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Quantum plasmas with or without a uniform magnetic field. I1I.
Exact low-density algebraic tails of correlations
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For a multicomponent plasma of point charges with Coulomb interactions, the exact analytical low-density
expressions for leading algebraic tails of various quantum static correlations at large distances are derived at
the first two orders in density in the absence as well as in the presence of a uniform magnetic field B,. The
calculation is nonperturbative in the Planck constant £ and in the coupling with the magnetic field. It settles the
existence of algebraic quantum screening for position correlations with or without charge summations. In the
case of a one-component plasma (OCP) our calculation does coincide with another expression which we derive
from an exact sum rule specific to the OCP. A simple physical picture emerges from our results. At low
density, each algebraic tail arises merely from one effective quantum interaction: a squared dipolar energy
when B;=0 and a quadrupolar interaction in the anisotropic case By# 0. Only Maxwell-Boltzmann statistics
and free quantum motion are involved at the first two orders in density. Thus for a given value of the magnetic
coupling constant the coefficient is exactly proportional to %#*, and when B,=0, it coincides with the low-
density limit of the semiclassical calculation for a Coulomb potential regularized at the origin. Quantum
dynamics and quantum statistics in the presence of Coulomb interactions show up only at the third order in
density where a singular dependence in # appears. In the case B, =0, the classical the Debye screening proves
to be sufficient to enforce a cascade in the exponents of the leading algebraic tails when charges are summed
over. When B, # 0 a cancellation between the Debye screening effect and its semiclassical diffraction correc-
tion may be interpreted as a consequence of the intrinsic quantum nature of statistical magnetic properties.
Subsequently, the charge density induced by an external charge 8¢ is nonlinear in dq at the first order in
density when By#0. Finally, the crossover distance between classical exponential and quantum algebraic
falloffs is estimated: it is a few Debye lengths, because quantum effects are still quantitatively small in the
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regime where exact analytical results are available. [S1063-651X(98)02810-4]

PACS number(s): 05.30.—d, 05.70.Ce, 71.45.Gm

I. INTRODUCTION

In the present paper we exhibit the exact analytical low-
density limits of leading algebraic tails for various correla-
tions at large distances r in a quantum plasma of point
charges with Coulomb interaction at finite temperature
1/B: we address the particle-particle, particle-charge, and
charge-charge correlations, p(az;T(r), 2 e ypf;T(r), and
Ea,yeaeyp(fy)T(r), respectively. (In fact correlation means
two-body distribution function.) We also produce the tail of
the induced charge density > e ypi;d(r;q) in the presence of
an external point charge g, which may be either finite or
infinitesimal. [In the latter case we use the notation
Zyeypi;d’L(r; 8q), where the extra superscript L (not intro-
duced in previous papers) refers to the linear response
theory.] These exact analytical results settle the existence of
algebraic screening in quantum plasmas whose Hamiltonian
is that given in Paper I. Indeed, the argument of Paper I
about the algebraic decay of quantum correlations in Cou-
lomb systems at any finite density is only perturbative in the
sense that it is derived from expansions with respect to an
auxiliary variable, namely, the loop density. The low-density
regime corresponds to physical situations of low degeneracy
and weak Coulomb coupling, and the present low-density
limits are derived by using the same techniques as those
introduced in Paper II. Moreover, we point out that an exact
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sum rule for the model of the one-component plasma (OCP)
implies the existence of an algebraic tail for the quantum
static correlation in the presence of B, as already noticed in
the analogous case of the classical time-displaced correlation
for the same system [1]. Our result for the OCP seen as some
limit of a two-component plasma does coincide with the low-
density coefficient derived from the exact sum rule. The vari-
ous qualitative and quantitative results have been summa-
rized elsewhere in the cases Bo=0 [2] and B,#0 [3].

The paper is organized as follows. The main results are
displayed in Sec. II. In Sec. IT A we give the expressions and
the formal structures of low-density tails of p(az;T(r) in order
to exhibit physical mechanisms at stake. At low density, al-
gebraic tails arise merely from squared dipolar interactions
when By=0 or from quadrupolar forces in the anisotropic
case By#0. Their coefficients at order p> and p? are ex-
actly proportional to #* (for a given value of the orbital
magnetic coupling). A singular dependence shows up only
from order p® when quantum statistics and quantum dynam-
ics with Coulomb interactions begin playing a role. Simi-
larly, spin and position variables are coupled only by the
latter ones so that the spin does not appear at the first two
orders in densities. In Sec. II B, we point out how the exact
low-density tail for the OCP may be derived from an exact
sum rule established in another framework. In Sec. II C the
order of magnitude of the crossover distance at which the
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algebraic quantum tail begins dominating the exponential
classical tail is shown to be a few Debye lengths: the effect
proves to be quantitatively small in the low-density regime.
In Sec. III we recall relations between distribution functions
for quantum particles and for loops (Sec. Il A). The invari-
ance of the measure for loop shapes under inversion allows
one to simplify the discussion of the small-k behavior of
correlations in Fourier space (see Sec. III B). In Sec. IV we
sketch the scheme for low-density expansions. First, we per-
form loop-density expansions by using the scaling analysis
of diagrams introduced in Paper II (Sec. IV A) and then we
replace loop densities by their expressions in terms of par-
ticle densities (Sec. IV B). Section V is devoted to the case
By=0. As at any finite density, there occurs a cascade of
power laws when charges are summed over: a simple mecha-
nism involving only classical Debye screening is shown to
be efficient enough at the first two orders in density (Sec.
V A). Explicit results at these orders are produced (Secs. VB
and V C) and diagrams that contribute at next order in den-
sity are listed in order to discuss other quantum effects that
appear only from third order (Sec. VD). In particular, we
discuss the dependence of coefficients upon the Planck con-
stant . The case By#0 is investigated in Sec. VI. Argu-
ments of invariance under inversion enforce constraints on
the diagrams to be considered (Sec. VIA). A cancellation
between classical Debye screening and its semiclassical dif-
fraction correction, which occurs only at the first order in
density, is analyzed (Sec. VIB). The explicit values of the
1/r° tails and their limits in weak or strong magnetic field are
given (Sec. VIC). In Sec. VII the case of the OCP is handled
as a limiting case of a two-component plasma in the absence
(Sec. VIT A) as well as in the presence (Sec. VIIB) of By. In
the conclusion (Sec. VIII), after discussion of some qualita-
tive results (Sec. VIITA), we consider other approaches to
get a deeper insight into physical mechanisms at stake. The
compatibility of algebraic screening with exact sum rules
which characterize perfect screening is discussed in the low-
density regime (Sec. VIIIB). When B,=0, low-density ex-
pansions of exact quantum tails coincide with low-density
expansions of semiclassical expressions, because the exact
result is exactly proportional to % at the first two orders in
density (Sec. VIIIC). When By# 0 (Sec. VIII D), the intrin-
sic quantum nature of the algebraic tails which occur only in
the presence of the magnetic field is discussed by compari-
son with the simple model recalled in Paper 1. The nonlin-
earity of the induced charge at the first order in density is
explained. Finally (Sec. VIII E), we recall that algebraic tails
with the same exponents as in the quantum case also appear
in classical time-displaced correlations. In the latter case the
polarization cloud cannot follow instantaneously the motion
of the charge, because of inertia effects that are involved as
soon as time-displaced averages are considered; then the dy-
namical classical fluctuations of the instantaneous dipole as-
sociated with a charge and its screening cloud play a role
similar to that of the static quantum fluctuations.

II. MAIN RESULTS

A. Formal structures of low-density tails

In the present section we resume the description that
emerges from our final expressions for the low-density
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particle-particle correlation at the first two orders p? and

p>2. (As in Paper II, p is a generic notation for particle

densities, while a term which is exactly of order p” is de-

noted by ity A particle of species « is characterized by its

mass m,, its charge e, , and its spin AS,. In fact the spin

will not be involved in the expressions at order p? and p2.
When B,=0, at the first order in density,
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where 8= (kyT) ! is the inverse temperature, k, is equal to
the inverse Debye screening length, xp= 4 WBEapaeza,
and Ke,m—47TBEa(paez/ma). The leading algebraic decay
/r of p(z)T(r)|BOZO at orders p® and p>? turns out to
arise only from the squared fluctuations of some dipolar in-
teraction combined with classical Debye screening effects.
More precisely, Ag‘y}/r6, with n=2 or 5/2, may be inter-
preted as the tail of the convolution

az SD aal*[_ﬁvszfﬂ{n}]*SDa vy (2)

where szlffz)(r)ﬁ"} is a purely algebraic effective potential

proportional to 1/r. Sh. ay(r) which decays exponentially
fast, is the Debye part of the classical structure factor. The
structure factor is defined as

Sary(1)=p 1T (X) + 8, ,p o 8(x) 3)

and its classical (linearized) Debye approximation S};,M cor-
responds to

(2)7cl il Fos 4
_papy D,ay" ( )

Pp, ay(r):papy _:Beaey

In terms of dimensionless Brownian bridges & which de-
scribe quantum position fluctuations (see Sec. III B of Paper
I), sz]ffz)(r)ﬁ”} is the average of some squared dipolar inter-

action over all possible shapes xaigi with a normalized

Gaussian measure D(§;) and a typical extent equal to the de
Broglie thermal wavelength A ,=+/ ,Bfii/ m,. At zero density

szlffz) )10 = fD(gl)fD(fz)

X[Wi(r, & . & ep,a0)]%,  (5)

where W; is a purely quantum dipole-dipole potential,
1 1
Wi(r,&1.& ’az)Eﬁfo ds, J'o dsy[6(s1—57)— 1]
X[\g, £1(51)- VI[N o b(52)- V]

e a,
) ; (6)

and W5(r,&, & a,,a,) is the 1/73 tail of
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1 1
WE_'Beaneasz ds, fo ds,[8(s;—s,)— 1]
Xvc(rthg, &(s2) =Ny &i(s1)), ()

where vo(r)=1/r. The mean value [D(&)[D(&)Ws(r,
&,,6,a,,a,) vanishes by arguments of invariance under
&——§& . All 1/r" terms W, arising from the large-r Taylor
expansion of W and which are not canceled by inversion
invariance of the measure D(§) are in fact short ranged,
because, after the rotational invariance of D(&) has been
taken into account, the latter terms are reduced to powers of
the Laplacian of 1/r and A(1/r)=—4m78(r). The explicit
values of Viflfg’;(rﬂ{"} with n=0,1/2 are given in Sec. V C.

We notice that in the case of a two-component plasma
Ay /papy is independent from species a or y in the low-
density limit and the force corresponding to A32;+A{as7/,2} is
attractive.

When B # 0, rotational invariance is broken in one space
direction and nonsquared multipole-multipole interactions
partially survive after statistical average. At the first order in
density,

e P,4(cosh)

P ’

(®)

e
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where P4(x) is a Legendre polynomial and € is the angle
between By and r, as already noticed in Paper I, while
P4(x)=[35c0s460+20c0s26+91/64. In Eq. (8)

2 2
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where u ., is the dimensionless coupling constant for orbital

magnetic interaction uc,=Bug.By. The interpretation is
. . 2 5 . )T

the following. The leading D{a;/ r> tail of p, (r)|B0 at the

first order p® reads

pi2
ay
5 =papy[ =BV (0[], (10)
where sz;(j) is a purely quantum quadrupole-quadrupole in-

teraction

— BV ([

:J DBO(fl)JDBO(fz)Ws(rafufz;al,az), (11)

with
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W5 is not short ranged in spite of the harmonicity of the
Coulomb potential, because the measure DBO(§) is aniso-
tropic in the presence of B,. By using the covariance of a
Brownian motion driven by a uniform magnetic field (given
in Sec. IIIC of Paper II), we get Eq. (8). Df;/r5 contains
only one direct quadrupolar contribution without any Debye
screening [contrary to what happens in Eq. (2) for A%};] and
there is no dipole-dipole or dipole-quadrupole quantum in-
teraction screened by monopole-dipole Debye interaction ei-
ther. Indeed, there occurs a cancellation mechanism between
classical exponential Debye screening and semiclassical dif-
fraction corrections to it, so that the medium has no net con-
tribution to Eq. (10). At next order, the same cancellation
mechanism is involved but it does not suppress all screening
contributions.

The cancellation of Debye screening contributions may be
related to the intrinsically quantum dynamical nature of sta-
tistical effects due to the magnetic field. It does not appear in
the case of the 1/r® subleading tail in the presence of B.
Indeed, according to Sec. VIIIA of Paper I, a 1/r® decay
arises from the same diagrammatic structure whether By is
switched on or not, and Aﬁ(i\';BO)/r6 (with r=r/|r|) is
analogous to the tail of the convolution (2) with the mea-
sure Dy (£) in place of D(£) in Eq. (5). The coefficient

Aﬁ(f';Bo) is anisotropic, because the effective potential
yeff(e)

alaz

The coefficients of all considered tails at orders lower
than p° are entirely determined by quantum dynamics of
independent particles (in the absence or in the presence of
B,), Maxwell-Botzmann (MB) statistics, and classical De-
bye screening. However, from order p> on, mechanisms are
more intricate and contributions from quantum dynamics and
quantum statistics for interacting charges appear in the struc-
tures of algebraic tails.

When charges are summed over, internal screening is in-
volved in the relation between exponents of correlation de-
cays at any finite density (as already discussed in Fourier
space in Paper I). At the first two orders in density, when
B,=0, classical Debye screening by itself is sufficient
to lead to the cascade of power laws Aay/ré, B,/r8,

)T 2)T
and C/r'% for p) (r)g,—0. Zaeyp) (r)]p =0, and

2 1€ al yp(az;T(r) | B,=0- respectively. Indeed, at the first two

|{0} is now calculated with the measure DBO(§).

orders in density, B, /r® and C/r'® may also be interpreted
as the tails of the convolution (2) with corresponding charge
summations with the results

> el (r)
Y

By=0
2 2
l 1 ﬁﬁ4 e Keim Ke/m_e_a
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1 o in agreement with the 1/r'° leading algebraic decay of the

> ege yp(az,jT(r) ~ 5716 zﬂzh“#, (14)  charge-charge correlation ¢S ocp(r). When By#0, the ex-

ay By=0r " ™ Kp act |k|? term in the small-k expansion of S ocp(k) oscillates

When B,#0, all correlations (with or without summation
over charges) decay with the same 1/r° inverse power law.
At first orders p? and p>? this may be accounted for by the
fact that internal screening mechanisms, involving both the
classical monopole-monopole Debye potential and its semi-
classical ‘‘diffraction’” correction (more precisely a dipole-
monopole Debye interaction) partially cancel one another at
first orders in density.

