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We analyzed the Hartree-Fock approximation for an electron system. The inter-

action between particles is modeled by a non-Coulombian potential. We analyzed

both the three-dimensional and two-dimensional systems. We obtained accurate an-

alytical results for the particle energy, the particle velocity, the ground state energy

of the system as well as the momentum dependent density of states. The previous

classical results for the Coulombian case were reobtained as particular cases.

Key-words : Hartree-Fock approximation, Non-Coulomb interactions, Three and

two dimensional systems, Ground state energy, Density of states

I. Introduction

A quantum-mechanical description of the electron motion in a solid requires the

many electrons Hamiltonian that contains the kinetic and the interaction contribu-

tion. For electrons in a solid the interaction contribution correspond to the potential
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due to the nuclei and the two particle Coulomb interaction between electrons. In

the independent electron approximation one consider that each electron moves in an

average external field created by all the other electrons. When one utilizes a product

wave-function of the N electrons and the average potential due to all the other elec-

trons one obtains the Hartree approximation [1,2]. The Hartree potential depends on

the electron density which itself depends on the single particle wave-functions. From

here the Hartree potential needs to be self-consistently determined. The Hartree en-

ergy can easily determined considering the motion of a single particle, characterized

by the creation operator c†k,σ, in an environment where the interactions are described

by the potential V~q. Using the equation of motion method [3], the motion of the

single particle characterized by k-momentum and σ-spin, (~k, σ), is coupled with the

motion of two particles and a hole, described by a c†1c
†
2c3 term. This term leads to

the Hartree energy if we keep only the term with ~q = 0 (i.e. neglecting the density

fluctuations) and replace the product c†c with its ground state expectation value.

The Hartree-Fock approximation (HFA) goes beyond Hartree approximation taking

into account the antisymmetric character of the many-fermions wave functions, in-

corporating the concept of exchange interaction [4,5]. For non-interacting electrons

the antisymmetric wave function is the well-known Slater determinant [2]. The usual

approximation is to consider the ions as an uniform positive charge background that

compensate the negative charge of the electrons (jellium model). For such uniform

systems the HFA reduces to a first order calculation. With the equation of motion

method the HFA result for a uniform system is obtained using the linearized result

for the trilinear term c†1c
†
2c3 → c†1

〈

c†2c3
〉

− c†2
〈

c†1c3
〉

. On the other hand, the interac-

tions between electrons can lead to instabilities in the system, which are distorsion

instabilities of the Fermi surface [6,7]. For a two-dimensional uniform system, con-
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sidering a central interaction potential, Quintanilla et.al.[8] shows the possibility of

a quantum phase transition, of first or of second order, depending on the form of

the interaction potential. The importance of the HFA for a two-dimensional jellium

system was discussed in [9] in connection with the field of semiconductor quantum

dot technology. The temperature effect on exchange Hartree-Fock energy of the

two-dimensional electron gas was discussed by Hong and Mahan [10] in connection

with trapped electrons in semiconductor interfaces. On the other hand, the sys-

tems of many particles in which the interactions are non-Coulombian are of both

theoretical and experimental interest [11-17]. For such systems, the Fermi liquid

character can be destroyed by long-range interactions, in the dimension 1 < d < 2,

as was pointed out in Ref.[18]. Classical particle systems with super-long range

type interactions can present special properties, as shown in Ref.[19]. Thus, these

(non-integrable) systems can lead to divergences in the expression of energy, and

for these systems the statistical ensembles can be inequivalent. In the case of long-

range interacting quantum systems a series of important experimental results were

obtained [20], these interactions having a strong influence on the critical behavior

(e.g. the susceptibility) of the systems. For bosonic systems, the super-long range

type interactions also lead to the modification of the energy spectrum with effects

in the properties of e.g. ultracold dipolar systems and superfluid 4He [21]. In this

paper we analyze the uniform electron gas with non-Coulomb interactions of the

form r−η. We calculate the particle energy, the Hartree-Fock energy of the system,

the particle velocity, and the density of states. The analysis is done for both three-

dimensional and two-dimensional systems, assuming the stability of the systems.

