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We have derived a new method which allows to compute the full and the Pauli reference kinetic
potentials for atoms and molecules in a real space representation. This is done by applying the
optimized effective potential (OEP) method to the Kohn-Sham non-interacting kinetic energy ex-
pression. Additionally, we have also derived a simplified OEP variant based on the common energy
denominator approximation which has proven to give much more stable and robust results than the
original OEP one. Moreover, we have also proved that at the solution point our approach is formally
equivalent to the commonly used Bartolotti-Acharya formula.

I. INTRODUCTION

The most natural and straightforward realization of
density functional theory (DFT)Y2 is the so called
orbital-free (OF) DFT24. The theory describes the
ground-state electronic properties of any electron system
via the knowledge of the electron density p that is ob-
tained as the solution of the Euler equation?

6T [p]
ép(r)

where v, is the external/nuclear potential, vy is the
Hartree potential, x4 is a Lagrange multiplier fixed from
the normalization condition [drp(r) = N, and E,. and
T are the exchange-correlation (XC) and non-interacting
kinetic energy (KE) functionals, respectively. The lat-
ter two quantities are very important to describe many-
body fermionic effects. However, despite the existence of
both functionals is guaranteed by the first Hohenberg-
Kohn theorem! and they can be formally defined within
the Levy’s constrained search procedure?, their explicit
expression in terms of the electron density is unknown.
Therefore, one needs to approximate both quantities.

In the case of the XC functional, many useful approx-
imations have been proposed (see e.g. Ref.c8 and ref-
erences therein). On the other hand, for the KE term,
this task is much more difficult due to two facts: i) the
KE contribution is much larger than the XC one (it has
the same order of magnitude as the total energy?1?):
ii) it includes highly non-local Pauli contributionsi! 14,
which account for all fermionic effects. Nonetheless,
different approximate KE functionals have been devel-
oped (see e.g. RefsA3124l ) In numerous cases these
have been developed mimicking the exchange functional
construction, according to the conjointness conjecture
hypothesis?? 45, In other cases, specific KE proper-
ties have been considered such as the exact constraint
satisfactionl”12:46 or the use of information from the lin-
ear response of the uniform electron gas®. In all cases,
however, the approximate KE functionals show still in
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general poor accuracy and/or transferability2247:48

For these reasons, OF-DFT calculations are rarely em-
ployed in practice. The most popular computational re-
alization of DFT, the Kohn-Sham (KS) method?, avoids
the direct use of the KE functional by introducing an aux-
iliary non-interacting system of fermionic particles where
both the density and the KE terms are expressed in terms
of single-particle orbitals {¢;}. Thus, we have

p(x) = 3 [6:(0) @
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Note that the KE can be alternatively written as

T, = /drr(r) (4)

where 7(r) = 1/2 Ziv |[V¢;(r)|? is the positive-definded
KE density. Throughout this paper we label with i, j
the occupied KS orbitals, with a, b the unoccupied ones,
with p, ¢ the general (occupied or unoccupied) ones. All
equations are written in spin-restricted form.

The KE functional given by Eq. (@) is usually
separated in two main contributions, namely the von
Weizsiicker (VW)22 (TW) and the Pauli (TF) term

Tilp) =TV [p] + T"p] - (5)

The former has a simple semilocal expression written in
terms of the density and its gradient, which reads

Wi [ 90
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and is exact for any one- and two-electron spin-singlet
state systems. Due to its explicit density dependence,
the corresponding kinetic potential can be easily derived
using standard functional derivatives as

oW (r) = 0TV [p] _ [Vp(x)]*  V2p(r)
dp(r) 8p(r)  dp(r)

(7)
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On the other hand, the Pauli term can only be ex-
pressed exactly via the KS orbitals®l 24 ag

171p] = [ dr 7o) ®)
with
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beeing the Pauli kinetic-energy density according to
Ref.23.