Screening of an external charge is also investigated. At
low density, when B,=0, classical Debye screening of an
external charge enforces a cascade in the density orders at
which the coefficients A,,, B,, and C start. The leading
B*/r? tail of the induced charge density reads

4

1 1 Koim
~ — =B R —5q. (15)
Kp

ind,L/ ..
Zy ¢ypy (r:0q) 5 2m

_ogr—el
By=0'"

It starts at order pO; henceforth the 1/r® tail of the induced
charge density does not vanish in the strict zero-density
limit. The reason is that such a tail is valid for distances
which are far larger than the Debye screening length so that
the existence of the medium is always taken into account
implicitly. When By#0, the tail D, /r° of pi7)(r)]p, at the
lowest order p? (but not at order p>?) results only from
nonlinear effects in each charge e¢,. Indeed, at order p2, it
does not involve any net contribution from Debye screening
(which is linear in e,) while the bare Coulomb interaction is
proportional to e, and the quadrupolar moment associated
with the quantum motion of each charge e, in Eq. (12) is
quadratic in small e, when By is switched on. [More pre-
cisely it varies as ei/mz; this can be checked from the ex-
plicit formula (8).] As a consequence, the tail of the induced
charge density 2 e ypl,?d( r;q)|BO, which can be derived from

pff;T(r)|BO (see Sec. VIIIC of Paper I), is nonlinear in g at

the corresponding order p: it becomes cubic with respect to
the ratio g/m for the external charge when the latter goes to
zero—and henceforth vanishes for a fixed infinitesimal ex-
ternal point charge which cannot be sensitive to the magnetic
field (since its mass must be seen as infinite). Indeed, accord-
ing to the loop formalism, the tail of the induced charge
density X e ypi;d’L|BO(r; 6q) given by the linear response
theory vanishes at order p and shows up only at order p*?
(see Sec. VIB4).

B. The OCP as a test bench

An interesting test bench for our calculations is the model
of the quantum OCP. The OCP is special in the sense that
there exists an exact sum rule [4] that determines the value of
the term of order |k|? in the Fourier transform of the struc-
ture factor S ocp(r)=pd(r) + ng)[T,(r). (This sum rule arises
from the fact that the center of mass decouples from relative
coordinates and is only submitted to the harmonic force of

the background.) When B =0, this term is analytic, which is

in its dependence upon the angle 6, between B, and k. A
part of this oscillating term is nonanalytic in the components
of k and it gives the coefficient of the Docp/r> tail of
Socp(r) at any density implicitly.

More precisely, according to Eq. (5.63) of Ref. [4], the
|k|? term is given by

¢*Socp(k) |,

4B lim
‘k‘—>0 Oy fixed |k|2
Bhw, Bho.,
_ 22
_w2+ % ((,U+ (,L)C) ) coth )
fiw_ hw
—(w?— 3)32 poth<B2 H (16)

The term in the right-hand side of Eq. (16) corresponds to
the double limit lim;_ . limg_.,, of [.dr'[fdrvc(r
—r1")eS ocp(r’) where 1’ is integrated over a cylinder C
with radius R and length 2L and whose axis is parallel with
B,. The |k|? term in ezSOCP|BO(k) is not analytic in the
components of k, because frequencies w, and w_ oscillate
with the angle 6,

1
> =§{a)12)+ wgi [(w;-l— w3)2—4(wpa)ccos€k)2]1/2},

(17)

where w.=(e/mc)B, is the cyclotronic frequency and w,
=4 Trezp/m is the plasmon frequency. When By# 0 such
an oscillatory behavior in the angle ) between B, and k also
appears in density waves with large wavelength in the ran-
dom phase approximation [5]. We notice that if B,=0, then
w> =02 and 0> =0, and Eq. (16) reduces to the sum rule
derived in [6,7],

478 lim
K| —0 k| 2

e*Soce(|k|)|p,=0 Bho, (ﬂﬁwp)
= CO .

2
(18)

The dependence on cosf of the exact term (16) is intri-
cate. However, explicit analytical results may be obtained in
the low-density regime at u-= Bfiw /2 fixed. At order p, the
|k|? term in S ocp(k) involves a term proportional to k> plus
a contribution with kz(cosﬁk)zz[k]f, which is anisotropic
but analytic. At order p? there appears an extra k>(cos6,)*
= [k]?/ k? term, which is nonanalytic. We have checked that
the low-density coefficient D{Ozép at order p? which is derived
from our low-density results for a two-component plasma
does coincide with the inverse Fourier transform of the
nonanalytic part in the low-density limit of the exact |k|?
term in Sqocp(K).
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C. Orders of magnitudes

The crossover distance r,, between the Debye exponential
decay and the algebraic tail may be calculated in some physi-
cal situations, where conditions for low-density expansions
are met. In regimes of weak Coulomb coupling and low de-
generacy, the numerical value of the algebraic tail of the
particle-particle correlation becomes more important than
that of the Debye exponential decay only at distances of
about ten Debye lengths, in the absence [2] as well as in the
presence [3] of By,.

The latter estimations are obtained by considering tails of
particle-particle correlations for a symmetric two-component
plasma in order to get very simple analytical expressions in
terms of dimensionless parameters of the problem. For a
symmetric two-component plasma in which e . =—e_=e,
the local neutrality relation implies that p, =p_=p. The
Debye expression, which is exact for a classical plasma in
the limit of weak Coulomb coupling [8], reads

—-X

e
f;%l(r) ~ —sgn(e )Sgn(ey)P2\/§F3/277 (19)

r—®

where sgn(e,) is the sign of the charge e, , x=r/&p, and &,
is the Debye length, {p= Kl;l . The mean interparticle dis-
tance a is calculated from the relation (47/3)a*(2p)=1, so
that the coupling constant is I'=Be%/a=(1/3)(alép)?.
When B,=0, the first-order term (1) in the 1/r® tail of

p(az;T(r)|BO:0 is reduced to

Ao\t m_]*1
P (r )|30:0 P 320F5< ) [1+m—+} % (20)

where N _ is the de Broglie thermal wavelength of negative
charges, A_= \/Bﬁz/m_. For instance, the core of the Sun
may be seen as a hydrogen plasma almost fully ionized by
pressure and temperature, with a mass density p,
~160 g/cm® at temperature T~ 1.5X 107 K. Thus a~0.1
A, the system is rather weakly degenerated, A _ /a~0.7, and
weakly coupled, I'~0.1. The contribution from the algebraic
tail A,/ r° becomes as large as the classical Debye-Hiickel
approximation at a crossover distance r,~31&p. In the
presence of By, we use the simple form (8) valid in the limit
where B,=|B,| becomes infinite,
Py (r)lg, ~ —sgn(ey)sgn(e,)p’

r—o

Ao\ T[N, 2p,(cosh)
ol [

10 a x> - @

In the opposite regime of very weak B, the limiting law is
just equal to Eq. (21) multiplied by (1/105) times
(ﬁ/LBaBO)Z(BMByBO)Z, where wg, is the Bohr magneton,
Mpa=e  il2m .

An example where we can compare results with or with-
out magnetic field is that of an intrinsic semiconductor where
the charge-carrier gas (made of electrons and holes) is indeed
at finite temperature and weakly degenerated as well as
weakly coupled. For instance, in germanium, holes have the
same mass as electrons, a~ 1530 A and T~300 K, so that
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N_/a~001, I'~04, and r,~43¢p. In laboratory experi-
ments, magnetic fields are not much stronger than a few
teslas. For By~1 T, BupBy~2.2X1073 T and we are in
conditions of weak coupling with the external magnetic field.
Then we find that r,~66&,. We notice that if it were pos-
sible to generate magnetic fields so intense that the coeffi-
cient of the 1/r> tail would no longer depend on By, at lead-
ing order, then r,~36&p.

It is not surprising that r, is about ten &, . Indeed, our
analytical expressions do correspond to fully quantum dy-
namics but quantum effects are not quantitatively important
at low density. However, there may exist some system with
stronger quantum features where r, might be of the same
order as &) .

*

II1. BASIC FORMULAS AT ANY DENSITY
A. Particle versus loop correlations

The part of the correlation that arises from configurations
where particles at positions 0 and r are not exchanged under
a cyclic permutation of quantum statistics may be expressed
as [9]

2)T
P aa)ah| nonexch( I‘)

= papbe(Xa)fD(Xb)p(xa)p(xb)h(r,xa,xb),

Pa-Pp

(22)

with notations of Paper 1. In the part of the paper devoted to
the derivation of the coefficients of algebraic tails, we use the
notation «, and «; in order to keep track of loops that are
root points in the diagrammatic representation of the Ursell
function 2. We recall that a “‘point’” in a diagram denotes
the loop variables (R, ). The analogous nonexchange part
of the induced charge density reads [10]

ind
S ey
Y nonexch

6q (k)

4B
== k2 Janp(Xa)eaﬂpaGh(k’Xa)’
(23)

where G 7 is defined as

_ P ikeX,(r)
Gk, x)= | dxpp(Xp)ea, . dre” " TUF(K X Xp)-
(24)

The structures of leading algebraic tails of various corre-
lations have been given in terms of diagrams with weight
p(L) before any expansion in Paper I. They involve dia-

grams IT with bonds F¢¢, F¢™, Fr—W, and W. For all kinds
of correlations, they are expressed in terms of one and the
same function 2"", with proper ‘‘dressings’’ which describe
screening of monopole-monopole and monopole-multipole
quantum interactions. 2"" is the sum of all diagrams in /4 in
which root points are not Coulomb root points, i.e., in which
each root point £, is neither the end point of a single bond
Fe(L,,L;) or FE"(L,,L;). For instance, the 1/r® tail of

T
Pa,a, COMES from
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3 pRh" 3 (25)

where 3, describes a loop surrounded by a polarization
cloud in the mean-field ‘‘Debye’’ approximation (see Sec.
VIII A of Paper I). We recall that * denotes a convolution in
position space and an integration over the internal degrees of
freedom of the intermediate loop.

B. Structure of Fourier transforms of correlation tails

Since diagrams of interest are convolutions, we work in
Fourier space. Indeed, the large-distance behavior of a con-
volution f*g is merely given by the nonanalytical singulari-
ties in the product of small-k expansions of Fourier trans-
forms of f and g (see Sec. VIB of Paper I).

According to the general study performed in Paper I, the
orders in |K| of dressings and of A"" are determined by two
kinds of symmetry arguments: on one hand, parity arguments
which occur when loop shapes are integrated over and, on
the other hand, arguments of rotational invariance around
any axis (or only around some given direction) which make
(or do not make) some terms analytical in the components of
k. In the very simple example which we mentioned in Eq.
(25) when B, =0, the terms of order |k|°, |k|, and |k|? in the
singular part S,(k, x1,x>) of the Fourier transform of A""
are canceled by symmetry arguments at any finite density
and singularities of 2""(k) appear only from order |k|>. We
notice that, if the first term in the Fourier transform of the
dressing is of order |k|? with p>0, then the order of the
singular term to be looked for in S, is lowered for a given
inverse power law in the decay of the considered correlation.

Moreover, the part of S;,(k,X;,X,) which is relevant
has a given parity in X, because each term of a given order
in |Kk| in the small-k expansion of the dressing has a given
parity in the shapes of its arguments. As in Paper I, we use
the notation f144'1(x,x") where ¢=0 (¢'=0) if fis even
under inversion of X (X') and ¢g=1 (¢'=1), if it is odd.
According to Sec. VIIT A of Paper I

47Bp(X1)eq P

e
aapa K2

k2

2

Ep(k,X1§Xa):5xl-Xa_ K

+Oana](|k|4)’ (26)

where O,,,;(|k|*) denotes a term of order |k|* which is ana-
lytical in the components of k, and at any order in K|

S,p=30, @)

With the convention that the root point is always a Coulomb
point in dressings by %, and F", so that F"(K,x|;Xxs)
Ech(k’Xa ’Xl)a

pP(X)F (K, X13Xa)

4mBeq p1p(X1)

_gaapa K2

ridTt
J _lkxl(T)
0 Pi1

ndr 1
(k. 2 3
+JO o7 (e Xi(n) |+ O(IKP). (28)
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Thus the term F"P)(k, x,x') of order |k|” in F*"(Kk,x,x")
is such that

ch(p):ch(p)[O,B(p)]’ (29)
where 6(p)=0 if p is even and #(p)=1 if p is odd. In fact,

F" is independent of X,. Moreover, according to Sec. V A
of Paper II,

f drF"(r,x13Xa) =0. (30)

Other properties arising from parity arguments are useful
to simplify formulas. First,

f dr[Fr—W](r,x.x")= f dr[ Fr—W5](r.x.x"),
(31)

where Wj is the 1/r3 part in the purely algebraic term

W(I',)(,X’): - Beaea’ J'OpdeOp,dT,{5([T_ P( T)]

— r_ 4 —11
GRS T

(32)

Only W3 contributes to [drW(r) in Eq. (31), because every
derivative of greater order than 2 that is not canceled by
parity arguments involves an even power of the Laplacian of
1/r, the integral of which vanishes. (This property has al-
ready been used in Sec. IVB of Paper II.) Since A(1/r)=
—41(r),

f drW;(r,x,x")

= 4%3%%, f;deO”'dT'{a([T— P(7)]
[ =P(r")D—1}X(7)- X" (7). (33)
Moreover,
wi=0 (34)

and subsequently, according to Eq. (31),

f dr[FR—W][O’O](r,X,X')IfdrF%O’O](r,x,x’)-
(35)

In the present simple example (25), only the part
SO0, x1,x2) of S(K,x1,x2) is to be considered be-
cause 2 ,(k=0,x;x') is even under inversion of both its
arguments. As a conclusion, the part from £ that does con-
tribute to the 1/7° tail of pfi)ib(r)hozo arises only from
2p*h"%3,, and has a very simple structure in Fourier
space,
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5513)|B0=0(k,Xa,Xb):J Xmf dx>

3)[0,0
X2 (K x1 XS (kX1 x2)

X3k, x25x0)- (36)

IV. SCHEME FOR LOW-DENSITY EXPANSIONS

Once structures of correlation tails have been analyzed in
Fourier space, the low-density expansions may be achieved
in two steps: a first expansion in terms of the loop density,
and a second one in terms of the particle density. As in Paper
I1, the order in density (of loops or of particles) is denoted by
braces in order to avoid confusion with the order in k which
is referred to in parentheses. We use the notation pfoop[ "]
for the order in loop [particle] density.