The difficult problem of stability remains to be analyzed in a future paper. For the

three-dimensional system as well as for the two-dimensional one the results for the
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Coulomb case are reobtained considering η = 1.

II. Model

A. The three-dimensional system

First we will analyze the three-dimensional (3D) case with the Fourier transform

of the interacting potential given by:

V~p−~k =
∫

d3r V (r)e−i(~p−~k)~r (1)

where V (r) is the interacting potential, and we will use the geometry from Fig.1

From this, eq.(1) becomes:

Figure 1: Geometry for 3D integration

V~p−~k =
∫

d3r V (r)e−ipr cos θeikr cos γ (2)
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Using the plane-wave expansion:

eikr cosα =
∞
∑

l=0

il(2l + 1)Pl(cosα)jl(kr) (3)

where Pl(x) are Legendre polynomials and jl(x) are spherical Bessel functions of

the first kind, and the following identities [22]:

Pl′(cos γ) = Pl′(cos θ)Pl′(cos θ
′) + 2

l′
∑

m=1

(l′ −m)!

(l′ +m)!
Pm
l′ (cos θ)P

m
l′ (cosθ

′) cos[m(ϕ− ϕ′)]

(4)

(Pm
l (x) - is the associated Legendre polynomial) and:

∫ π

0
dθ sin θ Pl(cos θ) Pl′(cos θ) =

2

2l + 1
δl,l′ (5)

(δl,l′ - is the Kronecker delta), one obtains:

V~p−~k =
∞
∑

l=0

Vl(p, k) Pl(cos θ
′) (6)

with:

Vl(p, k) = 4π(2l + 1)
∫ ∞

0
dr r2V (r) jl(pr)jl(kr) (7)

The Hartree-Fock energy of an electron, in a homogeneous system, is given by

(h̄ = 1) [4,5]:

εp =
p2

2m
−
∫

d3k

(2π)3
V~p−~k (8)

or:

εp =
p2

2m
− 1

(2π)2

∫ pF

0

∫ π

0
dk k2 sin θ′dθ′

∞
∑

l=0

Vl(p, k) Pl(cos θ
′) (9)

With the use of the integral:

∫ 1

−1
dx xmPn(x) = 0 (10)
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for m < n, the electron energy becomes:

εp =
p2

2m
− 1

2π2

∫ pF

0
dk k2V0(p, k) (11)

where pF - is the Fermi momentum. With (7), eq.(11) is rewritten as:

εp =
p2

2m
− 2

π

∫ pF

0
dk k2

∫ ∞

0
dr r2V (r) j0(pr)j0(kr) (12)

Using the formula that connects the spherical Bessel function with the Bessel func-

tion of the first kind:

jν(z) =

√

π

2z
Jν+ 1

2

(z) (13)

the εp energy will be:

εp =
p2

2m
− 1√

p

∫ ∞

0
dr r V (r)J 1

2

(pr)
∫ pF

0
dk k3/2J 1

2

(kr) (14)

The last integral in eq.(14) is easy evaluated to obtain:

εp =
p2

2m
− pF

√

pF
p

∫ ∞

0
dr V (r)J 1

2

(pr)J 3

2

(pF r) (15)

Now we will evaluate εp for the non-Coulomb interaction described by the potential:

V (r) =
A

rη
(16)

Here, A is a coefficient whose dimensionality is linked to the number η, in order

to preserve the dimensionality of the potential energy. η is a number that models

the non-Coulomb character of the interaction. For 0 < η < 1 the interaction is of

the super long-range type, and for η > 1 it is of the sub-Coulomb type. Usually,

the systems with long-range interactions are defined as the systems where the two-

particle potential at large distances decays as r−η with η ≤ d, where d is the space

dimension, with the Fourier transform of the interaction V~q ∼ |q|η−d, for d = 3 and
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d = 2. Using eq.(16), the notation y = p/pF , and the new variable z = pF r, the εp

energy becomes:

εp =
p2

2m
− ApηF

√

1

y

∫ ∞

0
dz z−ηJ 1

2

(yz)J 3

2

(z) (17)

and using standard integrals [23] the final result will be:

εp =
p2

2m
− ApηF































Γ( 3−η

2 )
2ηΓ( 1

2)Γ(1+
η

2 )
F
(

3−η
2
,−η

2
; 3
2
; y2

)

; y < 1

Γ(η)Γ( 3−η

2 )
2ηΓ( η

2 )Γ(1+
η

2)Γ(
3+η

2 )
; y = 1

Γ( 3−η

2 )
2ηy3−ηΓ( 5

2)Γ(
η

2 )
F
(

3−η
2
, 1− η

2
; 5
2
; 1
y2

)

; y > 1

(18)

for 0 < η < 3. Here, Γ(z) is the Gamma function, and F (α, β; γ; z) is the hyper-

geometric function. In Fig.2 we plot, qualitatively, the momentum dependence of

the εp energy for both cases, η < 1 and η > 1. For small values of the particle’s

Figure 2: Qualitative dependence of the particle energy, for η < 1 and for η > 1

momentum the negative exchange energy part dominates. This is a consequence of
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the Pauli exclusion principle, leading to the well-known exchange hole space around

an electron. The situation is similar to the Coulomb case, the differences being of

the quantitative nature. In the following we will approximate the εp energy for p

close to the Fermi momentum pF . For the case p → pF ; p < pF , using:

F (α, β; γ; z) =
Γ(γ)Γ(γ − α− β)

Γ(γ − α)Γ(γ − β)
F (α, β;α+ β − γ + 1; 1− z)+

+(1− z)γ−α−β Γ(γ)Γ(α + β − γ)

Γ(α)Γ(β)
F (γ − α, γ − β; γ − α− β + 1; 1− z) (19)

and series expansion for the hypergeometric function we obtain:

εp ≃
p2F
2m

−ApηF
Γ
(

3−η
2

)

2ηΓ
(

1 + η
2

)×

×






Γ(η)

Γ
(

η
2

)

Γ
(

3+η
2

)F1 +
(

1− y2
)η Γ(−η)

Γ
(

3−η
2

)

Γ
(

−η
2

)F2







(20)

with:

F1,2 ≃ 1∓ η(3∓ η)

4(1∓ η)

(

1− y2
)

(21)

The case y = 1 (p = pF ) is easily obtained because F1 = F2 = 1, and (1− y2)
η
= 0.

For the case p → pF , p > pF , in a similar way, one obtains:

εp ≃
p2F
2m

−ApηF
Γ
(

3−η
2

)

2ηy3−ηΓ
(

η
2

)×

×






Γ(η)

Γ
(

1 + η
2

)

Γ
(

3+η
2

)F3 +

(

1− 1

y2

)η
Γ(−η)

Γ
(

3−η
2

)

Γ
(

1− η
2

)F4







(22)

where:

F3,4 ≃ 1 +
(2∓ η)(3∓ η)

4(1∓ η)

(

1− 1

y2

)

(23)
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In order to reobtain the result for the Coulomb case we will use eq.(18) with A = e2

and η = 1. In this case we obtain:

εp =
p2

2m
− 2e2pF

π



























F
(

1,−1
2
; 3
2
; y2

)

; y < 1

1
2

; y = 1

1
3y2

F
(

1, 1
2
; 5
2
; 1
y2

)

; y > 1

(24)

Using here the following identities [24]:

F
(

1,−1

2
;
3

2
; y2

)

=
1

2
+

1− y2

4y
ln

(

1 + y

1− y

)

(25)

and:

F
(

1,
1

2
;
5

2
; x2

)

=
3

2x2

[

1− 1− x2

2x
ln
(

1 + x

1− x

)

]

(26)

the final result is the well known formula:

εp =
p2

2m
− 2e2pF

π

[

1

2
+

1− y2

4y
ln

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1 + y

1− y

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

]