The KS method, via Eq. @) [or Eq. @)], provides
a direct way to calculate the non-interacting KE of any
electron system. Therefore, this information can be, and
indeed is, used to assess and improve approximate KE
functionals. On the other hand, the KS method makes
no use of the kinetic potential, 6T5[p]/dp(r), and provides
no direct way to obtain it. For this reason the kinetic
potential has longly been an overlooked quantity and al-
most no effort has been made to assess and optimize the
approximate KE functionals against this quantity. How-
ever, the kinetic potential is the main ingredient in the
Euler equation [Eq. ()] and its importance is nowadays
increasingly recognized748:55-60  Thys, methods to gen-
erate the kinetic potential from reference KS input quan-
tities, or more generally from any input set of orbitals,
are of great importance to allow a direct knowledge of
this fundamental quantity.

The simplest way to generate the total kinetic po-
tential is to use directly Eq. (). If the ground-
state density p(r) is already determined and we fix
the corresponding XC potential (e.g. from standard
KS calculations®?, ab initio DFT81768 or some ”reverse-
engineering” approach®+62:79) ‘then it is clear that at the
solution point the kinetic potential can be obtained as the
negative of the effective potential shifted by a constant

_ 0Tsp]
dp(r)

vk (r) = —us[pl(r) + 1, (10)

where with vk (r) we denote the total kinetic potential.
The constant 4 is commonly taken™:72 to be the nega-
tive of the first ionization potential ;4 = —I P or approxi-
mately the orbital energy of the highest occupied molec-
ular orbital (HOMO) (u = ep) which can be calculated
in various manners’s.

In order to compute the Pauli potential one simply
needs to subtract the Weizsacker kinetic potential given

by Eq. @) from Eq. ([I0) getting

vP(r) = —uslpl(r) — o™ (r) + 41 (11)

Another commonly used method to generate reference
Pauli potentials®223:7477 is the one derived by Bartolotti
and Acharya (BA) in Ref.22. The formula
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utilizes the occupied orbitals and the orbital energies
from an arbitrary self-consisted field (SCF) method (in-
cluding Hartree-Fock). The full derivation of Eq. (I2)
can be found in Ref32:33, However, for clarity of this
paper it is also briefly sketched in Appendix [Al
Formally, Eq. (I2)) is equivalent to Eq. ({I]) with a cor-
rected VW term (see Ref28, Sec. [ITA]l and Appendix [A]
for more details). Once the Pauli potential is available
the total kinetic potential can be calculated as

ve(r) = oW (r) + 0P (r) . (13)

In this study, we introduce a new method based on the
optimized effective potential (OEP)7®™ approach allow-
ing to generate the non-interacting kinetic potentials (full
and Pauli terms) for different atoms and molecules in a
real space representation. Additionally, we compare and
discuss the proposed method with the aforementioned
approaches utilized up to date.

II. THEORY

In this section we introduce a new method based on the
OEP technique that allows to generate the full and the
Pauli kinetic potentials from any set of reference orbitals
(¢p) and orbital energies (e,,); in addition, we describe
the common energy denominator approximation of the
method that is numerically simpler and more stable.

A. Kinetic potential using the OEP method

In this subsection we consider a new method to obtain
the kinetic potential. For simplicity we will describe it
for the total kinetic functional; however, it can be applied
in exactly the same way also for the Pauli kinetic term
(see Eq. (@)).

To start consider the KS non-interacting kinetic en-
ergy functional given in Eq. [B). Because it displays an
explicit orbital dependence, while it is only and implicit
functional of density, the direct computation of the ki-
netic potential through functional derivative is impos-
sible. Thus, in order to calculate the potential, alike
in the case of the orbital dependent exchange® £ and
correlation8t 878687 energy functionals, one can employ
the OEP method™™. Hence, we can define the func-
tional derivative of Eq. @) using following chain rule
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In the above equation the first term in brackets is eas-
ily derived (see Appendix [C) to be zero when p indexes
an unoccupied orbital, while for p indexing an occupied
orbital we find

6T [{¢q}]
dpp(r')
In case of real orbitals, as it often happens, this is just
—V2¢,(r"). The second term can be obtained from first-
order perturbation theory considering an infinitesimal
perturbation of the effective potential (dv,) introduced
into the KS equation. Thus, we have

0l S WA . o)
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The last term, is the inverse (X ~1(r’, r)) of the static KS
linear response function of a system of non-interacting
particles expressed trough KS orbitals and eigenvalues:

X I‘ T _22 ¢* ¢a( )(b*( )¢1( ) +ce. . (17)
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Inserting Eq. (EIH) and Eq. (I6) into Eq. ([I), after
some algebra we obtain

v (r) = (18)

Z % /dr’qﬁi(r')qSZ(r’)X_l(r,r’) + c.c.
where (Ty)pq = (¢p| — £V?|¢y) are the KE matrix ele-
ments. Note that the above procedure is partially similar
to the one used in the self-consistent implementation of
meta-GGA XC functionals depending on the local kinetic
energy density®88 920,

1 1
= —5VE,0) - SV . (15)

B. Common energy denominator approximation

Since the OEP procedure described above is numeri-
cally involved and not very stable (see Sec. [[V] for more
details), we introduce here an approximation based on
the common energy denominator method (CEDA)2 23
This leads to a simpler and well behaving equation for
the kinetic potential that yields basically the same results
as the full OEP variant (Eq. (I8).

To obtain our approximation we start by multiplying
Eq. (I8) by Eq. (I7) and integrating over r to obtain

> lﬂmrmzu) +ee. (19)
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where
(0k),, = / 05, ()0 () (1) - (20)

This is just another representation of OEP equation?!
Now we assume that all the energy differences in the de-
nominator of Eq. ([9) can be approximated by a constant
mean energy (A = g; — &,) getting

Z [(Uk)ia¢i(r)¢:(r) +ce (21)

=2 |l

At this point we can use on both sides of Eq. (2I) the

relation
)+ Z il

PRI
to obtain

p(r)ok(r) — Z(vk)z‘j ¢i(r)oj(r) + c.c. = (23)
_Z Z o (
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Finally, using the identity®

__Z¢

we find the kinetic potential approximation

Ts)ia®i(r)dk(r) + c.c.

=d(r—r') (22)
Z(Ts)ij ¢i(r)¢; (r) + c.c. .

()V20i(r) = 7(0) — 1V7plr)  (21)

This equation expresses the kinetic potential in the
CEDA.

A further approximation can be obtained following the
idea of Krieger-Li-Tafrate (KLI)23, neglecting in the sum-
mation all the terms with ¢ # j. Indeed, numerical in-
vestigations support the fact that the off-diagonal terms
in the sum provide only a minor contribution with re-
spect to the diagonal ones. In this way we obtain the
KLI approximation of Eq. (I8]) which reads
T(r)  V?p(r)

vk (r) = p(r)  4p(r)
+ Z ()i — (Ts)is) |i(r)]

(26)

p(r)
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FIG. 1. The Weizsédcker kinetic potential without and with
oscillatory profile correction calculated for Ne atom in the
cc-pVTZ basis set.

Inserting the definition 7(r) = 7" (r) + 7F(r) into
Eq. [26) and removing the VW potential of Eq. () one
obtains the Pauli potential

|3 ()|
p(r)

One can prove that for density and orbitals correspond-
ing to the SCF solution of the KS and Euler equations
(i.e. at the solution point ) the above formula is formally
equivalent to Eq. (I2)) (see Appendix [Blfor more details).
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IIT. COMPUTATIONAL DETAILS

All methods have been implemented in a local version
of the ACESII®® software package. The kinetic potentials
have been computed for fixed reference densities obtained
from various methods, such as OEPx/280 OEP2-scf2,
Hartree-Fock (HF)28, Perdew-Burke-Ernzerhof (PBE)27
in post-SCF fashion. Here OPEx denotes exact-exchange
OEP calculations, OEP2-sc denotes second-order cor-
related OEP calculations with a semi-canonical trans-
formation of the orbitals. We remark, that a simi-
lar approach was already successfully utilized in some
studies?® 19 to investigate the most relevant features of
the XC potentials. To calculate the kinetic potentials
with the OEP method, in practice, we have employed
the finite-basis set procedure of Ref2?, which was also
used in our previous studies to generate exchange and
correlation potentialsé7190-106 = Thys, the kinetic OEP
potential is expanded in the same primitive Gaussian ba-
sis set which is used to represent the orbitals in the SCF
procedure. In the case of exchange and correlation po-
tentials, this procedure led to the reduction of numerical
instabilities in the solution of OEP equationt?” 102 TIn
all calculation, the cutoff for the truncated singular-value
decomposition (SVD) was set to 107°.