A. Loop-density expansions

1. Dressings at low loop density

Dressings are entirely scaled by k=47 B8[dxp*e’p(x)
according to the definitions of F° and F" given in Sec.
IVA of Paper I. Simple results are the following.
p(x"F“(k=0,x,x") is of order p?oop exactly, and, accord-
ing to Eq. (26),

ED(kZO’X,X,):O(p?Oop)' (37)

Moreover, the term of order |k|?¢ is proportional to pl;gp , SO
that the order in p decreases when the order in |k| increases.
On the contrary, F°" has a more complex structure. Never-
theless, we only need a property derived from Eq. (28),
namely,

p(XVF™ DK, x5 x") = O(Phap)- (38)

2. Loop-density expansions for tails of h""

According to Ref. [10] and Sec. VII A of Paper I, a tail
S;;Z,)l(r, X-x') is expressed as a 1/r” term independent of any
loop density times integrals of functions G that involve
graphs I with weights p(L) and bonds F°°, F", Fr—W,
and W. These G’s are expanded in powers of loop density
and then in powers of particle density by decomposing dia-

grams IT in terms of diagrams ﬁr with bonds F€¢¢, F",
[F1%/2, Fre— W, and W, with Frr=Fgr—[F]%*/2. In-
deed, the p)o.p then p expansions rely on a scale analysis in
Pioop introduced in Sec. IV A of Paper II for the derivation of
the low-density free energy, with the only difference that the
bond Fyy is split into Frr— W and W, because the latter
decomposition is the proper one for selecting algebraic tails.

The orders in pjy,, for F“ and F" have already been
given. Fr(Kk) and W(k) are known from Sec. IV B of Paper
II, and

P(X ) Frr=W1(k=0,x,x") = O(pioop)- (39)

We notice that properties (31) and (35) also hold when Fy is
replaced by Frr. As shown below, the expansions of alge-
braic tails of S start at order zero in pjqqp -
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B. Particle-density expansions

Expansions in terms of quantum particle densities are per-
formed by using the p expansions of p(L), «, and of bonds.
We recall that integration over loop shapes cannot diminish
the order in density, but, on the contrary, it can only increase
1t.

The fundamental properties for the p-expansion of the
loop density have been derived in Sec. IIID of Paper II:
Pap(X,) starts at order p”,

D(&)pa,(§)=paDy,(§+0(p?) (40)

and k= Kkp+ O(p>?). Equation (40) is valid in the presence
as well in the absence of a magnetic field (because it comes
from a diagrammatic structure).

As shown below, only loops with p=1 will have to be
taken into account in the study of the coefficients of leading
tails at the first two orders in density. For instance, the coef-
ficient Aaaab of the 1/r° tail of the particle-particle correla-

)T 2

tion paaab|30:0(r) will be easily calculated up to order p>2,

because, according to Egs. (22), (36), and (37), it involves
only SO0 r £ £) and SO (& £) which are
of order p° and p'”?, respectively.

The tail of the particle-particle correlation will not be cal-
culated up to order p°, because sources of mistakes are too
numerous. Indeed, p(£) should be expanded up to order p?,
dressings in Fourier space should be taken into account fur-
ther than up to the first simple orders in p and k, and dia-
grams with more numerous internal points would be in-
volved. For the same reasons, we will not give the
subleading tails of correlations.

However, in view of the qualitative discussion of higher-
order terms in p, we give more precise formulas for p,, (&)
and p,,(X,) at orders p? and p>2. These expressions are
derived from results in Sec. III D of Paper II. In the differ-
ence J1H(&) —fDBO(f’)J{l}(g"), only the part of J{}(£) that
explicitly depends on & does contribute and, according to a
formula in Sec. III E and calculations in Sec. IV B of Paper
11,

D(§)P{azi(§):27 pylim J'r<Rdrf DBO(é:r)[eﬁeaeyv(r,g,g’)

R—x®

- f Dso(f’)eﬁ%«fv”“’f“f”}—palfﬁ- (41)

In Eq. (41) we have used notations of Sec. IITE of Paper 1T
where EX¥=[D(X,)E%, (X;). The term of order p** has
the structure

JE G~ [ Do (8115 E) - BelpuroEs. @)
The loop density with p=2 is
1

p{az,%(X2):pizE:xch,a(X2)' (43)

The correction of order p>2 is equal to the term of order p?
given in Eq. (43) times ,BeiKD. Equations (41)-(43) will
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not be written more precisely, because the only important
point is that, after integration over & or X,, these terms will
give rise to diagonal or exchange matrix elements of two-
body quantum Gibbs factors.

V. CASE B,=0

The diagrammatic structures of leading tails of various
correlations have been given in Secs. VIIIB and VIIIC of
Paper 1. In the present section we immediately select the part
of the Fourier transform of the dressing that gives the con-
tribution to the first orders in po,,. This selection is done
from the start in order to avoid writing the more complex
formulas that hold before pj,,, expansions.

A. Structure in Fourier space and dressing at low loop density

The structure of the Fourier transform of the 1/r° tail of
the particle-particle correlation has been derived as an ex-
ample in Sec. I A. We recall briefly the main lines of the
arguments leading to Eq. (36). According to Paper I, the
Aaaab/r6 tail of pfyi)gb comes from the 1/r® tail of
S pkh™ %3, . and more precisely only from the values of the
3 p’s for k=0 and from the 1/ tail ${0.(r,X,,X,) of h""
before integration over the shapes X, and X,. Moreover,
parity arguments show that only the part S;ﬁ,),,lo’m(r, X1-X2)
of the 1/r® tail of A" that is even under inversion of each
argument is to be considered.

Since 3 5(k=0,x;;x,) is exactly of order p?oop and since
S 26,,),,[0’0](& X1,X2) starts at order p?oop (according to Appen-

dix A), the Ay, /r® tail of the particle-particle correlation at

512
loop

(36), where S;%,?l[o’o](k, X1,-X2) is reduced to its parts of or-
ders p?oop and pll(ﬁp, into Eq. (22). The result is

the first two orders plzoop and p;j.-  is given by inserting Eq.

A

Xa®p

S :deIPIP(Xl) Oey e, ~4TBC,

r

eq 2 P J D(X,)p(Xa)
Pa

X 3 f dx2p2p(X2)
K

€a, 2 D} f D(X,)p(x5)

Pp
X[ 6, e, ~4TBeE,, 5
2 b K
6)[0,0 6)[0,0
X{Sﬁln)n[ ]|1{(())§p(r9X13X2)+S£,n)n[ ]H(i(/)%)}(r’XI’XZ)}

+0(Piocy)- (44)
The B,, /r® tail of the particle-charge correlation
E%eabp(a?o{JBO:O(r) comes from X pxh"*3 5% with 35*

=3+ pF"+ pFxpF", according to Sec. VIIIB of Pa-
per I. The analysis of the structure in Fourier space is the
following. After summation over charges, the Fourier trans-
form of 3 %* gives a contribution that begins at order K.
Indeed,
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Jdep(Xb)eahprZk)*(kv)(Z;Xb)
k2
=p(X2)P2ea,| — +AP (k)
K
rdt .
—f e XO— 1) +o(Kk)|  45)
0 P2

and a priori both 1/r° and 1/r° tails of 2™ should contribute
to the 1/r® tail of interest. However, only the term
ki/[zp(.)g)/ K2]8 does contribute at the ﬁrs.t orders P1200p and
Pioop 1N Bo/r®. In other words, terms of interest come only
from 3 ,*h™"*3, ), as in the case of the particle-particle cor-
relation, though the general diagrammatic structures of

)T o)r :
paaab|Bo:0(r) and EO‘beabpagah|BO:0(r) are different at fi-

nite density. Therefore these terms involve only
6)[0,0 5)[00
S;ln)n[ ](r’Xl ’XZ) [and not S;n)n[ ](r’Xl ’XZ)]' They read

1
- FJ Xmplp(Xl) 560(1,6%_477:86011

o 2 P f D(X,)p(X.)
Pa

K2

X

6)[0,0
deszzeaZP(Xz){ASZnL[ ]|f(())jp(r’X1’X2)

+ASS B (r x X))+ O (). (46)

loop

The C/r'° tail of the charge-charge correlation

2)T
2 eaaeabp(aa)abh}o:O(r)

D[a ,Ckb

comes from 3 **h"" 3 5* . An analysis similar to that per-
formed for the particle-charge correlation shows that, at the
first two orders in pjop, the C/ 10 tail arises only from
S pxh"%3, . Tt is equal to

1
WI Xmplealp(Xl)fdX2p26a2p(X2)

6)[0,0] 6)[0,0]
X{AASIOO (£, xy ,x0) + AASIOIO (/2

X(r7X17X2)}+0(ploop)‘ (47)

The nonexchange part of the induced charge density
e yp';d(r;&]) in the presence of an infinitesimal external
charge 6q located at the origin is given by the linear re-
sponse expression (23). It decays as 1/r8 [10], as the particle-
charge correlation. According to Sec. VIII C of Paper I, the
B/r® tail of the induced charge density originates from
SEen™s3 5 | with

S50 X1 x) =2 p(Kx15Xa) T P(XDF (0, X0 X1)-
(48)
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According to Egs. (26) and (28)
J’ anp(Xa)eaapazg(k’XI ;Xa)

2
k__J’”d_T(e—ik-xl<r>

=p(xieapi| 5= | D+0(k*) |.

(49)

This expression is similar to Eq. (45) without the term

A®(k) and with the change of X, into —X,. Another
screening equation reads
p(X2)P2¢a,
Gsxx(kx))=———Kk +0(|k]%), (50)
K

where G is defined in Eq. (24). Equations (49) and (50)
imply that the 1/r® tail of the induced charge density at the
lowest order in pj,,, is entirely determined by X p*h""#Z, .
It is reduced to

47
(KZ)Z
X{ASSOMO (e 1 xa) + ASSOIO2 (e, xa))

loop loop
+0(ploop)~ (51)

dXIplealp(Xl )f dXszeaZP(Xz)

B. Loop-density expansions of the 1/r¢ tail of 1""

According to Appendixes A and B, the 1/r tails of A" a
orders ploop and ploop arise from purely 1/r¢ structures With
two intermediate points. A, , /r® at order ploop is derived

from Eq. (44) with

S lod=7 L, (52)
where Wj is the 1/r* tail of W defined in Eq. (32) and the

corresponding part of & comes from the diagram I equal to
512

Sp#[Fr=W]*Zp. At order piy,, aab/r originates
from Eq. (44) with
Sponoa(r,x1x2)
U ! ccq?2 ’
= | dxi| | dx5[F“Tp*Zp|(xx1,X1)
1 , )
XE[W3(1"X1’X2)]
rl ! 2
+f dXZE[W3(r’Xl’X2)]
1 ccl2 !
| as| o5 P| 5| (53)

The corresponding part of & arises from the sum of the dia-
gram 11,
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Lo
ED*E[FLL] p*ED*[FR_W]*ED, (54)
and from the symmetric diagram
1 2
2D*[FR_"V]*EﬁkpE[FCC] #2p. (55)

The leading large-distance behaviors of these diagrams are
obtained by replacing Fr— W by (1/2)[ W5]? and other func-
tions by their Fourier transforms at k=0.

Ay a,! 7% at order pfoop comes from an § 51?,21 with an alge-
braic structure involving either two or three intermediate
points. In a simplified notation of the objects introduced in
Appendix A, terms with a purely 1/7° tail involving two

intermediate points at order p1300p read

Pl (DG (117) [W3<1 2P 2" 2)pl(2)

+ sym. term (56)

or

1
Plad(NGY L1 Z[Ws(17 2126527 2)plody(2)
(57)

or

1
Pla(DGII(L1) S TWs(17 21627 2)plu(2),
(58)

where p{ j denotes a contribution of the loop density p(y)

los

with p=1 while piggp corresponds either to the exchange
term in the expansion of p(&) given in Eq. (41) or it refers to
the leading term in p,,(X;) which is equal to Eq. (43).
Terms with a purely 1/r¢ tail involving three intermediate

points at order pfoop are of the form
Pl (DG (L1 1M W5(17 2" W5 (17.2")
X G2 2)plil(2). (59)

where g§°}, le/z}, le}, and g_i,l} are given in Appendix B.
(We notice that in the present case the index {n} refers to the
order in density of the function affer its integration over
position variables.)

C. Results at the first two orders in particle density

An important conclusion of Sec. VB is that, at the first
two orders in pj,,, the coefficients of all tails A, /r
B,/r%, C/r'°, and B*/r' prove to arise only from
ED*h”"*ED. >From now on, we replace a, by a and a,
by .