(27)

Now we will evaluate the ground state Hartree-Fock energy of a system of N

particles, given by:

EHF = E
(1)
HF + E

(2)
HF (28)

where:

E
(1)
HF =

3

5

p2F
2m

N (29)

is the contribution of the free system, and the exchange contribution is calculated

as:

E
(2)
HF = −

Apη+3
F Γ

(

3−η
2

)

Iη

2η+1π2Γ
(

3
2

)

Γ
(

1 + η
2

) (30)

where:

Iη =
∫ 1

0
dy y2F

(

3− η

2
,−η

2
;
3

2
; y2

)

(31)
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For the Coulomb interaction Iη=1 = 1/4, and:

E
(2)
HF = −e2p4F

4π3
(32)

For the non-Coulomb case, using the new variable x = y2 and the following integral:

∫ 1

0
dx xγ−1(1− x)ρ−1F (α, β; γ; x) =

Γ(γ)Γ(ρ)Γ(γ + ρ− α− β)

Γ(γ + ρ− α)Γ(γ + ρ− β)
(33)

we get for the scaled Hartree-Fock energy the following result:

EHF

N
=

3

5

p2F
2m

− A
(

pF
2

)η 12 Γ
(

3−η
2

)

Γ(η)

η(η + 1)(η + 3)Γ
(

1+η
2

) [

Γ
(

η
2

)]2 (34)

The velocity of the particle is obtained taking the derivative of εp with respect to

p. For the case y = p/pF < 1, using the first line from (18), one obtains:

vp =
p

m
+

2

3
Apη−2

F

ηΓ
(

5−η
2

)

2ηΓ
(

3
2

)

Γ
(

1 + η
2

) p F

(

5− η

2
, 1− η

2
;
5

2
;
p2

p2F

)

(35)

and for y > 1 the velocity becomes:

vp =
p

m
+ 2Apη−1

F

Γ
(

5−η
2

)

2ηΓ
(

5
2

)

Γ
(

η
2

)

(

pF
p

)4−η

×

×






F

(

3− η

2
, 1− η

2
;
5

2
;
p2F
p2

)

+
2

5

(

1− η

2

)

(

pF
p

)2

F

(

5− η

2
, 2− η

2
;
7

2
;
p2F
p2

)







(36)

The Coulomb case, A = e2 and η = 1, is obtained using the following identities:

F (a, b; c; x) =
c− 1

a− 1
x−1 [F (a− 1, b; c− 1; x)− F (a− 1, b− 1; c− 1; x)] (37)

F (1, b; c; x) =
c− 1

b− 1
(1− x)−1 − c− b

b− 1
(1− x)−1F (1, b− 1; c; x) (38)
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and eqs.(25-26). The velocity will be:

vp =
p

m
+

e2

π

1

y

[

1 + y2

2y
ln

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1 + y

1− y

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

− 1

]

(39)

Using the determined velocities one can evaluate the density of states which, in the

three-dimensional case, is [4]:

N(p) =
p2

π2 |vp|
(40)

Here we will be interested in the momentum dependence of the density of states

near the Fermi momentum pF .

• For the case p → pF , p < pF , using eq.(19) and the series of the hypergeometric

function, we obtain:

vp→pF ≃ pF
m

+
2

3
Apη−1

F

ηΓ
(

5−η
2

)

2ηΓ
(

3
2

)

Γ
(

1 + η
2

)×

×






Γ
(

5
2

)

Γ(−1 + η)

Γ
(

η
2

)

Γ
(

3+η
2

) Q1 +
(

1− y2
)−1+η Γ

(

5
2

)

Γ(1− η)

Γ
(

5−η
2

)

Γ
(

1− η
2

)Q2







(41)

where:

Q1 = F
(

5− η

2
, 1− η

2
; 2− η; 1− y2

)

≃ 1 +
5− η

4

(

1− y2
)

(42)

and:

Q2 = F
(

η

2
,
3 + η

2
; η; 1− y2

)

