — {0k — /2)) Eaa (&', 1) + (Uear(~at) + Uty (@) (N(K e+ a/2) = N(K K~ a/2))

(152)
Let us write,
Fy(k';k,G;t) = Uept(—at) Faa(k 1k, @) + Uzyp(at) Fap (K 5k, q) (153)
() = Uear(—at) (pg) + Ulys(at) (pg) (154)
Also define,
N(k k') = (no(k)no(k )) — (no(k))(no(k)) (155)
@ Faa(k' 1k ) = (e-q/2 = Gicrar2) Faa (K 1k @) + T2V (K K+ a/2) = N k = a/2) (pg)
+ T2 ((nolk+a/2)) = (nolk — a/2)) Fix (k@) + (N (K ke + a/2) = N(k k- q/2)) (156)
—w Fop(k 1k, q) = (r-q/2 = @cra/2) Fan(K 1k, a) + 2V K+ a/2) = N(K k- a/2))(py)
+ T2 ((nolk+a/2)) = (nolk — a/2)) Fu (K q) + (N (K ke + a/2) = N(k . k - q/2)) (157)
o o Vax~ Nk k+q/2)-NK k—q/2),
6(q7 W) FQA (k 7q) - v g W — €x_q/2 ¥+ Clta/2 <pq>
iy N(k',k+q/2) — Nk, k —q/2) (158)

” W — €xk—q/2 T €k+q/2

w Ca(k) = (ex—q/2—cra/2) Ca(k)+ 72 (no(k-+a/2)) = (o (k—a/2))) (pg) + 72 (F5a (k+a/2) - Fs (k—q/2))

+ ((no(k +a/2)) — (no(k — q/2))) (159)

vg (no(k +q/2)) — (no(k —q/2)) , -

Cqk) =
q( ) vV W_Equ/2+€k+q/2 <pq>
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I (no(k +a/2)) — (no(k — q/2))
W= €k—q/2 T €ktaq/2

L YaFa(k+a/2,.q) - Fiy(k—q/2,q)

160
Vv W — €x_q/2 T €ktq/2 (160)

After all this, it may be shown that the overall dielectric function including possible fluctutations in the
momentum distribution is given by,

U_Cl)2 P2(qvw)

eeff(@w) = €g—rra(q,w) — ( V7 €e—rpalq,w)
g— )

(161)

Here,

3 N(k+q/2,k +q/2) — Nk —q/2,k +q/2) — N(k+q/2,k —q/2) + Nk —q/2,k" —q/2)

P (q,w) =
2(q,w) (W — €x—q/2 + €xyq/2) (W — €' —q/2 T ek’“l/Q)

k.k’

(162)

€g-rPA(Q,w) =1+ (163)

va (0 k+Q/2)> — (no(k —q/2))
-

V — €k4q/2 + €k—q/2
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