Now we turn to p expansions by using the properties
Pap(X,)=0(p") and p, (§=p,+O0(p?) for By=0 [see
Eq. (40)]. At the first two orders in density the coefficients of
all tails of interest are determined by diagrams where (root or
internal) loops with only p=1 are to be considered. Thus
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Jdx is replaced by = ,/D(&), and p,(& by p,. Then the
dressing is reduced to a classical Debye contribution

{o}

; paJ D(Xa)p(Xa)zD(kz()?Xl ;Xa)

47Be o,
5011,&_811/ 2
Kp

~Pa

f dxS$ wa,(X),  (60)

where SS,MI is given by Eq. (4). Besides, the 1/r° tail W5 of
W in Eq. (32) takes the value (6) for p;=p,=1.

1. Particle correlation

According to the preceding section, the first two terms in
the pjo0p expansion of A,/ rS are of orders plzoop and piﬁgp
and are given by Egs. (44), (52), and (53). When dressings
by 3, are replaced by Eq. (60), the 1/7° tail of the particle-
particle correlation pff;T(r)|BO:0 at orders p" with n

=2,5/2 reads
A{n}
2 deDM(x)fdySDay (y)

X[ = BVEO () [1n], (61)

0‘1”‘2

where Veﬁ((’)(r)|{0} is defined in Eq. (5) and

a a

{o}
Vetf(G)(r) |{|/2}: 2 szlffr)(r)

x% deSz)1 a')"(X)dez[FDya )2
+sym. term. (62)

In Eq. (62) ¢“ sym. term’’ denotes a symmetric term obtained
by exchanging the roles of @, and a,. Equation (61) is
indeed equal to the tail of the convolution (2).

In terms of the covariance introduced in Sec. III C of Pa-
per II, the squared mean dipolar potential reads

Veft(6)( ) |{0} —

a a

2
(:Bealeaz)\al)\az)
2

1 1 1 1
Xf dslf dszf dsif dsj
0 0 0 0

X[8(s1—s2) = 11[8(s;—53)—1]

XCOVXX(SI ,S{) COVxx(s2 ssé)
1

X D a,w(—)
v r

According to the explicit value of the covariance for inde-
pendent particles recalled in Sec. III C of Paper II, the four
integrations over the s variables give a factor 1/720. Since
EM’,,[ﬁ#,,(l/r)]2=6/r6, we get

2
(63)
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VEO) () [10) = 4ﬁ4 ‘2”1 eiz 1 (64
“ BV, (1) 240B My Mg, e )

— VO (1) [1112} § derived from Eqgs.

ala

The expression of
(62), (64), and

2 f dxs$, (%) f dyz[FDy WL

3
5 477,6’2 pye,
Y
=2 T—pgly| €qr———|. (65)
Kp

a, K2D
By using Eq. (60) the coefficients A{"} (n=2,5/2) of the
1/r® tail given by Egs. (61), (62), (64) and (65) may be
written in the following concise form:

B*h* dmpPey pa,
Alnl = e — 1
@y~ 370 papya%2 Ou.a, " €a Z
4mBeq,pa
2Py n
X| 8y 0=y ——5— ]Ag}az, (66)
Kp
with
“, iz
Al = — — (67)
192 my mg
2
A2 = g2 2 ! + ! i
apa 0‘1 a ma1 ma2 Kp
Kz
a’ elm
E par == =5 2 pell. (69)
o' Kp 7
where K%, =478 pe/m,. For instance, summations

over a, and a, are performed with the result (1).
For a two-component plasma of charges e, and e_, with
masses m, and m_ , the previous general formulas at orders

p? and p*? may be specified by using the neutrality relation
e_p_=—e,p,. We find
o) papy B eie |
p"”/ BO_Or_m ;6 240 \e, +]e_|
x| £ e 1}" L4
P EBKD6+|6—| :

(69)

The ratio A{5/2}/A{2} is of order (a/€p)>, namely, of order
I'¥2 where F is the couphng constant defined after Eq. (19).
The correction is indeed negligible in the weak-coupling
limit. We notice that, in the case of a two-component plasma,

the neutrahty relation implies that the coefficients A{”} of the
1/r® tail of particle-particle correlations at orders p with
n=2,5/2, are positive. The corresponding effective interac-
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tion is attractive, whatever the signs of the charges. More-
over these coefficients satisfy the relation

Al _ Al At

2

= , n=2
py  p~  P+P-

= 70
5 (70)
We stress that, from a technical point of view, this equality
arises only from the neutrality relation and from the structure
(66) where A{Efl}az has no special property. From a more

physical point of view, the peculiar identity (70) is due to a
classical contribution in the screening of every quantum
charge by the surrounding plasma, as discussed in Sec.
VIIID.

2. Other correlations

The B, /r®, C/r'%, and B*/r® tails of 2 ,e,p) (r)[p =0,

Pay
)T ind,L, ..
aneae'ypgzy) (r)|BO:05 and E'ye}/pl)rz1 (r’5Q)|BO:0 are

given by Eqs. (46), (47), and (51) at the first two orders in
Proop- According to Eqs. (52) (53), (60), and (65), together
with A(1/r%)=30/r® and A(1/r¥)=56/r'" we get for n
=2,5/2

At 4mPey pa
g [
8 Kp a1, Kp
X eazpazAgll}az ’ (71)

1
C{niz}:7ﬂ4h4_4 2 ealpa1€a2pa2~’4211}a2’ (72)

Kp a1.ay

T 1
B*{”72}25B5ﬁ4—4 2 ealpa]eazpazA{n}

a0 *
K7y a) e 1%2

(73)

As already mentioned, at the first two orders in density, these
tails arise only from 3, ,%h""*3, ;, with adequate summations
over charges. On the other hand, according to Eq. (60), the
small-k behavior of $¢, (k) is similar to the term
p(X) 2P (K, x1:x0) of order |k|? given in Eq. (26) and
which is of order 1/p,

eapoz
2 eS80 p(k) ~ 5K (74)
Y k-0 Kp

and we retrieve Egs. (71) and (72) from Eq. (2). Thus, at the
first two orders in density, the tails coincide with those of the
convolution (2) with adequate charge summation.

At the first order in density we get Egs. (13), (14), and
(15). Comparison of Eq. (15) with the linear term with re-
spect to the given charge e, in Eq. (13) shows that the alge-
braic tails of the linearly induced charge density and of the
particle-charge correlation satisfy the more general relation

2 ey (r)
= lim —————, (75

pa—>0 a

.
> epiirie,)
Y po=0
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which is valid at any distance. Equation (75) also holds for
any finite charge ¢, and we derive from Eq. (13) that the
B*1%/® tail of the charge density induced by a finite exter-
nal charge g reads

4 2
S e p™(rig) LD gpatem <> 47

4 m ’ B()=0 r—e r8 32m K4D K?/m mq ’

(76)

where m, is the mass of the particle with charge g. At the

first order p° the response to an external charge ¢ involves
both a linear contribution in ¢ and a quadratic one. However,
the latter term exists only if the external charge is quantum—
according to its origin from the formula (66)—because a
classical external charge corresponds to the limit m, going to
infinity.

D. Diagrams that contribute at order p>

First, we recall that in order to perform density expan-
sions we have introduced bonds Fpp=Fz—[F°]?/2 and
[F“]*/2 to calculate the integrated functions that are in-
volved in the 1/r® tail. [dr[F]*(r) is exactly of order
1/p11£p whereas the low-density expansion of [drFz;(r)
starts at order p?oop. At order pfoop the purely algebraic term
in the 1/7° tail of the particle-particle correlation may have a
structure with either two or three intermediate points. We
first consider structures (56)—(58), where the quantum inter-
action involves only two intermediate points, then the struc-
ture (59) where three intermediate points appear in the quan-
tum term.

At order p° a tail of the form (56) arises from the most
simple diagram, p[ Fr— W]p, either with p,=1 and p(&,)
expanded up to order p* or with p,=2 and pa2(X;) taken
at order p2. According to Eq. (41), when p,=1 the p* tail
is proportional to %% times diagonal matrix elements of
exp[—BH,,] and exchange matrix elements of
expl—BH ,.]- When p,=2, according to Eq. (43), there ap-
pears only a term proportional to #* times an exchange con-
tribution.

At order p°, all density weights in Egs. (57)—(59) are
pggp, and only loops with p=1 do contribute at order p>. A
tail of the form (57) appears among the various 1/r¢ tails of
p[Fr#2p*pF xS p*Frlp. At order p* one of these tails
(namely, the tail where every 2, is replaced by its part &)
gives a falloff

1 ccq?2 1 2 1 ccq?2
p|FLECFpr5 (Wil p S [F]" | p. (77)

The coefficient of this tail is purely proportional to A4,

The 1/r° tails of the diagrams p[Fg%pFglp and
p[Fr#pF*xpFglp at order p* are of the form (58). For
instance, at order p° the 1/r° tail of the former diagram de-
cays as

1 1
P E[W3]2*p[FRT_ W]+ [Fgr— W]P*E[Wﬂz p.
(78)
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In fact W does not contribute to [dr[Fgr— W] according to
Eq. (35). A new dependence upon # appears in this tail: a
purely #° term arises from an A% in [W;]* and from an %2
contained in the ““diffraction”’ contribution
Jdrv™(r,x5,x,) in the decomposition of [drF g7 (r,x2,X5)
(see Sec. IV B of Paper II).

A structure where the quantum interaction links three in-
termediate points, with every p=1 at order p°, arises from
the diagram pFgp[ Fg*pFg]. This tail is of the form (59)
because it is the sum of three contributions,

pWip[(Frr—=W)p*x W3]+ pW3p[ Wikp(Frr—W)]
(79a)

+pW3p[W3pxWs]. (79b)

Equation (79a) involves matrix elements of exp[— ,BHWI]
and exp[ —BH “17] whereas Eq. (79b) is purely proportional to
hS.

Eventually, terms of order p° in A, are equal to

[al)+ f oy () 1R4+ BEIRC. (80)

In Eq. (80) f,,(#) is a function of 2 which is fully quantum
because it involves either a diagonal or a nondiagonal matrix
element of exp[—BH /]

VI. CASE By#0

In the following, we will omit the indexes B,. As in the
case By=0, the scheme of the discussion is that presented in
Sec. III. In particular, we use the results of Paper I about the
structures of diagrams that contribute to the various 1/r°
tails. Since summations over charges do not change the ex-
ponents of the leading algebraic tails—their consequence in
the diagrammatic language is only to suppress contributions
from some diagrams—the D%(f')/rs, Df}(f')/r';’, and
D/ wils  of pT(r), T,e,pl)(r), and
), respectively, satisfy

DI yp(azy)T(r) (where r=r/|r

DP=2 ¢, D (81)
Y
and
ILE ; eqe, DI (82)

These identities are explicitly checked at the first two orders
in density in Appendix C.

A. Structure in Fourier space

According to the analysis in Sec. VIIIB of Paper I, the
D, /r’ tail of p2 T is given by Eq. (22) where # is replaced

by the 1/r® tail SO)r.x,.xp) of SHxh"+3} . with
38(r,x1:x,) defined in Eq. (48) while 3%(K,x2;X5)

=3 (K, X25Xp) T P(X2) F™(r, X2, Xp)- The 1/r° tail of PLZY)T

may be written as
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D
;7 = f dXaP(Xa) e,

X f dxop(Xs) 8o, Sy " (X0 x5). (83)

Since A""(r,x,x,) decays at least as 1/r° before integration
over loop shapes X, and X, , A""(Kk,x;,x,) contains singu-
larities from order |k|° on; thus the Fourier transform
S;,f,,)(k,)(a ,X») involves terms of orders |k|°, |k|, and |k|? in
the small-k expansion of X3(K,yx;;x,) where x, is a root
point. According to Egs. (26) and (28), X3 is even under
inversion of loop shapes of root points, while the term Ef‘;(‘”
of order |k|? in 2% is of parity (—1)? under inversion of
each internal loop shape X;; the latter property constrains
the parities of the tails of A" that may contribute after inte-
gration over loop shapes. In order to simplify notations, we
will not indicate the parities of X} but only those of

§P1e-a’] A first contribution given by the dimensional

analysis of the order in |Kk| is

f dxlfd)(zzﬁ(z)(k,xl;xa)

XSOy x2) 5O (K, x5 xp) =0. (84)

Equation (84) vanishes, because S;ﬁ,),,[o’ol =0 according to the

general study of the structure of tails before integration over
loop shapes (see Appendix A of Paper I). S;,?(k, Xa>Xp) May
be written as the sum of three contributions,

f d)(lfdXZP(Xl)ch(l)(ksXale)

0)[1,1 mc
XSk x1 x2)p () F™ V(K x0 ,x0), (85a)

c 1)[1,0
f XmdeZP(Xl)F "Dk, x 0 x1) S (K, x5 x2)

X E([g))(k,XZ :Xp) Fsym. term, (85b)
2)[0,0
J XmJdXZEEJO)(kaXl;Xa)SZML[ (K, x15x2)
XS (K, X23X5)s (85¢)

where we have used the identities 3%®=3( and
AV ) =p(XDF " V(K xi:x,).  The  symmetric
term in Eq. (85b) is obtained by exchanging the roles of y,
and x, .

B. Density expansions
1. Loop-density expansions

All dressings in the nonvanishing contributions (85),
namely, 25 (K, x; ;x.) and 25 (k, x; :x,), are exactly of
order zero in density. We notice that, on the contrary, 275(2‘1)
and 339D with g=1 starts at order O(py,d), according
to Egs. (26) and (28) and the expansion of [I
+(k*/k*)]™!. For instance, El";(z)(k,)(l ;Xo) 1s the sum of
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two terms of orders pllep and p?oop, respectively, but 3% is
involved in faster falloffs than those considered here, be-
cause of parity arguments [see Eq. (84)].