In the following subsection, we recall some problems
related to representation in real space of von Weizséacker
and Pauli potentials and describe the details related to
the implementation of the OEP method and the KLI
approximation.

A. Asymptotic-corrected VW potential

In principle the far distance asymptotic behavior of the
VW potential is

oW(r) xep, (28)

where e is the HOMO energy. This property is read-
ily obtained by using the asymptotic density behavior!l?
p(r) oc Ae=2V =217 into Eq. (). However, in many cal-
culations the electron density is expanded in Gaussian
basis functions. Thus, the asymptotic density behavior
is not the true one but rather p(r) o< e~ with  being
the exponent of the most diffuse primitive basis function.

Consequently the VW potential is found to behave as

ar

oW (r) o —10427"2 + loz . (29)
2 2
Then, the VW potential incorrectly diverges. In a similar
way, the use of contracted Gaussian functions to repre-
sent the electron density may lead to oscillations in the
core region of atoms, due to inaccuracies in the descrip-
tion of the Laplacian term in Eq. (@)L, These issues
have been studied by several groupstt 116 and are basi-
cally related to the truncation error of the basis set.
One possible remedy to reduce this basis set artifacts
is to use a smoothing procedure as described in Ref.24,
This allows, in an effective manner, to eliminate the os-
cillations and divergences in the VW potential computed
using Gaussian basis set densities by utilization of a basis-
set oscillation profile! 114 defined as

L
Avose(r) =~ ; 97 (r)3i(x) (30)

with
1) = |57+ 0te)pl| o) - o). 6D)

Note that, since the oscillation profile is directly linked
with a measure of basis set incompleteness*!, for a com-
plete basis set all ¢;(r) vanish and thus so does the oscil-
lation profile.

Employing the Eq. B0) the corrected VW potential

can be computed as
oW (r) = oW (1) — Avgee(r) . (32)

Fig. [ shows the VW potential of the Ne atom, com-
puted with a Gaussian basis set (cc-pVTZHT) with and
without the oscillation profile correction. We see that
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Total (left) and Pauli (right) kinetic potential calculated using OEP method described in Sec. [[TAl on top of OEPx

converged quantities for Ne atom in various basis sets (see text).

the impact of the correction is observed both in core and
asymptotic regions what might be very important from
the computational point of view when a Gaussian-type
basis set is employed in the calculation.

B. Numerical implementation of OEP method

In principle, likewise for the exchange potential,
Eq. @I8) could be solved numerically™#2.  However,
in general it is better to transform the OEP equation
[Eq. (I¥)] into an algebraic problem like in Ref.8%:81. This
is done by expanding the kinetic potential and Eq. (I7)

on an auxiliary, orthonormal, M-dimensional basis set

{fp( )}p 1 a8

v Zcpfp (33)
and
X(r,x') = (X)pg f(0) fo (), (34)
where b
pq—/fp (r,r ) fq(r r')dr'dr
-y (% n c.c.> @)
while h

(rslq) = / ' 6, () () for')

This step allows to turn the solution of Eq. (I8]) into
an algebraic problem in which the expansion coefficients
(cp) are obtained from the solution of OEP equation in
the form

(X)gpr =Y (36)

q >

with

(37)

Y, zz H m|q>}+c.c.] |

Note that since the density-density response matrix
is singular!i® in order to solve Eq. ([B8) one needs to
employ a truncated SVD in the OEP procedure in or-
der to calculate the pseudo-inverse of the density-density
response matrix, (X~1),,, which is an essential step
for determining stable and physically meaningful OEP
potentialsf6:84:118

C. Numerical implementation of KLI method

In order to obtain the total kinetic potential given by
Eq. (206) one needs to find the matrix elements (¢; =
(vk)ii — (Ts)ii) which depend explicitely on the total ki-
netic potential itself. Thus, similarly as in the case of the
KLI method applied to the exchange potential?3119 one
can solve this problem turning Eq. (26]) into the linear
algebraic equations taking the form

1-Mlc=t (38)
where
95, (r)¢; (r) i (r) i (r)
(Mg = o) (39)
and
_ Ly, 7(r) | V?p(r)
(6w = (orl5V o0 T oo l¢) . (40)

