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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.
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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 CL’O, in an environment where the interactions are described
by the potential Vz Using the equation of motion method [3], the motion of the
single particle characterized by k-momentum and o-spin, (E, o), is coupled with the
motion of two particles and a hole, described by a c{cgc;), term. This term leads to
the Hartree energy if we keep only the term with ¢ = 0 (i.e. neglecting the density
fluctuations) and replace the product cfc 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 cicgcg — c{ <c£cg> — cg <C];Cg>. 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-



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 *He [21]. In this
paper we analyze the uniform electron gas with non-Coulomb interactions of the
form r~". 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



Coulomb case are reobtained considering n = 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:
Vo= [dr V(e (1)

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

From this, eq.(1) becomes:
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Figure 1: Geometry for 3D integration
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Using the plane-wave expansion:

ehreose = N4 (20 + 1) Py(cos a) iy (kr) (3)
1=0
where P)(x) are Legendre polynomials and j;(z) are spherical Bessel functions of
the first kind, and the following identities [22]:

U U — '
Py (cosvy) = Py(cos )Py (cost') Z Pl, (cos 0) P (cost') cos[m(p — ¢')]

) (4)

(P™(x) - is the associated Legendre polynomial) and:

. 2
/0 df sin @ Py(cos®) Py(cosb) = ST o (5)
(01, - is the Kronecker delta), one obtains:
ZVZ p. k) P(cos®') (6)
with:
Vilp. k) = 4m(20+ 1) [~ dr 2V (r) o)) ©

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

(h = 1) [4,5]:
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7 om / e (®)
or:
2
_ p 2 /
=5 (27r / / dk k” sin §'df ZV p, k) Py(cos @) (9)

With the use of the integral:

/_ 11 dz 2" Py(z) = 0 (10)



for m < n, the electron energy becomes:
o1

=5 "5
2m 2w

/OPF dk K2 Vi(p, k) (11)

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

fp= 2 "k [T dr V) i) (12)
Pom  wlJo 0

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

tion of the first kind:

. T
INCENE e (13)
the ¢, energy will be:
P v "k K2 (k 14
ep—%—%/o PV [ \ (kr) (14)

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

2 00
e, = P — pp /% i dr V(r)Ji(pr)Js(prr) (15)

V(r)=— (16)

rn

Here, A is a coefficient whose dimensionality is linked to the number 7, in order
to preserve the dimensionality of the potential energy. 7 is a number that models
the non-Coulomb character of the interaction. For 0 < n < 1 the interaction is of
the super long-range type, and for n > 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 »~"7 with n < d, where d is the space

dimension, with the Fourier transform of the interaction V; ~ |q|7~¢, for d = 3 and
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d = 2. Using eq.(16), the notation y = p/pp, and the new variable z = ppr, the ¢,
energy becomes:
2

1 0
0= g~ AV \/; f) 4= )y (e) "

and using standard integrals [23] the final result will be:
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for 0 < n < 3. Here, I'(2) is the Gamma function, and F(«, §;7; 2) is the hyper-
geometric function. In Fig.2 we plot, qualitatively, the momentum dependence of

the €, energy for both cases, 7 < 1 and n > 1. For small values of the particle’s

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

momentum the negative exchange energy part dominates. This is a consequence of



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 ¢, energy for p
close to the Fermi momentum pg. For the case p — pr;p < pr, using:

Iy —a—-p)
I'(y —a)l'(y = 5)

L(y)a+ 8 —7)

Fa, B;7v;2) = Fla,B;a+ B8 —v+1;1—2)+

+(1 — z)77>F Fy—a,y—Biy—a—8+1;1-=z 19
(1—-2) RORE) (v —a, v =By B ) (19)
and series expansion for the hypergeometric function we obtain:
3—
-~ p% Apl! I (Tn)
P om P
m 210 (1+2)
(n) 2\7_ L'(=n)
x Fit (1-v") = F (20)
{F (3)r (%) ()1 (-3)
with:
nBFn) 2
~ — 21
Fie 21T Yy (120) 2

The case y = 1 (p = pr) is easily obtained because F; = F, = 1, and (1 — 4?)" = 0.