As a consequence, at the lowest order in pjop,
S(z)(k,)(a ,Xp) is merely given by Eq. (85) where h"" is re-
placed by its value at first order in ploop The first term in the
low-density expansmns of the 1/r3, 1/r*, and 1/r° tails of
h"" are of order ploop. They are reduced to the bond W
possibly convoluted with bonds pF““ or pF™‘, because the
first term in the k expansion of pF“ or pF™¢ is of order
p?oop. In order to take advantage of parity arguments, it is
convenient to rewrite W given in Eq. (32) as W=X,_,W,,
with W, decaying as 1/r", and to push the decomposition
further by writing

n—2

Wo(L;, L) = g

e X)),

(86)

where
w, kX X)) = = Begeq, J :id J :j" {8 P(7)]
~[7' = P(«)D = ik X (7)]"
. ! l~47T
X[—ik-X;(7")] JF (87)

is of parity (—1)’i [(—1)%] with respect to X; (X;). With
these definitions, we get in Fourier space

0
ng”z’[] 1]|1{23P_W[1 1]_W3 (88)
[0
SR Gyl &2
2)[0,0
SEI"?’[ ]li(?gp_4 [2 2] (90)

At next order in loop density

s — g, 1)
1
SZLLUO]M{J(@,}_' [12]_|_ 3 [l2]chc(0)+ng,l]mec(l)“
! 2
Xp7[F<T(k=0), (92)
(2)[0,011{1/2} 1 [2.2] 1 [2,2] _ grcce(0)
Sh”" |loop_ 4W5 + ZWS pF

1 L.
+ 5W‘[‘Z,l]mec(l)“pE[Fcc]Z(k:O)

+sym. term. (93)

In Egs. (92) and (93) charge indexes and summation over
species of intermediate points are implicit as in the notation
of convolutions in position space introduced in Eq. (25).
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2. Cancellations at the first two orders in particle density

At the first two orders in density, many contributions in
Sl(,sp)(r) cancel each other by virtue of the identity

1 1
f DBO(§)[E[kf(S)]z—[kf(S)]fo dS'[k-f(S’)]] =0.
(94)
Indeed, the left-hand side of (94) is equal to

[k].[Kk],

1
cov s, BO)—f ds'covy,(s,s’ BO)}

(95)

with an implicit summation over the space indices ,u and v
(p,v=123). The property covy,(s,s';Bg)=
—covy,(s,s";Bg) derived in Sec. V C in Paper I implies that

[k].[k],covy,(s,s";Bg) = [k] covy,(s,5";Bg).  (96)

Then we use the following property, which can be derived
from the explicit value of the covariance given in Sec. II C
of Paper II:

I 1
f ds'covy (s,s";Bg)= Ecov (s,5;Bg). 97)
0

Of course, this identity is also valid for cov,(s,s’)
=limp _covy,(s,s";By). Then, Eq. (94) is proved.

The identity (94) allows one to show that at first order in
density,

Sy, ga,§h>|{°}— PEArELE).  98)

The reasons for this simple expression are the following.
S(S)[0 O r,x,,xp) is given by Eq. (85) where = and
pF me(1) are exactly of order ploOp In order to prove Eq. (98),
we reorganize the effective contributions coming from
35+ W=3% in order to exhibit the combination (94). In Fou-

rier space we get the sum of (1/4)w£2’2] plus

1
ch(l)p[wgl’l]meC(l)'i‘ EWA[‘I,Z]pFCC(O)} (993)

+ %FCC(O)I)[WEZ’HPFV”C(I) _l_%ng,Z]chc(O)} (99b)

1
+ 2 + (sym. term),

(99¢)

1
ng,l]mec(l)+ zwg2,2]pFCC(0)

where (sym. term) denotes the symmetric term
(/2)[FmDpwl2 4 (172) Fe<@pw!®2] - At first order in
density, only loops with p=1 contribute. Since
FeeO(k,a,a’) and FS"D(k, &, &) [or F™D(Kk, & E,)] only
differ by an extra factor +if (')ds)\ag(s)~k, the definition
(87) and the property (94) imply that only the term (98) does
contribute to the 1/r° tail S;sp)[o,O] at the first order in density

p.
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At order p>? the same cancellation mechanism implies
that the 1/7° tail Sg,)[o’o] comes only from

1 1
ngzz] ZJ dl‘[F“(r)]ZE(O)+sym term.  (100)

This cancellation mechanism seems to be specific to the first
order in density. It still partially operates at order p>2, but
from order p° property (94) cannot be applied when the ex-
pansion of p(&) is used at orders higher than p or when
pa2(X;) occurs.

3. Particle-particle correlation at the first order in density

In the case of the particle-particle correlation, the D .,/ r
tail is given by Eq. (83) where, at the first order in
P, Sfyi,)(r, XasXp) 18 reduced to (1/4)wg2’2], according to Eq.
(98), with p,=p,=1. The Fourier transform of the Df;/ r’

tail at the first order p? reads

fldslfldS2[5(Sl )_1]F (k Sl’SZ) (101)
0 0
where
Fpp(k 51’52)_ papyﬁe ey)\a)\z/
1
X ZJ Da,BO(gl)JDy,BO(fz)
4
X[k'§1(s1)]2[k-§2(52)]2F}. (102)

In Eq. (102) we have added the index « in the notation of the
measure DBO(§) in order to recall the dependence of the

measure upon the species when B, # 0. Integrations over &
and &, lead to the appearance of covariances of Brownian
bridges in the presence of B. According to Eq. (96) and
covy = cov;'y ,

[k].[k],covy,(s,s";By) = k’cov® (s,s";By=0)
—[K]26C ,(5,5";Bo),
(103)
where
OC ,(s,5";By)=covy (s,s";Bg) —covy,(s,s";By)
=covy,(s,8";Bg) —cove (s,s";By=0).
(104)

So the nonanalytic term in {- -

(k]2

477—

-} in Eq. (102) is equal to
5Ca(slssl)5cy(52,52) (105)
We notice that 477[k]?/ Kk? is the Fourier transform of

1 P,4(cos0)
9222z 7 =24 Py (]06)
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and, according to the value of the de Broglie thermal wave-
length \ ,= \B#%%/m,, we get Eq. (8) where

1 1
A(Mca,ucy)56f0 dslfo dSz[a(Sl_S2)_ 1]

X5Ca(sl’sl)5cy(529s2)~ (107)

According to Egs. (83), (100), and (60) Df,f;z}/r5 may be
seen as arising from the convolution

f1(5 1
pE A K B

+p72 Shoaa L= BVES ], (108)

with

{0}
vzflff;(r)ﬁ”z}zﬁ folff,)(r)‘ Pa fdx_[FDa @ (x)]%.
(109)

Now, we turn to the explicit values of the Day/ > tail at
the first two orders in density. D{any} with n=2,5/2 may be
written in the concise forms

D= = B3h*P (cosO)papyeqe, D, (110)
with
o1
plol= amyA(uca,ucy) (111)
and
5 477,82 pye,
piny_ BNy
ay €y 2
Kp my Kp
2
XE Pay,— A(MCa2 Uc,) T Sym. term.
(112)

In Eq. (112) the symmetric term is obtained by exchanging
the roles of @ and 7. Comparison of Egs. (111) and (112)
shows that, according to Eq. (110),

3
g 477B§ Pyey
pt— _ 7
ay

Pyey 2
Kp Kp

2
—e, 2 ea2Diiz
a)
3
477,82 pye,
’y!

aea 2
Kp

‘p | 2 pl
aj
(113)

The analytical expression of A(uc,,uc,) is determined
by dynamics of independent charges in a magnetic field. The
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covariance that characterizes this dynamics has been explic-
itly derived in Appendix A of Paper II. The values of interest
are

cove (s,5;By)= sinh(sue,)sinh([1—s]uc,)

(114)

Ucqsinhu
and
(115)

1 1
¢ (5,5)=5—1L
fo ds covy (s,s) e, (tca)s

where L(uc,)=cothuc,—(1/uc,) is the Langevin function.
By using the definition (104) and Eq. (115) we get

1 1
6C, = fo ds 6C,(s,s)= > L% (ucy),  (116)

Ca

with LB u e )=L(uc,) —uc,/3 defined in Sec. II B of Pa-
per II. The value of A(uc,,uc,) is given in Eq. (9). In the
case of particles with the same u.,’s, a straightforward limit
of Eq. (9) leads to

A( ) o ! [cothuc,]*+ > hit o+ .
Uca Uce) =7 —5—Lcothuc, cothuc,+ ¢
come2 2ud,, Cl oyl 4
! 5 (117)
Oug, lea)

4. Induced charge density

The D*/r> tail of the ratio 2 e ypi;fd’L(r)/ &q for the lin-
early induced charge arises from diagrams which are differ-
ent from those involved in the D, /r> tail of the particle-
charge correlation for finite charges of the plasma. D*/r° is
given by Eq. (23) where G, (k, x,) is replaced by the Fourier

transform sg*z(k, Xo) of its 1/77 tail S(G7h)(r, Xa)s

470
k2

dXaP(Xa)Pu€a,SG (K. Xa) |(X).
(118)

In fact, according to Sec. VIII C of Paper I, S (G7h)(r, Xa) arises

only from the part of h equal to Fpxh"s[3}*
+pF"xpF™¢]. In other words, SgZ(k,Xa) is the nonana-

lytic term of order |k|* in

f dxlp(xl)dezF””(k,xa,xl)

XI" (K, X1 X2) Gz ppmes pFney (K, X2). (119)
A straightforward calculation leads to
Gzssyppmese pFmey(K, X2)
P, e 1+fp2d—7ik-X2(T) +0(|k[*).
K 2 0 P2

(120)
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Henceforth, since F"'(k,x,,x;)=0(|k|) and according to
parity arguments,

p(x2)
S(C?Z(k,)(a):szXmp(Xl)de2Tea2p2

. 1)[1,0
Xch(1>(k’Xa7X1)[S§,n)n[ ](k’Xl’XZ)

p2dTy
S [ kx|

(121)

The Fourier transform of D*/r> tail is given by Egs. (118)
and (121).

At the first two orders py,,, and pféip , we insert Egs. (28)
in (121). We use Egs. (88) and (89) for contributions of order
Ploop and Eqs. (91) and (92) for terms of order pif,p. At order
Proop» D*/ r3 is the inverse Fourier transform of

4B
— 2 | xp(x)eq,p

rdry
X | dx2p(X2)€a,p2 . p_l[lk'Xl(Tl)]

1
X{ Ewé[l]’z](k’)(l ’XZ)

P2d7'2‘
+ws(k,x1,x2) . Zlk'xz(Tz) . (122)

At next order p?(fgp, it is given by Eq. (122) where {- - -} is
replaced only by the value (92) of SZI,,),,“’O](k, X1 Xz)ﬁ(:(/,i}-
As a consequence, only loops with p=1 are involved at
orders p and p¥.

According to the cancellation mechanism (94), the tail
(122) of the induced charge density, which is derived from
the linear response theory in the loop formalism [9], vanishes
at order p,

D*% =0, (123)
and appears only at higher orders in density. This result can
be retrieved from Eq. (75): though the part {p[F*¢
+F " pxh" % pF" (X0 Xp) N 2H*R""FpF™ is linear
in e, this linear term does not contribute at order p’ to
2 e yp(azy)T(r) because of the cancellation mechanism (94) at
low density.

The latter result is in agreement with the value D{az}

=2, YDEYZ; for the coefficient of the 1/r° tail of the particle-

charge correlation at the first order p>. Indeed, the infinitesi-

mal induced charge is generically given by the linear term in

e, in the particle-charge correlation X e yp(az;T( r)/ p,., as re-

called in Eq. (75). Thus

zy eyD gy
D*= lim — lim (124)
eq—0 €ap,—0 Pa
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Indeed, the coefficient of the 1/r° tail of = eypf;T(r) starts

at order p? and involves the charge e, through A(uc, JUCy)
at this order. When u,=( ,BﬁBO/Zm c)e, tends to zero at

Ucy fixed,
u
Aucgsttcy) ~ u%a—s cothucy-l-——l—%
uCrx*}O uCy Cy
3 5
ey 2y (125)
45 945

Thus Df} is nonlinear in e, when e, tends to zero, and D*
vanishes at order p. According to the relations (75) and

{2}—EyeyD£3};, together with Egs. (110) and (125), the
nonlinearly induced charge at order p is

2 —ezyA( )
p Ucg-Uc
> Prm,, q>*Cy

ind/ . N 34 9
> e,py (r7q)|B0_ Bt m,

Y

><—P4(Cgsa) . (126)

,
It is cubic in g/m, when g/m, vanishes.

We now turn to the tail of the linearly induced charge
density at next order p¥2. Since only loops with p=1 con-
tribute at this order, the cancellation mechanism (94) at first
order in density operates and only the part
(12)wy 2 p[ Fe122 appears in S0k, xp x| 2
given in Eq. (92). According to Egs. (121) and (87), the
Fourier transform of D**2/r° comes from

1 1
2
eazf dslf ds,
0 0

X[(s;—s,)— l]FmdL(k 51,52),

3
g 477,8% pye,
- 2 6

Kp KD Y @

(127)

where F) ind.L s defined as F?7 e, given in Eq. (102) with the
{-} replaced by

11
[Efo dsj Dy,BO(fl)J Daz,BO(fz)[k'fl(s)][k‘fl(sl)]

4
X[kfz(sz)]zk—f]. (128)

The nonanalytic term in Eq. (128) is similar to the nonana-
lytic expression (105) with Zf(l)ds 6C,(s,s1) in place of
O6C ,(sy,51). After integration over s the factor 2 is compen-
sated by the factor 1/2 arising from Eq. (97) and comparison
of Eq. (127) with Eq. (113) shows that the identity (124) is
indeed satisfied at order p*2. The explicit value of D*B2 g
then derived from Eq. (113) with the result

2 py’e3

D= 42837 2 e.e ,D{fj,. (129)

KD
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C. Weak or strong magnetic field

In the limit of a weak field By, A(uc,,uc,) behaves as

(l/3150)uCaucy and D, is proportional to #® Bj. More
precisely,
(2)T 718
Pay (1), pap7504ooﬂ
« e, \? e, 3(By\* P4(cosh)
my \m) \ o) 7
(130)
In terms of dimensionless parameters
D Mo\ (N2
ﬂocaSF(_“) (_7) _By)? 2
paps P a (BupaBo) (Bug,Bo)
(131)

In the strong field limit, A(ucq,Uc,) tends to 1/30, and D,
becomes independent from By,

1 o« €
Papy3g Bl

M, m

2)T
PEW) (r)|B0 -
r—®

c? m2  m? 1
1= 60—5—| —+—2|+0 —)
BBy 2 o2 B;
P,(cosh)
X (132)

We notice that the limits where e, tends to zero or where B,
goes to infinity do not commute, since u goes to zero in the
first case and to infinity in the second case.