The matrix equation (Eq. (38)) can be efficiently solved
using standard numerical routines with respect to the
¢; coefficients which then can be used to compute the
potential via Eq. (26]).
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FIG. 3.  (Top) comparison of total and Pauli kinetic po-

tentials calculated using with OEP and KLI methods on top
of OEPx SCF quantities using UGBS basis set. The inset
presents the asymptotic behavior of potential. The dashed
horizontal line denoted the HOMO energy (ex = —0.8507
a.u.). (Middle) The difference in the total and Pauli kinetic
potential between the OEP and KLI methods. (Bottom)
The comparison of the difference in the total kinetic poten-
tial (v0FP® — v L1) and the oscillatory profile (see Eq. (@)
calculated for the same computational setup.

IV. RESULTS

In this section we show the total and Pauli kinetic po-
tentials generated using various methods for some repre-
sentative systems. More examples (for several atoms and
molecules) are provided in the supporting informationd2°.
Because we have proved analytically the equivalence of
the inverted Euler equation, the Bartolotti-Acharya for-
mula and the KLI approach, in the following we will show

and discuss only the OEP and KLI results.

In Fig. 2l we report the total (left) and Pauli (right)
kinetic potentials obtained using the OEP procedure for
the Ne atom in few basis sets. One can note that for both
kinetic potentials generated using the cc-pVTZT basis
set, we get a nonphysical course of the potential in the

asymptotic and the core region. Moreover, in the valence
region, we observe strong oscillations, especially visible in
the case of the Pauli potential. Similar results (not re-
ported) were obtained also employing the cc-pVDZ and
cc-pVQZ Dunning!!? basis sets. These issues are due
to the fact that these basis sets are not flexible enough
to represent the kinetic potentials and the response ma-
trix, thus the OEP equation cannot yield a satisfactory
solution. Uncontraction of the cc-pVTZ basis set (cc-
pVTZU) makes it sufficiently flexible, especially in the
atomic core regions, leading to a significant improvement
in the shape of both potentials. In fact, in this case, the
kinetic potential exhibits a much better behavior in that
region. This fact resembles what is observed in the case
of the OEP procedure applied to exchange and exchange-
correlation potentials?®198:118 = Nevertheless, even if the
cc-pVTZU basis set definitely improves the description
of the total kinetic potential, looking at the Pauli poten-
tial, which is more sensitive to numerical issues, one can
still observe a moderate oscillatory behavior in the core
region. This has probably the same origin as the one
observed in Ref1% in the case of exchange potentials.
Those oscillations can be removed by a careful choice of
the basis set. For example, the utilization of a larger
uncontracted basis set, namely the universal Gaussian
basis seti2! (UGBS), leads to a further improvement of
the Pauli kinetic potential such that the oscillations are
largely reduced.

A more effective way to avoid the basis set artifacts
and obtain stable and well-behaving kinetic potentials
turns out to be the utilization of the KLI approximation
described in Sec. In the top of Fig. [l we show
in fact a comparison of the total and Pauli kinetic po-
tentials generated using the KLI and the OEP methods
(with the UGBS basis set). Additionally, in the mid-
dle panel of Fig. [B] we report the difference in the total
(vQFPr —yKLT) and Pauli kinetic potentials between the
OEP and KLI methods. One can readily see that the KLI
approximation yields virtually the same potentials as the
OEP procedure but without the unphysical oscillations.
The largest differences can be seen mostly in the core and
asymptotic regions probably due to the superposition of
two problems related to i) the basis set incompleteness
and oscillatory profile; ii) the expansion of OEP kinetic
potential in the finite Gaussian basis set. This actually
can be confirmed comparing the (vOEFP? — pKLT) differ-
ence with the oscillatory profile. This is reported in the
bottom panel of Fig. One can note that in the ma-
jor part these two quantities are largely proportional to
each other meaning that the difference between the ki-
netic potential generated by the OEP and the KLI meth-
ods lays basically in the incompleteness of the basis set
used to expand both orbitals (thus the density) and the
kinetic potential. Moreover, the KLI approximation ap-
pears to incorporatethe oscillation profile correction thus
the quality of the total and Pauli potentials are much
better. For example, in the asymptotic region, the KLI
method performs much better than the OEP potential
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FIG. 4. Pauli potential calculated using the KLI method described in Sec. [IB] on top of OEPx converged quantities for the
Ne atom (left) and the CO molecule (right, plotted along bond axis) for the cc-pVXZ (X = D, T, Q) family of basis sets. The
inset presents the differences between the Pauli potentials calculated for two successive basis sets in cc-pVXZ family.