For the case p — pp, p > pr, in a similar way, one obtains:

B U
P 2m 21y3=nT" (g)
" I'(n) R I'(—n)
{r(1+g)r(3;n)F3+ (1 y2> r(%ﬁ)r@-g)ﬂ} (22)
where:
. CFEnEFN 1
Foam 1t 4(1Fn) <1 y2> (23)



In order to reobtain the result for the Coulomb case we will use eq.(18) with A = €2

and n = 1. In this case we obtain:

=5 T\ 3 y=1 (24)

Using here the following identities [24]:

13 11— (1+y
Fl1,—=:=; 2):— 1 2
(’ 22 ) T3 Ty n(l—y) (25)

15 3 1—22 /1
F(l,—;—;x2):— R ln( +x) (26)
22 212 2x 1—2z

the final result is the well known formula:

and:

(27)

€p

2 21 1-92 |1
p epp[_+ yln| +yH

" o2m 7 2 4y 1—y

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

particles, given by:

Eyr = Ey)y + Ejfy (28)
where:
2
1 _ 3 Pr
FEypn=—- =" N 2
pp=2 29

as:
+3 3—
o Ap'" F(Tﬂ I,
EHF:_%1 YOI (30)
w2 (3)T (1+14)
where:
1 3—nm n 3
= [y (S0 -5 1
0 =) dyy 5 55 (31)



For the Coulomb interaction /,—; = 1/4, and:

2,4
2 ep
By =~ (32)

For the non-Coulomb case, using the new variable 2 = y? and the following integral:

L))y +p—a—p) (33)

1
/0 dr 2771 — )"~ F(a, Biv;a) = Ty +p—al(7+p—p)

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

Enr §ﬁ _A<]£>" 12F(3_;2) I'(n) (34)
N 5 2m

= 2
>) S 0o (59 [ (3)
The velocity of the particle is obtained taking the derivative of €, with respect to
p. For the case y = p/pr < 1, using the first line from (18), one obtains:

i (°7")

P2, —1 n5 p’
m 3 p%22nr(g)r(1+—g)pF< 2 ’1_5757_%>

Up =

(35)

3

and for y > 1 the velocity becomes:

F(a,b;c;z) = Cii e F(a—1,b;c—1;2) — Fla—1,b—1;c—1;2)]  (37)
c—1 4, c—b 1
F(1,b;¢2) = _1(1—36) —b_l(l—:c) F(1,b—1;¢x) (38)
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and eqs.(25-26). The velocity will be:

21 [14¢® |1
vp:£+e——l +yln| +y|—1] (39)

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

three-dimensional case, is [4]:

N(p) = —2— (40)

72yl
Here we will be interested in the momentum dependence of the density of states
near the Fermi momentum pp.
e For the case p — pr, p < pr, using eq.(19) and the series of the hypergeometric

function, we obtain:

Up—pr = ‘l'g F 3 : N
20 (3)1 (1+12)
I (3)T(~1+7) ptin T(2)T(1 =)
e o g @
where:
Q1:F<5_Tn,1—g,2—n71—y2):1+%(1—y2) (42)
and:
Qz=F<g,3+Tn;n;1—y2)21+3TT77(1—y2) (43)

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

a.) Case: 7> 1, when (1 —32)” ™" = 0. In this case:
pr | 2 pr\"?
e = |24 A (%) ) (a4
with: . )
r(=2)r(=1+n)
M(n) = (45)



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

2pp
72|24 A ()" M)

N(pr) = (46)
b.) Case: n < 1. In this case the term containing (1 —y?)” """ is dominant in
the expression of velocity. Taking this term into account and using the complements

formula for the Gamma function, we get (n # 0):