≃ 1 +
3 + η

4

(

1− y2
)

(43)

At the Fermi momentum p = pF , and Q1 = Q2 = 1. Here we distinguish two cases:

a.) Case: η > 1, when (1− y2)
−1+η

= 0. In this case:

vp=pF =
pF
2

[

2

m
+ A

(

pF
2

)η−2

M(η)

]

(44)

with:

M(η) =
Γ
(

5−η
2

)

Γ(−1 + η)
[

Γ
(

η
2

)]2
Γ
(

3+η
2

)
(45)
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The density of states at Fermi momentum has a finite (non-zero) value given by:

N(pF ) =
2pF

π2

[

2
m
+ A

(

pF
2

)η−2 M(η)
] (46)

b.) Case: η < 1. In this case the term containing (1− y2)
−1+η

is dominant in

the expression of velocity. Taking this term into account and using the complements

formula for the Gamma function, we get (η 6= 0):

vp→pF ≃ AΓ(1− η)

π

(

pF
2

)η−1
(

1− p2

p2F

)−1+η

sin
(

πη

2

)

(47)

and the density of states:

N (p → pF ) ≃
2η−1

πAΓ(1− η)
∣

∣

∣sin
(

πη
2

)∣

∣

∣

p3−η
F

(

1− p2

p2F

)1−η

(48)

• For the case p → pF , p > pF , following similar steps, the velocity close to the

Fermi momentum will be:

vp→pF ≃ pF
m

+ 2Apη−1
F

Γ
(

5−η
2

)

2ηΓ
(

5
2

)

Γ
(

η
2

)×

×






Γ
(

5
2

)

Γ(η)

Γ
(

1 + η
2

)

Γ
(

3+η
2

)F3 +

(

1− 1

y2

)η Γ
(

5
2

)

Γ(−η)

Γ
(

3−η
2

)

Γ
(

1− η
2

)F4+

+
2

5

(

1− η

2

)





Γ
(

7
2

)

Γ(−1 + η)

Γ
(

1 + η
2

)

Γ
(

3+η
2

)S1 +

(

1− 1

y2

)−1+η Γ
(

7
2

)

Γ(1− η)

Γ
(

5−η
2

)

Γ
(

2− η
2

)S2











(49)

where:

S1 ≃ 1 +
(4− η)(5− η)

4(2− η)

(

1− 1

y2

)

(50)

and:

S2 ≃ 1 +
(2 + η)(3 + η)

4η

(

1− 1

y2

)

(51)
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Here, at the Fermi momentum, F3 = F4 = S1 = S2 = 1, (1− 1/y2)η = 0, for η > 0,

and (1− 1/y2)−1+η = 0, for η > 1, and diverges for η < 1.

c.) For the case η > 1 we reobtain the result given by eq.(46) which shows that

at p = pF the density of states is non-zero and is continuous.

d.) For the case η < 1 taking again the dominant contribution from the particle

velocity, the density of states close to the Fermi momentum will be:

N (p → pF ) ≃
2η−1

πAΓ(1− η)
∣

∣

∣sin
(

πη
2

)
∣

∣

∣

p3−η
F

(

1− p2F
p2

)1−η

(52)

In Fig.3 we give a qualitative plot of the density of states for η < 1 and for η > 1.

In the case of super-long range interaction (η < 1) the density of states tends to

Figure 3: The 3D density of states for η < 1 and for η > 1

zero when p → pF , having a power function type dependence. In the sub-Coulomb

case (η > 1) the density of states is non-zero but lower than the density of states

for the free electron system.
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B. The two-dimensional system

In this case the Fourier form of the interacting potential is:

V~p−~k =
∫

d2r V (r)e−i(~p−~k)~r (53)

and we will use the 2D geometry, θ being the angle between ~p and ~r, θ′ the angle

between ~p and ~k, to obtain:

V~p−~k =
∫ ∞

0
dr rV (r)