VII. ONE-COMPONENT PLASMA

In order to get correlations for the OCP with moving
charges e _ from expressions calculated for a two-component
plasma (TCP), we first insert the local neutrality relation in
order to replace every product e, p, by —e_p_. In a sec-
ond step, we use the same procedure as in Sec. VI A of Paper
II: m . goes to infinity, then e, vanishes while p, becomes
infinite. Moreover, we rather consider the following objects
which remain finite even if one density goes to infinity: the

Ursell function h,,= pﬁf;T(r)/papy,

> eypyhiay= (133)
Y

—e_p- 2 sgn(e))hg,
Y

and

2 eaeypapyha)/:(e—p—)zz Sgn(ea)sgn(ey)hayv
a,y ay
(134)

where sgn(e,) denotes the sign of e,. In the limit of the
OCP, only h_ _ is expected to survive and the left-hand side
of Egs. (133) and (134) should be reduced to e _p_h__ and
(e_p_)>h__, respectively.
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A. In the absence of B

When B;=0, for a two-component plasma, according to
Egs. (69), (13), and (14),

B4ﬁ4
h”(r”BO:"r:xm

e |e—|}2

m, m_

e e_
e +le|

eyle|

B3ﬁ4
€ypyha,(r)|p,—0 ~ —
27 P hay(r)]B, 0, 32w (e +]e_|)?

e, |€—| € |e|rl
- _——+ — )
m, m_ ||mg m_|r
(136)
788 1 12
)T _ —
aEy €alyPay (r)|30:0r_m 167 10\, +e_]|
2 212
ey e_
m_+_E} (137)

In the limit of the OCP taken as recalled above, the 1/r¢
: )T 8 )T .

tail of p,,"/pp,, and the 1/r® tail .of Eyeypw /p,» derived
from Egs. (135) and (136), respectively, vanish whatever the
values of a or 7, as it should. Indeed, only & _ _ is expected
to survive and A_ _, which is in fact a charge-charge corre-
lation, decays as fast as 1/r'°, according to % expansions
[11,12] or perturbative results in the coupling constant [13].
Besides, 2, ,e.e ypffy)T tends to e p%g) and, according to
Eq. (137),

et

7
2 (T 224
e_p (r)|B =0~ 7B .
ocP 0 rﬂoc1677 m? 10

(138)

B. In the presence of B,

In this section, we compare our low-density result with
the algebraic tail derived from the low-density expansion of
the exact sum rule (16). The singular term of order |k|? in the
Fourier transform of SOCP(r)|BO=p,5(r)+p%g,(r) is de-
noted by SGepsing(K) 5,

First, we calculate the low-density limit of
Sggpsing(k)|30, which is derived from our low-density path

- - 2 (2) 2}
integral formalism. The p~ term, S Ocpsing(k)|{30} , in the low-
density expansion of the nonanalytic term of order
k|2, S&ping(K) |B,» is given by the Fourier transform of the

D{OZC}P/ r° tail calculated at the first order in density. The low-
density Dgép/ 7> tail of the OCP is derived from the result for
a two-component plasma, as in the absence of B,. Accord-
ing to Eq. (8), the [D{f;/pap,/]/r5 tail of £, for a TCP is
proportional to [eqe,/mom,|A(ucy uc,). In the limiting
process, m goes to infinity then e, vanishes, so that u,
tends to zero; thus, according to Eq. (125), the tails of &,
and h, _ vanish while & gcp=h __ . According to Eq. (106)
and [k]}/k*=|k|*(cosf,)®, the Fourier transform of the
Do/ r tail (8) reads
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ez—SgC)Psing( k) | %20} 1
= — A gep(uc) (Bhw,) (cosby),

4B 2 1
(139)

with uc-=Bhw/2=Bhe_By/2m_c and the plasma fre-
quency w,=\4meZp_m_,

1 3 5 15
Aoce(itc)= 35 +m(00thuc) + mcothuc
C C

(140)

Second, we exhibit the nonanalytic contribution in the p2
term in S (OZC)P( k) |B0 which is given by the low-density limit of
the exact sum rule (16). The latter expression is expanded up
to order p? at uc fixed. In other words, the expansion is
performed with respect to the dimensionless parameter
wlz,/wf=477p_m_c2/B§ which appears in Eq. (17). We ob-
tain the structure

2 «(2)
e~ Soep(k)
ﬁT =1+pla(uc)+b" (1) (cos,)]

+ Pz[a{z}(uc) + b{z}(uc)(cosﬁk)z

+c 2 up)(cosh) 1 +o(p?),  (141)
where a{”}, b{”}, and ¢ are functions of the single variable
uc and o(p?) denotes a term of order greater than p2. The
term of order p in 47T,BezSgC)P(k), though anisotropic, is
analytical, as it should be, while the term of order p? con-
tains a nonanalytic term, p’c{®}(uc)(cosb)*|k|?. The latter
one does coincide with our low-density result (139).

VIII. CONCLUSION

A. Compared qualitative results
1. Sign of the interaction

When By=0, in the case of a two-component plasma of
charges e, and e_, with masses m, and m_, the effective
interaction associated with the 1/r® tail of the particle-
particle correlation is attractive at the first two orders in den-
sity, whatever the signs of charges. [Indeed, the neutrality
relation e _p_= —e p, implies that the coefficients Ai”y} at
order p", with n=2,5/2, are positive according to Egs. (69)
and (70).]

The peculiar identity (70) between all Aiy"y}/ papy With n
=2,5/2 is due to a classical contribution in the screening of
every quantum charge by the surrounding plasma. It is no
longer satisfied at higher orders in density p" with n=3,
because then quantum dynamical and statistical effects are
involved and destroy the symmetry between various species
of particles, as shown in Sec. V D.

In the presence of B, the sign of P,(cos6) varies when 6
ranges from O to 7, so that the effective force is either at-
tractive or repulsive according to the relative orientation 6 of
r and B, as well as according to the relative signs of charges.
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For instance, when =0 P,(cosf)=1, the force is attractive
(repulsive) between charges with opposite (same) signs;
when 6= /3, P4(cos#)<0 and previous results are reversed.

2. Dependence upon thermodynamic parameters

First, we consider the variation of the coefficients of al-
gebraic tails with respect to the temperature 7 and the den-
sity p. Up to a numerical multiplicative factor that involves
masses, the dimensionless coefficient |Aa7| is proportional to

)N 4
|Aay|ocr2(—) , (142)
a
with notations of Sec. I C. (\ is a generic notation for the de

Broglie thermal wave length.) [D,,|, which has the dimen-
sion of an inverse length, has a similar dependence,

r A4
[Dayl T —] —

Henceforth, |A,,| and |D,,| have the same sense of varia-
tion with p and 7. They both decrease as the density is
lowered or as the temperature becomes higher. The relative
corrections may be expressed in terms of dimensionless pa-
rameters which are indeed small in the regime I'<<1 and
(NMa)<1.

Second, we address the dependence upon the intensity of
By,. When B, is weak, D,, is proportional to ﬁSBg,
whereas, in the strong field limit, it becomes independent
from B, and is only of order #*. The coefficient A, of the
1/r% tail when B,= 0 [2] has the same dependence upon % as
D, in the strong field limit. An interpretation is that, in
some sense, the 1/7° tail that appears only in the presence of
B, is more quantum than the 1/r® tail, because statistical
effects of B, are purely quantum (see also Sec. VIIID).
However, when the intensity of B, increases sufficiently, a
new effect appears: a strong field B, enforces a localization
that drives the system into a semiclassical regime (see Sec.
VIB of Paper II), and the 1/7° tail becomes *‘less quantum’’
as regards its order in #.

(143)

B. Algebraic screening

Algebraic screening at large distances is compatible with
the sum rules enforced by both internal and perfect external
screening which must be satisfied in any classical as well as
in any quantum regime. As recalled in Sec. II B of Paper I
internal screening means that

f AT, €,S (1) =0

(144)
and

f drrz €S 4y(r)=0. (145)

On the other hand, perfect external screening refers to the
fact that the total charge induced in the plasma in the vicinity
of an infinitesimal external charge &g is exactly equal to
—dq.
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1. Consequence of classical internal screening

When B;=0, internal screening of monopole-monopole
and monopole-multipole interactions plays a role in the cas-
cade of power laws as mentioned in the Introduction. (See
also Sec. IV B of Ref. [10].) From a technical point of view,
at finite density, the screening of the total charge of a loop
surrounded by its Debye polarization cloud (corresponding
to the bond F°“) combines with diffraction effects described
by a monopole-dipole Debye interaction (contained in the
bond F") and this interplay leads to cancellations of some
tails when particle-charge or charge-charge correlations are
considered.

At the first two orders in density, it happens that only the
Debye approximation S 2:% p of the classical structure factor
is involved in the mechanism responsible for this cascade.
Indeed, at the first two orders in density, the exact expression
for Ag’;/ r® with n=2,5/2, is equal to the tail of the convo-
lution (2). The Debye-Huckel structure factor by itself satis-
fies both the charge and dipole sum rules (144) and (145),
because the k expansion of X _e ySch’ay(k) starts at order |k|?
when |K| goes to zero. Henceforth, Eq. (2) leads to the cas-
cade of power laws in the low-density limit—2> ,e,A4,,=0
and 3 e ,B,, as it should—while B~ 1/,8 and C1"=2}/,10,
with n=2,5/2, coincide with the tail of the convolution (2)
with adequate summation over charges at corresponding or-
ders in density.

We notice that the tail of the convolution (2) may also be
interpreted as the tail of

clreg,r _ eff(6)[{0}7 4 gcl.reg
2 Sencts[ = BV xseE, (146)
where Szl’yreg is the structure factor of the corresponding clas-

sical multicomponent plasma with proper short-distance
regularization. Indeed, a quantum multicomponent plasma is
stable against macroscopic collapse [14,15] only if all its
negative or/and positive charges obey Fermi statistics. On
the contrary, a multicomponent plasma with Maxwell-
Boltzmann statistics (and classical or quantum dynamics) has
a well-behaved thermodynamic limit only if the Coulomb
interaction is regularized at short distances by addition of a
short-ranged repulsive potential v gg(r). (Quantum dynamics
alone only prevents the collapse of a finite number of point
charges with opposite signs.)

The link between Egs. (2) and (146) is the following. The
classical structure factor S Z";,eg may be represented by Mayer
diagrams and

S;l,;eg:Sch’ay_F 2 Scl >|<hnncl,reg*scl (147)

D,aa a,a D,a,y>
oy 1 192 27Y

where """ ¢ i5 defined in Sec. VIIIC of Paper 1. By virtue

a1
of rotational invariance of all interactions [ drrSZl‘;eg(r)=0
at any density. Besides, a remarkable fact is that, at the first
two orders in density (but not at higher orders)
JarsEn)|[ ™ and [drr S|, with n=1,3/2, are
determined only by the Debye potential and are independent
from vgr(7). Indeed, according to a scaling analysis similar
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to that devised in Sec. IV A of Paper II, Eq. (147) implies
that the zero and second moments of SCl 7°¢ involve only
SD ay forn=1 and

E SD aa, 2 Da1a2]2 Scha Y (148)

ay,ap
for n=13/2. Thus the tails of Eq. (146) with or without charge
summations at the first two orders do coincide with those
given in Egs. (2), (5), and (62).

We notice that S Zl’;eg satisfies both the charge and dipole
sum rules (144) and (145) as well as the quantum structure
factor S, independently of the choice of the short-ranged
potential vgr(r). Henceforth, the interpretation of the
A{a:’;/r6 tail, with n=2,5/2, by Eq. (146) is still coherent with
the cascade of inverse power laws.

2. Perfect external screening

We stress again that the basic rule of perfect screening of
an external infinitesimal charge dq is not destroyed by alge-
braic quantum screening: the integral of the induced charge
in the bulk is exactly opposite to dq. According to Sec.
V B3 of Ref. [4], at quantum as well as at classical levels,
both the static charge-charge correlation C(r)
=24 4€a€yS a,(r) and the response function ﬂf(l)dsCT(r,s)
obey the charge and dipole (internal) sum rules (144) and
(145) satisfied by X,e,S,,(r)/p, (which describes the
charge e, surrounded by its polarization cloud). C4(r,s) is
the time-ordered charge-charge correlation function in
imaginary time, and the quantum linear response reads

2 e,py " (k: 5q(k))

6q (k)

T 1
=— ?Bfo dsCy(K,s). (149)

Thus the perfect external screening provides a sum rule that
determines the Fourier transform of the response function up
to order |k|?, whenever B, is switched on or not,

1k2

150
W odTB e

f dsCr(k,s) ~

We stress that in the quantum case [ (l)ds C(r,s) is different
from the charge-charge correlation C(r), and there is no sum
rule analogous to Eq. (150) for C(r). However, the classical
version of Eq. (150), the so-called Stillinger-Lovett sum rule,

determines the second moment  of  C¥(r)
=3 4,,€a¢,S0y 5 (1),
CcreE(k) ~ e (151)
K—o 478

Moreover, SS’M also satisfies the classical external sum
rule. Indeed the diagrammatic relation (147) and the fact
that DN M(k) starts as |k|> when |k| goes to zero allow
sl D.ay 1tself to saturate Eq. (151). More precisely, the Debye
charge-charge correlation =, e .e,Sp, ay(k) does obey Eq.
(151) because the Debye polarlzatlon cloud 3¢ D.ay 18 such
that
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S 0858 ) ~ T, (152)
Y k-0 Kp

A consequence of Eq. (152) is that, when B,=0, since K,23
is of order p, the orders in density of the leading coefficients
Ayy, By, and C in the zero-density limit also undergo a
cascade. Ayys Bas and C start at order pz, p, and pO, re-
spectively. As a consequence, the coefficient of the charge-
charge correlation does not vanish in the zero-density limit.
This reflects the fact that results obtained in the limit of an
infinitely dilute plasma do not coincide with calculations per-
formed for particles in the vacuum, where no screening ef-
fect takes place.