AT(1 = n) (pr\"! PP\
Up—spp = % (?F> (1 — p_% Sin (7) (47)
and the density of states:
on—1 5 p? 1=n
N (p — pr) ~ [ (1 - = 48
( 2 TAT(1 —n) ’sin (%’7)’ g P 48)

e For the case p — pr, p > pr, following similar steps, the velocity close to the

Fermi momentum will be:

r(2)rm 1\ T(3)r=n
e (-3 rire g
9 [ T()T(-1+n) 1\ r(3)ra—mn)
+5(1_§> IEnNe )Sl+<1—y2> F(L;I)P(Q—g)82 (49)
where:
1, @d=n06-n) 1
si=1+ G (1) o0
and:
S 1+<2+7’i£]3+”) <1—%> (51)



Here, at the Fermi momentum, F3 = F; =8 =S =1, (1-1/y*)" =0, for n > 0,
and (1 —1/y*)~1*" =0, for n > 1, and diverges for n < 1.

c.) For the case n > 1 we reobtain the result given by eq.(46) which shows that
at p = pr the density of states is non-zero and is continuous.

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

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

271 3—n p%? o
N (p— pr) =~ Dy (1 - —) 52
( 2 TAI'(1 —n) ‘sin (%)‘ r p? (52)

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

In the case of super-long range interaction (n < 1) the density of states tends to
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Figure 3: The 3D density of states for n < 1 and for n > 1

zero when p — pp, having a power function type dependence. In the sub-Coulomb
case (n > 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:
o= [ dr V(e T (53)

and we will use the 2D geometry, 6 being the angle between p and 7, #’ the angle

between p’ and E, to obtain:
S 27 ) '
— / d?“ TV(T) de 6—1107“ COSee’lk‘T’Cosa (54)
0 0

with @ = @ — #’. The angular integral I will be evaluated using the expression of

the exponential function with the Bessel functions [19]:

€% = Jo(2) + 2 Z i" Jn(2) cos(ny) (55)
n=1
to obtain:
I =21 e Ji(pr)Ji(kr) cos (16") (56)

1=0
with e, =1for [ =0, and g, =2 for [ = 1,2, 3, .... Finally, Vs will be:

o0

ZVl p, k) cos (10") (57)
where:
Vil k) =2y [ dr vV (r) Jpr) k) (58)
0
The Hartree-Fock energy, in two dimensions, will be:
2 kdkdf' &
/pF/ 2 ZV p, k) cos (10") (59)
and it is easy transformed to:
_ P /ka:dk/ood V() Jo(pr) Jo(kr) (60)
=5 A ; rrV(r)Jo(pr)Jo(kr
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Using now the non-Coulomb form of the interaction potential (16), after performing

the k-integration, and using again the notations y = p/pr and z = ppr, we obtain:
p? e
&= Ap%/o dz 27" Jo(yz)J1(2) (61)

and the result, after z-integration, is:

r(-4) no_M.q.,2 .
) om0 (1+2 F(1_§,—§,17y) py <1
— p_ _ Ul L'l 1-%) ) _
° = om DR 2,71“((%)[3(1%,)]2 sy =1 (62)
i _n _n. 'i .
277y2*711"(g)F ( 271 29 27 yz) Yy > 1

for 0 < n < 2. As in the three-dimensional case, in two dimensions and at small
values of the momentum, ¢, is negative due to the exchange hole space around
electrons. This behavior is maintained until around the Fermi momentum, for n < 1.
Close to the Fermi momentum, for p — pr, p < pr, following similar steps as for

the 3D case, we obtain:

I( A1 D(=n) }
X G+ (1—y Go (63)
{F(%)F( DR
where:
Gio~1F g i Z; (1 - yz) (64)

x mgg + (1 - ?> w% (65)



with:

AL
Gaa 1t A4(1=Fn) <1 y2> (96)

From eq.(62) the Coulomb result, obtained taking again A = e* and n = 1, is:

TF(5-5Ly?) sy<1

2 2
P~ 2epr
= — — Sy = 67
c 2m s 1 y=1 (67)
EF(5:52%) sy>1
Using the following identities:
s 1 1
~F(z, -1 2>:E 68
P (5-500) = B@) (68)

and:

111\ 42 1 1 1
Fl=,=:2,=|=—|E|-|-|1-=]|K|[- 69
(2’ 2 ’y2> a l <y> ( y2> <y>1 o)
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]:

E(y) yy <1
vy =1 (70)

V[EG)- (1)K ()] von

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

D 2e*pp
 2m T

Eyp = Ey) + Ejfp (71)
where, in 2D:
HE"9 om
and:
ApT (1




with:
! non... 2>

For the Coulomb case Y, = 4/(37), and:

Ejfp =~ (75)

For the general case, using the new variable z = y? in eq.(74), and the integral (33),

the scaled Hartree-Fock energy in two dimensions becomes:

mﬁ_;gg_Aeqn r(1-4)Tm -
= 2 3
v e M) )
The velocity of the particle, for y = p/pr < 1, is easy obtained as:
p Ll (2-1) N 0. P
v,=—+Apl ——L pF|(2—=,1— 2,2, 7
" m r 20 (1+2) 27 277 ph )
For the Coulomb case it reduces to:
_p+€2 F(3 1.2. 2) (78)
Up - m 2 y 27 27 7y
With eq.(37), and using:
s 11
~F(=,5:1 2) =K
D P (5o l?) = K@) (79)
v Is rewritten as:
p 2e?
=—+—[K(y) - F 80
Up m+7ry[ (y) — E(y)] (80)

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

r(2-1 31
v, = % + 2Ap%12?(71“(1212)) <]£> X
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2 2 2

i n . Pp 1< 7]> PR i n . Pr
Fll—-—=1—=2~=|4+=-(1—= — | Fl|2—=,2—=:3:— 81
X{ ( 27 27 7p2> 9 9 (p) ( 27 27 7p2>} ( )

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

2e? 1 1
m 7 y y
Both velocities, in the Coulomb case, diverges at p = pr. Now we will approximate

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

for p — pr, p < pr, we obtain:

N(—1+ 2\ ~14n I'(1—mn) }
X Ti+(1—-y Ts (83)
D =
where:
7’1:1%—%(1—:&) (84)
and:
T 14200 (1) (85)

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

DR} 2 23 77—22F(2—g)1“(—1+77)
) Y

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

will be: .
AT(1—n) [pr\"! P\
=MD (Y (D)

On the opposite side, for p — pg, p > pr, the velocity is approximated as:

(86)

p L I(2-3)
EF+2AP?: ! Y (32) X

Up—pp =
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1/ n\|20(-1+n) 1\ er -y
*3 <1 2> [[p (1+g)f%+ <1 y2> r(2-2)] s } (88)
with:
AL
21’2_1+4(1¢n) (1 y2> (89)
and:
Hy o~ 1+ i?Q__”;) <1 - %) (90)
N (2+n)? 1
’H2_1+T<1—?> (91)

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

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

AT(1 =n) /pp\7T! 2\ s
o O ()

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

p

N(p) = —— (93)
7 |vp]
For nn > 1 the non-zero density of states at the Fermi momentum is:
1
N(pr) = 2 T3 i (94)
. _2\p(—
S Ee —}
SR
For n < 1, close to the Fermi momentum, the density of states is given by:
1-n
P’ .
N (0 p) - v [ (8) e
P —Pr)= 7 Pro X 1-1
AL(1—mn) }Sm (_271)‘ ( - Z—%) ;P> pr
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In the case of the sub-Coulomb interaction (n > 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 (n < 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.
II1. 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 »~7, for
1n < 1 having the super-long range type potential, and for n > 1 the sub-Coulomb
type potential. For n = 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 < 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 (n > 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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