∫ 2π

0
dθ e−ipr cos θeikr cosα (54)

with α = θ − θ′. The angular integral I will be evaluated using the expression of

the exponential function with the Bessel functions [19]:

eiz cosϕ = J0(z) + 2
∞
∑

n=1

inJn(z) cos(nϕ) (55)

to obtain:

I = 2π
∞
∑

l=0

εlJl(pr)Jl(kr) cos (lθ
′) (56)

with εl = 1 for l = 0, and εl = 2 for l = 1, 2, 3, .... Finally, V~p−~k will be:

V~p−~k =
∞
∑

l=0

Vl(p, k) cos (lθ
′) (57)

where:

Vl(p, k) = 2πεl

∫ ∞

0
dr rV (r) Jl(pr)Jl(kr) (58)

The Hartree-Fock energy, in two dimensions, will be:

εp =
p2

2m
−
∫ pF

0

∫ 2π

0

kdkdθ′

(2π)2

∞
∑

l=0

Vl(p, k) cos (lθ
′) (59)

and it is easy transformed to:

εp =
p2

2m
−
∫ pF

0
k dk

∫ ∞

0
dr rV (r)J0(pr)J0(kr) (60)

14



Using now the non-Coulomb form of the interaction potential (16), after performing

the k-integration, and using again the notations y = p/pF and z = pF r, we obtain:

εp =
p2

2m
− ApηF

∫ ∞

0
dz z−ηJ0(yz)J1(z) (61)

and the result, after z-integration, is:

εp =
p2

2m
− ApηF































Γ(1− η

2 )
2ηΓ(1+ η

2 )
F
(

1− η
2
,−η

2
; 1; y2

)

; y < 1

Γ(η)Γ(1− η

2 )
2ηΓ( η

2 )[Γ(1+
η

2 )]
2 ; y = 1

Γ(1− η

2 )
2ηy2−ηΓ( η

2)
F
(

1− η
2
, 1− η

2
; 2; 1

y2

)

; y > 1

(62)

for 0 < η < 2. As in the three-dimensional case, in two dimensions and at small

values of the momentum, εp is negative due to the exchange hole space around

electrons. This behavior is maintained until around the Fermi momentum, for η ≤ 1.

Close to the Fermi momentum, for p → pF , p < pF , following similar steps as for

the 3D case, we obtain:

εp ≃
p2F
2m

−ApηF
Γ
(

1− η
2

)

2ηΓ
(

1 + η
2

)×

×






Γ(η)

Γ
(

η
2

)

Γ
(

1 + η
2

)G1 +
(

1− y2
)η Γ(−η)

Γ
(

1− η
2

)

Γ
(

−η
2

)G2







(63)

where:

G1,2 ≃ 1∓ η(2∓ η)

4(1∓ η)

(

1− y2
)

(64)

For p → pF , p > pF the result will be:

εp ≃
p2F
2m

−ApηF
Γ
(

1− η
2

)

2ηy2−ηΓ
(

η
2

)×

×











Γ(η)
[

Γ
(

1 + η
2

)]2G3 +

(

1− 1

y2

)η
Γ(−η)

[

Γ
(

1− η
2

)]2G4











(65)
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with:

G3,4 ≃ 1 +
(2∓ η)2

4(1∓ η)

(

1− 1

y2

)

(66)

From eq.(62) the Coulomb result, obtained taking again A = e2 and η = 1, is:

εp =
p2

2m
− 2e2pF

π



























π
2
F
(

1
2
,−1

2
; 1; y2

)

; y < 1

1 ; y = 1

π
4y

F
(

1
2
, 1
2
; 2; 1

y2

)

; y > 1

(67)

Using the following identities:

π

2
F
(

1

2
,−1

2
; 1; y2

)

= E(y) (68)

and:

F

(

1

2
,
1

2
; 2;

1

y2

)

=
4y2

π

[

E

(

1

y

)

−
(

1− 1

y2

)

K

(

1

y

)]

(69)

where E(y) is the complete elliptic integral of the second kind, and K(y) is the

complete elliptic integral of the first kind, one obtains the classical result [5, 25]:

εp =
p2

2m
− 2e2pF

π



























E(y) ; y < 1

1 ; y = 1

y
[

E
(

1
y

)

−
(

1− 1
y2

)

K
(

1
y

)]

; y > 1

(70)

The 2D Hartree-Fock energy for N particles is given by:

EHF = E
(1)
HF + E

(2)
HF (71)

where, in 2D:

E
(1)
HF =

1

2

p2F
2m

N (72)

and:

E
(2)
HF = −

Apη+2
F Γ

(

1− η
2

)

Yη

2η+1πΓ
(

1 + η
2

) (73)
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with:

Yη =
∫ 1

0
dy yF

(

1− η

2
,−η

2
; 1; y2

)

(74)

For the Coulomb case Yη=1 = 4/(3π), and:

E
(2)
HF = −2e2p3F

3π2
(75)

For the general case, using the new variable x = y2 in eq.(74), and the integral (33),

the scaled Hartree-Fock energy in two dimensions becomes:

EHF

N
=

1

2

p2F
2m

−A
(

pF
2

)η Γ
(

1− η
2

)

Γ(η)
(

1 + η
2

) (

η
2

)2 [

Γ
(

η
2

)]3 (76)

The velocity of the particle, for y = p/pF < 1, is easy obtained as:

vp =
p

m
+ Apη−2

F

ηΓ
(

2− η
2

)

2ηΓ
(

1 + η
2

) p F

(

2− η

2
, 1− η

2
; 2;

p2

p2F

)

(77)

For the Coulomb case it reduces to:

vp =
p

m
+

e2

2
y F

(

3

2
,
1

2
; 2; y2

)

(78)

With eq.(37), and using:

π

2
F
(

1

2
,
1

2
; 1; y2

)

= K(y) (79)

vp is rewritten as:

vp =
p

m
+

2e2

πy
[K(y)− E(y)] (80)

For the case y = p/pF > 1 the velocity will be:

vp =
p

m
+ 2Apη−1

F

Γ
(

2− η
2

)

2ηΓ
(

η
2

)

(

pF
p

)3−η

×
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×






F

(

1− η

2
, 1− η

2
; 2;

p2F
p2

)

+
1

2

(

1− η

2

)

(

pF
p

)2

F

(

2− η

2
, 2− η

2
; 3;

p2F
p2

)







(81)

For the Coulomb case, using again eq.(37), the velocity will be:

vp =
p

m
+

2e2

π

[

K

(

1

y

)

− E

(

1

y

)]

(82)

Both velocities, in the Coulomb case, diverges at p = pF . Now we will approximate

the velocities for p close to the Fermi momentum pF . In a similar way as in 3D case,

for p → pF , p < pF , we obtain:

vp→pF ≃ pF
m

+ Apη−1
F

ηΓ
(

2− η
2

)

2ηΓ
(

1 + η
2

)×

×






Γ(−1 + η)

Γ
(

η
2

)

Γ
(

1 + η
2

)T1 +
(

1− y2
)−1+η Γ(1− η)

Γ
(

2− η
2

)

Γ
(

1− η
2

)T2







(83)

where:

T1 ≃ 1 +
4− η

4

(

1− y2
)

(84)

and:

T2 ≃ 1 +
2 + η

4

(

1− y2
)

(85)

For η > 1, at the Fermi momentum, the velocity is given by:

vp=pF =
pF
2











2

m
+ A

(

pF
2

)η−2 2

η

Γ
(

2− η
2

)

Γ(−1 + η)
[

Γ
(

η
2

)]3











(86)

For η < 1, keeping the dominant term, close to the Fermi momentum, the velocity

will be:

vp→pF ≃ AΓ(1− η)

π

(

pF
2

)η−1
(

1− p2

p2F

)−1+η

sin
(

πη

2

)

(87)

On the opposite side, for p → pF , p > pF , the velocity is approximated as:

vp→pF ≃ pF
m

+ 2Apη−1
F

Γ
(

2− η
2

)