When By #0, there is no cascade of power laws and the
low-density limits of tails D,/r> and D/r’ of the particle-
charge and charge-charge correlations are just given by the
D,/ 7 tail of the particle-particle correlation with adequate
summation X e, and X.e,, as it should. This property
holds at higher orders in density, because the diagrammatic
structures of the various 1/7> tails merely involve fewer and
fewer diagrams as charges are summed over, according to
Sec. VIII B of Paper 1. The coefficients of all these 1/7° tails
start at order p>. The 1/r° tail at order p® does disappear
after integration over angles. (This was shown at any finite
density by the use of general analyticity arguments in Fourier
space given in Sec. VIC of Paper 1.) The latter result is
compatible with Eq. (150).

For the OCP, as in the case of multicomponent plasmas,
the quantum response function does satisfy the above perfect
screening sum rule (150) (see page 1122 of Ref. [4]). More-
over, in this system, the extra exact sum rule (16) determines
the coefficient of the term of order |k|? in the charge-charge
correlation Cocp(K) =e2S ocp(K) itself, because the motion
of the center of mass happens to move independently in the
harmonic force created by the background. We notice that
there exists another constraint in the absence of B, (see page
166 of Ref. [6]): the mechanical balance enforces the value

of the |k|> term in = eypl;ldL(k;5q(k))|30:0/5q(k), and

subsequently, the value of the |k|* term in [ (l)dSCOCP|B0=0’

by virtue of Eq. (149). The latter terms are analytic, which is

in agreement with the fact that the charge density
ind,L . .

by eyp; (r; 6q) induced by a point charge dq decays faster

than 1/r> when B,=0, in fact as 1/r® [13].

C. Comparison with 7 expansions

In the case of a multicomponent plasma, % expansions
correspond to MB statistics and they are allowed only if the
Coulomb potential is regularized at the origin (in order to
avoid the macroscopic collapse of the multicomponent
plasma, whatever the latter is in a classical or in a quantum
dynamical regime). For instance, point particles may be re-
placed by spheres described by a repulsive hard- or soft-core
potential vgr(r) (see Sec. VIIIC of Paper I). In fact, £ ex-
pansions for correlations exist in the literature only in the
case B;=0 [12]. (However, some attempts to investigate the
case By # 0 are in progress [16].)

When B,=0, at the first order in %, namely, A%, the 1/r°
tail comes from the convolution (146). Indeed, the semiclas-
sical expansions take the form [11,12]
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p (1) =p ) (M| A2RY) (1) +H*R)(r) + O(1°).
(153)

The classical contribution and the first quantum correction
ﬁzR(z) decay faster than any inverse power law whereas the
correctlons of orders higher than #? decrease as 1/r°. More
precisely, the tail of the semiclassical correlation h4R(4)(r)
at order #* comes in fact from Eq (146) as the exact low—
density tails A{az;/ r° and A{QS;Z}/ r°. Henceforth, the cascade of
power laws in the semiclassical limit [12] is induced by the
same mechanism as in the low-density limit of the fully
quantum regime (see Sec. VIIIB 1).

Moreover, as argued in Sec. VI B of Paper II, there exists
a regime of physical parameters where both semiclassical
and low-density expansions may be performed. Since the
effective potential Veff(6)|{0} is the only quantum term in Eq.

(146) and is exactly proportlonal to 2%, the first two terms

{2}/ r and A{Sff}/ r° in the low-density expansion of the ex-
act A y/ r® tail of the correlation coincide with the first two
terms ﬁ4T(4)|{2}/r and ﬁ4T(4)|{5/2}/r in the low-density ex-
pansion of the ﬁ4T(4)/ r® tail of the semiclassical correlation
at order #*.

In the case of the OCP, the low-density limit (138) coin-
cides with the first term in the Wigner-Kirkwood expansion
of the coefficient of the 1/r'° tail [11—13,17], namely, the
term of order #%. We recall that this expansion is legitimate
for the OCP, because the latter system has a well-behaved
thermodynamic limit even in the Maxwell-Boltzmann ap-
proximation. As in the case of multicomponent plasmas, %
and p expansions may be performed simultaneously in a
low-degeneracy regime with weakly quantum dynamics and
weak Coulomb coupling (see Sec. VIB of Paper II). We
notice that this coincidence between the p* term in the low-
density expansion and the #* term in the semiclassical ex-
pansion turn out both for the coefficient of the 1/r'° tail of
the correlation as well as for the free-energy expression.
Since the system handled in the semiclassical derivation is a
OCP from the beginning of calculations, the agreement be-
tween formulas obtained from different descriptions of the
OCP is another argument for the validity of the procedure
used to obtain results for the OCP from expressions derived
for a TCP.

D. Intrinsic quantum nature of tails induced only by B,
1. Comparison with a simple model

A deeper insight into the structures of the 1/r° tail (2) and
the 1/7° tail (10) of p{)"(r) with or without B, may be
obtained from the comparison with the simple model of two
quantum charges embedded in a classical plasma. This
model has been discussed in Sec. V of Paper I. The effective
interaction U 12(r) between the two quantum charges in the
model decays algebraically at large distances r. According to
Sec. VB of Paper 1,

Us(r)lg,=0 ~ Va1, (154)

where fof;|{()} is given by Eq. (5) with the measure D (&)

in place of D(&). D(&) involves the electrostatic free en-
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ergy F! elect(§,) for the immersion of a single closed curve
\;& into the classical gas. In the same way,

U0, ~ V@I, (155)

where szlffﬂ{o} is given by Eq. (11) with the measure
DBO(gi) in place of DBO(gi)'

In a weak-coupling regime for the classical plasma,
namely, at sufficiently low density or high temperature,

F{!ea(&) tends to its Debye expression [12]
,expl —kp\i| &(s)— &(s")[1—1
d .
Fiot&)= J 1y MIE() ()]

(156)

In the zero-coupling limit, kp vanishes. Then F; p(§&;) tends
to the value — KDeiz/Z, which is independent from the loop
shape &;, so that

Dy (&) ~ Dy (£). (157)

kp—0

(This result would also be obtained by considering a semi-
classical limit for the two quantum charges, in which case \;
goes to zero.)

When B,=0, comparison of Egs. (154) and (157) with
Eq. (2) shows that the 1/7° leading tail of — ﬁUeff(r)|B —¢ in
the weak-coupling limit for the classical plasma does not
coincide with the exact low-density [Aalaz/ Pa, paz]/ r tail
of the Ursell function hala2
many-body problem. Indeed, Ay, /r® contains extra contri-
eft(6)

a a

(r)|BO=0 in the fully quantum

butions with respect to — Pa, pa2/3 (r)|{0} arising from

bonds F¢¢; these contributions make A{ }/ PP, independent
from species a or vy, according to Eq. (70). However, when
B, # 0, the large-distance behavior (155) of — BU?;f(r)h;O in
the same regime (157) happens to coincide with the
[Dala2 / Pa,Pa, 1/73 tail of the exact quantum Ursell function

alaz(r)|B0 at low density, as a result of several cancella-
tions in screening contributions.

The interpretation is the following. At the first order in
density, there are indirect interactions between the two
charges e, and e,,, because the latter ones interact through
Debye screening (which gives contributions of order p°)
with other charges of the quantum medium and these charges
have an algebraic interaction between each other. At first
orders in density the involved Debye interaction is either
purely classical (for any value of B,) or of diffraction type
(only when By#0). In technical words, classical Debye in-
teractions correspond to F°“ bonds and diffraction Debye
contributions to F° bonds, more precisely to the part of F"
which is a monopole-dipole Debye interaction. When B,
=0, the quantum interaction is some kind of squared dipole-
dipole potential possibly screened by one or two F°¢ bonds.
When B(#0, the interaction is either a dipole-dipole inter-
action W; screened by two F" bonds, or a dipole-
quadrupole interaction W, screened by one F" bond and
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possibly by a F“ bond, or a quadrupole-quadrupole bond
W5, which is possibly screened by one or two F°“ bonds.

The indirect interactions cannot be taken into account in
the simple model where all particles of the medium are clas-
sical. Besides, generically they do not cancel each other in a
true quantum plasma, and it is indeed the case even in the
low-density limit when By=0. This can be seen in another
way by inspection of the intermediate formula (66). In a limit
procedure where only particles e, and e, located at 0 and r
remain quantum, a purely quantum interaction involving
[W;]? survives only between them, so that only 844 and
6,4 do contribute in Eq. (66); then we retrieve the result of
the model in the weak-coupling limit. [We notice as a curi-
osity that for a symmetric two-component plasma, where
e;=—e_andm,=m_, we find Kz/m:() so that, according
to Eq. (1), the expression of the model happens to coincide
with the quantum many-body result at low density, though
the charges that are involved in screening are indeed quan-
tum. ]

When B, # 0, it turns out that, as a result of a cancellation
mechanism which takes place only when there is no ex-
change effect, two given quantum charges interact directly
by a quantum interaction Ws at order p> and, at order
p>?, Ws is merely screened by a squared Debye interaction
possibly convoluted with a single Debye term. The two
quantum charges are not affected by the direct interactions
W5, W4, and W5 involving charges of the medium at the
first order in density. Thus there is no indirect quantum in-
teraction arising only from B, at order p> and the low-
density result for the true quantum many-body problem turns
out to coincide with the simple result for two quantum
charges in a classical bath.

An interpretation of the above cancellation is that, at the
first order in density, which coincides with the low-density
limit of the first order in #, only semiclassical effects appear
and the effective interaction arising from purely quantum
dynamics and statistics in the presence of B, cannot be con-
veyed by quantum charges of the medium which are only
semiclassically screened from the two given quantum par-
ticles.

2. Linear and nonlinear effects

Now, we turn to the large-distance behavior of the in-
duced charge density. The order in density at which the lead-
ing tail of > e yp‘,;‘d’L(r; 8q) starts is determined by the low-
est order in p, for which the coefficient of the decay of
e ypff;T(r) is linear in e, . Indeed, as already mentioned
in Paper I, at finite density and at any point r, the induced
charge density is related to the particle-charge correlation
through Eq. (75). We stress that Eq. (75) is valid even for a
finite charge e, and is not restricted to linear effects. At
finite density, the induced charge density given by the linear
response theory decays with the same inverse power law as
the particle-charge correlation, as also argued in Sec. VIIIC
of Paper L.

When B;=0, at first order in density, according to Eq.
(2), two particles with charges e, and e, have both direct
and indirect squared dipolar interactions with each other. The
indirect interaction is conveyed by quantum charges €y, of

the medium which interact with the considered particles e,
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and e, by the Debye potential, which is linear in the charge,
while the quantum interaction is quadratic in each charge

€q, As a consequence, the B{al}/ r8 tail of the particle-charge

T

correlation % e,p,., (r)|30:0 at first order in density does

involve linear terms in e, . Thus the B/r® decay of the lin-
early induced charge density X e ypi;d’L(r;ﬁqﬂBozo indeed
starts at order p°, according to Eq. (75).

However, when By #0, at first order in density, quantum
particles interact only through a direct effective quadrupole-
quadrupole potential szfy(s)|{0} [see Eq. (11)]. VZf;(S)l{o}
arises from derivatives of the Coulomb interaction, which is
proportional to e e, , and from quadrupolar moments, each
of which is controlled by the magnetic coupling constant
Uce=(Bh12m c)XeBgy. In the limit of an infinitesimal e,
at B, fixed, the quadrupolar moment becomes quadratic in
e, - Thus the effective direct quadrupolar interaction is cubic
in e, when e, goes to zero, and so is the DEXZ}/F5 tail of the
particle-charge correlation X e ypif;T(r)|BO at the first order
p? in the same limit. As a consequence, according to Eq.
(75), the D*/r° tail of the induced charge density
ZYeypi;d’L(r;&qﬂBO vanishes at first order p, p*{lt=o.
However, screening of Debye type is no longer completely
canceled at next order in p [see Eq. (108)]. Subsequently, a
linear contribution in e, for infinitesimal e, shows up in
Df/z} and the D*/r> tail of the induced charge given by the
linear response theory starts at order p*? according to Eq.
(129).

E. Classical time-displaced correlations

In the presence as well as in the absence of B, the clas-
sical time-displaced correlations have algebraic leading be-
haviors with the same exponents as the corresponding quan-
tum static correlations. The origin of these algebraic decays
is the mass inertia which prevents any polarization cloud
from following instantaneously the motion of the charge
which it surrrounds, so that the average classical polarization
cloud around any set of given particles does not have the
symmetry properties (absence of multipolar moments) that
would ensure the perfect screening [4], namely, the exponen-
tial clustering of particle distributions.

When By=0, as shown in Ref. [12], the classical time-
displaced particle correlation decays at least as 1/7¢ in a mul-
ticomponent plasma (according to an analysis of hierarchy
equations). In the very special case of the OCP, where the
particle-particle correlation coincides with the charge-charge
correlation, the falloff of the time-displaced classical corre-
lation is even faster: it decays as C(¢)/r'’, according to the
behavior of the 7® term in a small-time expansion [11].