2ηΓ
(

η
2

) ×
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×











Γ(η)
[

Γ
(

1 + η
2

)]2Z1 +

(

1− 1

y2

)η
Γ(−η)

[

Γ
(

1− η
2

)]2Z2+

+
1

2

(

1− η

2

)







2Γ(−1 + η)
[

Γ
(

1 + η
2

)]2H1 +

(

1− 1

y2

)−1+η
2Γ(1− η)
[

Γ
(

2− η
2

)]2H2

















(88)

with:

Z1,2 ≃ 1 +
(2∓ η)2

4(1∓ η)

(

1− 1

y2

)

(89)

and:

H1 ≃ 1 +
(4− η)2

4(2− η)

(

1− 1

y2

)

(90)

H2 ≃ 1 +
(2 + η)2

4η

(

1− 1

y2

)

(91)

In this case, for η > 1, and at the Fermi momentum, we reobtain the result given

by eq.(86), and for η < 1 the result is:

vp→pF ≃ AΓ(1− η)

π

(

pF
2

)η−1
(

1− p2F
p2

)−1+η

sin
(

πη

2

)

(92)

Using these results one can calculate the 2D density of states N(p) given by:

N(p) =
p

π |vp|
(93)

For η > 1 the non-zero density of states at the Fermi momentum is:

N(pF ) =
1

π

{

1
m
+ A

(

pF
2

)η−2 Γ(2− η

2 )Γ(−1+η)

η[Γ( η

2 )]
3

} (94)

For η < 1, close to the Fermi momentum, the density of states is given by:

N (p → pF ) ≃
2η−1

AΓ(1− η)
∣

∣

∣sin
(

πη
2

)∣

∣

∣

p2−η
F ×















(

1− p2

p2
F

)1−η

; p < pF
(

1− p2
F

p2

)1−η

; p > pF

(95)
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In the case of the sub-Coulomb interaction (η > 1) the density of states at the

Fermi momentum is non-zero and lower than the free electrons case. On the other

hand, in the case of the super-long type interaction (η < 1), the density of states

is zero at the Fermi momentum, as in the three-dimensional case, the momentum

dependence close to the Fermi momentum being also of the power function type but

with a different coefficient.

III. Discussions

In this section we discuss the exact analytical results obtained for a system of

interacting fermions through a non-Coulomb type interaction. The analysis was done

for both three-dimensional and two-dimensional systems. The interaction between

the particles was modeled by a distance dependent potential of the form r−η, for

η < 1 having the super-long range type potential, and for η > 1 the sub-Coulomb

type potential. For η = 1 we have the Coulomb case , and the well-known results

from this case were reobtained, as particular cases, for both the three-dimensional

and for the two-dimensional case. We established general relations for the energy

of the particle in the presence of interaction, for the Hartree-Fock ground states

energy of the system, as well as for the momentum dependent density of states. The

density of states, which is a central quantity in statistical physics and in condensed

matter, was determined as a function of momentum and then its expression was

approximated in the vicinity of the Fermi momentum. In the case of the super-

long range type interaction the density of states is zero at the Fermi momentum

in both the three and two dimensions. Unlike the Coulomb case, where in the

vicinity of the Fermi momentum the momentum dependence of the density of states

is logarithmic, in the non-Coulomb case, for η < 1, it is of the power function type.
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However, even in this case the results are unrealistic as long as the screening effects

of the interaction are neglected. On the other hand, the sub-Coulomb case (η > 1),

where the interactions have a shorter range of action, approaches (but not as an

analytical expression) to the case of screened interaction. In this case the density

of states at the Fermi momentum is non-zero but lower than the free particles case.

However, the results obtained in this paper, even if they are somewhat unrealistic

without screening, they are an extension of the well-known Coulomb case, and could

be a platform for future investigations, such as plasmon collective oscillations in

condensed matter [26-34], Friedel oscillations [35-41], and other important properties

from condensed matter physics.
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