In the presence of B, only the case of the OCP has been
studied, to our knowledge. The charge-charge correlation de-
cays as D(t)/r°. Indeed, the first-order term in the small-k
expansion of the Fourier transform e2S Ocp(k,t)|B0 starts at

order |k|? by a term given by formula (2.20) in Ref. [1]. This
exact result may be obtained from the microscopic
Bogoliubov-Born-Green-Kirkwood-Yvon (BBGKY) hierar-
chy as well as from linear response and macroscopic electro-
dynamics. This term has the same structure as in the quan-
tum sum rule (16) with cos(w-1) in place of
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ﬂhwioth(ﬁﬁwi). (158)

2 2

Thus the term of order |k|?> in €S ocp.B, (K1),

ezS%g;P’Bo(k,t) oscillates with time with well-defined fre-

quencies which themselves oscillate with the angle between

k and B, as in Eq. (17). If this exact result is expanded in
. . 2

powers of ¢, the nonanalytic term in ezs(o)cp,Bozo(k’t) ap-

pears only in the 3 term. We recall that, in the case B=0,

the 1/r'° tail of €S ocp derived from a direct 7 expansion of
the correlation also appears only from order 3 [11].
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APPENDIX A

In this appendix we investigate the structure of the 1/r¢
tail of h"" before loop expansions when B,=0. We intro-
duce the notation £~ 144'1(y,x") for a function which is of
parity (—1)? and (— 1)‘1’ under inversion of X and X', re-
spectively, and which is the sum of graphs where y is a
non-Coulomb-root point while ' is any kind of root point.

According to Ref. [10] and Sec. VII of Paper I, the 1/r¢
tail SN(r, x1,x2) of A" which is involved in Eq. (36)
comes either from the term [ W;]%/2 in the asymptotic behav-
ior of one bond F and has the structure

f dxifdxéudxgﬁ[O’O](x;xl,xi))

l ’ N2 —n[00]/ . !
XZ[W3(I',X17X2)] (j dyg, (anzaXz))a (A1)

or it comes from the product of the leading 1/r° asymptotic
behaviors S(C3) of two convolutions, each of which involves
at least one bond Fz. According to the general analysis of
Appendix A in Paper I, the 1/r° tail before integration over
loop shapes is odd under inversion of each loop shape,
S(C3)(r,)(1 ’Xz):Sg)“’”(r»Xl ,X2). These two functions S(c3)
link either exactly three points and Sjﬁ,?}o"”(r, X1-X2) is of
the form

[ axi [ axs[ axt] [ asgr e, x|

3)[1,1 3)[1,1
XS, x 1 XSS e, x ) x5

X(fdyf dy’93”“"’O](y,y’;xé,x'é,)(z)) (A2)

or they link exactly four points, with the result
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J dxifdx’{fdxéfdx’z'
x(fdxf dx’gg'[0’1’”(x,x’;x1,x{,x’{))
xS (e, x 1 x5)SEM e, X L x5)

X(fdyf dy’gs”["I’O](y,y’;xé,xﬁ,)@))- (A3)

Equations (A1)—(A3) are the three allowed structures for

(6)[0,0]
Shnn (rsXa st)~

For the sake of pedagogy, we give examples of diagrams
for each kind of structures of 1/r° tails. For instance, some
contributions to S;f,’l),,[o’ol(r, X1,.X2) of the form (Al) come

from the following diagrams in A"". The contribution from

Fr=W is [W3]%2 and then G5 "“x:x,.xD
= 6(x) 5)(] X The contribution to Sﬁ}o’ol(r,xl,)(z) from

the diagram I1 equal to Fg*pFp is given by the 1/7° tail of

the diagram I equal to [ Fr— W]#p[ Fr— W]. This tail is the
sum of two terms,

1
J dXéE[WS(rvXI’Xé)]z(fdyp(Xé)[FR_W](y’Xé’Xz)
(A4)

and the symmetric term obtained by exchanging the roles of
root points 1 and 2. This tail corresponds to a
g;*[o"”(x, X1-x1) which is identical to the previous one,
while G, "(y,x3,X2)=P(X)[Fr=WI(¥,x2,X2). Accord-
ing to Eq. (31), the contribution to [dyG," from W reduces
to that from W;. According to Eq. (34),
JdyG, "Ny x5, x2) = p(x2) [AYF r(¥i x5 X2)-

A contribution to S ;ﬁl),,[o‘o](r, X1,X2) of the form (A2)
arises from the diagram IT that reads Fg[ FpFg]. It is equal
to those among the 1/r® tails of diagrams W[ W3 p(Fpg
—W)] and W[(Fir— W)*pW] that are even in X; and X,.
The tail of the former diagram may be written as

fdX/z,W3(r,X1’X2)W3(r’X1,X,2,)

XUdyp(x%)[FR—Ws](y,x’z’,Xz) . (A5)

where we have used property (31).

An 526,,31[0’0](1', X1,X>) tail of the form (A3) —together with
contributions of the form (A2)—originates from the diagram
[Fr*pF gl Fr*pFg]. More precisely, the tail with structure

(A3) is given by the diagram II equal to
[(Fr=W)xpW][Wxp(Fr—W)].

It reads
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J dxifdXéUpr(Xi)[FR—Wa](X,Xl,Xi))
XW3(I‘,X{,X2)W3(F,X1,Xé)
X(fdyp(Xé)[FR_W3](Y?Xé’)(2))- (A6)

Equation (A6) corresponds to

——[0,1,1 .
gg { ](X’XI’XI ’X{ ’XII,)

= 5(X,)5X1 ,X’]’P(X;)[FR_ WS](X’XI ’X;)
while G5 ~""(y,y";x3, x5, Xx2) has a similar expression.

APPENDIX B

In this appendix we turn to the derivation of the loop-
density expansions of the 1/r°® tail of 2"". We use the struc-
tures of this tail with two, three, or four intermediate points
given in Appendix A. Loop-density expansions are per-
formed according to the principles of Sec. IV A.

As already sketched in Sec. IV A, diagrams in A"" that

contribute to the coefficient of S;ﬁ,?l at a given order in pjy,
are readily determined as follows. Diagrams I that appear in

functions G, and G; are replaced by diagrams ﬁT built with
bonds F<, Fe" Fme [F)*/2, W, and Fgrr—W=Fg
—[F¢¢]*/2— W. The analysis in loop density performed for
analogous bonds in Sec. IV A of Paper II is used again with
the following results.

FdxG5 1" (x; x, . x}) starts at order py,,,. with

gg_[O’O]Hggp(X;Xl’X;):a(x)g)(l-)(i (Bl)

whereas fdxfdx’gg'ff[o’l’”(x,x’;x1 ,X1-X]) starts only at
order pjoqp, With

——[0,1,1]1{1 .
gy T OMIBE X L x XD

25(X’)5X1 ,X’l’p(Xi)FRT(X’Xl’Xi)‘ (Bz)

In the following, the notation g igo}p is to be understood as the

contribution of G of order pj,, after integration over position
variables. We notice, though this formula is not used in the
present paper, that

I ’ ’ 4 1 ’ "
gg [O,I,I]HS(/)%)}(X’X X1 ’Xl ’Xl)_ _zp(Xl)p(Xl){ ' .}’
(B3)

with

{-- 3=F) P Fe(1,17)
+Fm(1,1")Fee(1,1") Fem(1,1")
+FC(1,1)F(1,1")F™e(17,1")
FF(LIF(L1")Fpe(17,17). (B4)
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In Eq. (B4) the contributions from W and Fry— W have been
summed and 1/2 is the symmetry factor of diagrams. (The
first three diagrams are such that one and only one m is
associated with 1’ as well as with 1”.)

Moreover, contributions to [dxG Z_[O’O](X; X1-X1) at or-
ders p,l(gp and po,p arise from diagrams with the structure
Gunl0Olys ) Indeed, the pllégp term corresponds to

gg*[0,0]|{1/2}: !

=S [FePpes, (B)

We notice that the contribution from diagram F"(x,x,,x1)
to [dxGy(x,x1.X1) at any order pj,, With n<1/2, vanishes
according to Eq. (30). Thus the convolution of an algebraic
tail with F°" increases the exponent of the falloff after inte-
gration over orientation of x. The term of order p in
JdxG5 "% x;x,.x}) is given by a gg”[“"”ﬁ‘} *3, , with

loop

1 1
G5Oy =Frp+ 5 [FePrp 5 [FeP

+1 FeP*pF ! Fel?
_ ccl2y CCy cc
2[ ) pz[ ]

1 1
+ Fe¢ FCC*pE[FCC]Z'i‘ E[FCC]Z*pFCC

+bridges. (B6)

1
+Fcc*p E[Fcc]Z*chc

In this writing we have summed W and Fgy—W while
Bridges denotes the value of a bridge diagram with five
bonds F°¢ and two root points,

bridgeS(I‘l —l'i »X1 7X{)

] .
=3 f dPp(x) f dP' p(x')F*“(L,.P)

XFCC(EI ,PI)FCC(P’P’)FCC(P,E{)FC(l(P’,Ei).
(B7)

Bridges is analogous to the bridge diagram /yyigge, With six
bonds F“ and one root point, which is introduced in Sec.
VD of Paper II for the calculation of the free energy from
the diagrammatic representation of the ratio p/ pf*‘MB. Dia-
grams at next order in p,o,, are too numerous to be presented
here.

As a conclusion, the structures (A1), (A2), and (A3) of
the tail Sff,),l with two, three, or four intermediate points start
at orders p?oop, Ploop» and pfoop, respectively. Therefore the
1/r® tail of the particle-particle correlation starts at order p>.
Indeed, in its contribution to the particle-particle correlation,
h"" is convoluted by dressings that start at order p?oop, and
the root points of 4 are multiplied by weights pjo,,. Thus, up
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A,/ r® is given by Eq. (44) where S ;2)’1[0,01
has the structure with two intermediate points (A1). Then the
results of Sec. VB are derived from Egs. (B1) and (B5).

to order pls(f)p,

APPENDIX C

In this appendix we explicitly check identities (81) and
(82) at the first order in density. The D,/r° tail of the
particle-charge correlation in the presence of By reads

D,
_5: f anp(Xa)ﬁea a

r

Xfdxbp(xb)pbeabSﬁ)[OO](r,xa,Xb), (1)
where, according to Sec. VIILB of Paper I,

SO0 r,x, . xp) is the 1/7° tail of 3 j+h"%pF™ which is
even under inversion of each root point. According to Eq.
(28), the small-k expansion of F" starts at order |k| so that
S;%.)[O’O](k, Xa»>Xp) may be decomposed as the sum of two
contributions,

f XmfdXzP(Xz)ch(l)(k,Xale)

X SO pem() s (K v, x,) (C2a)
h b

1101
+fd/\/lf dx2p(x2) S8 (Ko x1 1xa) S

XFD (K, X2, X5)- (C2b)
We have not included the third term
f Xmf dx2p(X2) 2 (K, X15Xa)
X Spn (K, X2, x,) =0, (C3)
It vanishes for the same reason as Eq. (84).
Since pF‘m(') and 3 are exactly of order ploop , S(z)[O ol

starts at order ploop where it involves Egs. (88) and (89) At
the first order p” in particle density the same compensation
mechanism as in the case of S[(,i,) 1001 gperates for Sl(fc) 001,
Indeed, similarly to Eq. (99), the effective contribution from
SExh" % pF™ to the tail S;,SC) at the lowest order in pjq,p
may be reorganized in Fourier space as

ch(l)pwgl,l] + %FCC(O)pWA[‘Z’l] ch(l) (C4a)

1
+ wa’l] pFme), (C4b)

According to Eq. (94), only Eq. (C4b) contributes to the
inverse Fourier transform
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SO (r, £, £,)[10)
1
:71[52 Da] ,Bo(fl)wzltz’”(k’ga’gl;aa’al)
@)

X o F" WK & L) |(x). (C5)

Subsequently, the 1/ tail of the particle-charge correlation,
given by Egs. (Cl) and (C5), has the same structure as Eq.
(101) with F2! (k §1.,8,) replaced by X .e, ay(k 51,82),
where F' ay(k §1,5,) has an expression similar to Eq. (102)
with the term in braces equal to

11
Efo dséf Da,BO(fl)f Dy,BO(fz)[k'fl(sl)]z[k'fz(sz)]

4
X[k (53] 5 (C6)

The nonanalytic term in Eq. (C6) has the same structure in k
as Eq. (105) with the coefficient 6C ,(s;,51) 9C,(s,,5,) re-
placed by 26C (sl,sl)deszﬁC (s2,s2) The factor 2 is
compensated by the factor 1/2 arising from Eq. (97), and the
D,/ tail of eypf;T(r) is equal to 2 e, times the ex-
pression (110), namely, we get Eq. (81).

The origin of the D/r° tail of the charge-charge correla-
tion is reduced to

—s=fdxap(xa)paeaufdxbp(xb)

X P a, S e, Xa X0, (C7)
where Sif.)[o’ol(r,xa ,Xp) is the 1/7° tail of FC™pxh""%pF™°.

More precisely,
0)[1,1
S(CZCHO’O](k’Xa’Xb):FCm(l)(k’Xa’XI)SZ"L[ ](k>XlsX2)
XFmC(l)(k’XZ ’Xb)- (CS)
Since pF™ is exactly of order p?oop, by inserting Egs.

(88) and (28) into Eq. (C8), we obtain that at the lowest
order in particle density

ﬁ[ pi2

(k) E pal alz pa2 azf Dal,BO(gl)

| 1
% [ Doy [ as [ asiion, g
X[k-)\a1§2(s’)]W3(k,§1,fz;al,az). (C9)

Equation (C9) has the same structure as Eq. (101) with
Fp”(k s1,52) replaced by 2, eqe,Fo (K,si,s5) where

(k §$1,8,) is given by an expression similar to Eq. (102)
with the term in braces replaced by



5346 F. CORNU

JoldSifoldséfDa,BO(&)fD%Bo(gz)[k.gl(sl)]

4
X[k-&(Si)][k'§2(S2)][k-§z(S£)]F. (C10)
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The nonanalytic term in Eq. (C10) has the structure (105)
with OC o(51,851)6C ,(5,52) replaced by
4f(1)ds{5Ca(s1,s{)fédsééCy(sz,sé). According to Eq.
(97), the factor 4 is compensated by a factor 1/4 and we
obtain Eq. (82).
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