TABLE I. The expansion coefficients calculated using Bartolotti-Acharya formula (BA) and the one obtained from KLI method
described in Sec. 1Bl (KLI). For all systems the UGBS basis set was used.

OEPx orbitals

HF orbitals

orb. orb. energy BA (eg —e;) KLI  orb. energy BA (eg —e;) KLI
Be

1s -4.125 3.816 3.816 -4.733 4.423 3.861

2s -0.309 0.000 - -0.309 0.000 -
Ne

1s -30.820 29.969 29.969 -32.772 31.922 29.961

2s -1.718 0.867 0.867 -1.930 1.080 0.858

2p -0.851 0.000 - -0.850 0.000 -

(see the inset in the upper panel) which is not decaying
correctly to ey for large values or 7 (and as 1/r%7 to
zero in case of the Pauli potential). This, in fact, is re-
lated to the Gaussian basis (used to expand the OEP ki-
netic potential) which goes rapidly to zero in this region.
Asimilar behavior was also observed in the case ofthe ex-
change OEP potential®*10T:118 Noreover, we note that,
in the case of the KLI approximation, the description of
the core region is highly improved. The occurrence of
rapid oscillations in the OEP potential in this region has
probably the same origin as the one observed in Ref.10%
in the case of the exchange potentialand can be cured by
a proper balancing the auxiliary basis set in OEP proce-
dure.

One more advantage of the KLI method is that the
quality of the results is preserved also when standard,
relatively small basis sets are used. This is shown in Fig.
[ where we report the Pauli potentials for Ne atom and
CO molecule generated using the family of Dunning!l?
ce-pVX7Z basis sets (where X = D, T,Q). The plots
show that indeed the potential is only marginally de-

pendent on the basis set and in any case no numerical

artifacts appear. This shows that the KLI approach for
the description of the kinetic potential is really a robust
numerical procedure.

In Fig. we report the total, von Weizséacker, and
Pauli kinetic potentials generated using the KLI method
and the cc-pVTZT basis set for three representative sys-
tems, namely the Ar (top) atom and the CO (middle)
and HF (bottom) molecules. The same quantities are
reported for several other atomic and molecular systems
in the supporting materials (see Ref12?). First of all,
we note the smooth course of all kinetic potentials. This
further supports the conclusion that the KLI method is
stable and can generate reference potentials for any type
of system. Secondly, the Pauli potential is always non-
negative, giving a finite value at the core!22 and decays
to zero asymptotically”’. Moreover, at the bond (see
e.g. the HF and CO cases, as well as other molecules
in Ref12?) the Pauli potential gives a non-negative con-
tribution to the total kinetic potential which may play
quite an important role in some cases. Furthermore, we
see that in the iso-orbital regions the Pauli potential goes
correctly to zero (see e.g. the H side in the HF molecule).



The Pauli potential also exhibits a similar shell structure
as the one visible in the Weizsacker kinetic potential case.
We note that the total kinetic potential does not have
such features meaning that those must almost cancel mu-
tually. This is an important fact which should be taken
into account in the construction of KE functionals and
potentials for OF-DFT. Finally, we note that the total
and Weizsacker kinetic potentials show the correct be-
havior at the nuclei and in the asymptotic region where
they decay to eg. (see the insets in Fig. Bl Ar atom).

Finally, we have assessed the impact of the reference
SCF orbitals on the shape of total and Pauli kinetic po-
tentials. Thus in Fig. [0 we report the aforementioned
quantities calculated on top of OEPx™80 OEP2-scf2,
HF2 and PBEYT orbitals in the post-SCF fashion for
Ne atom and CO molecule in the cc-pVTZ basis setst?.
One can readily see that all the orbitals generate virtually
the same Pauli potentials. A closer look (see the inset of
Fig. [Bl where we present the differences between PBE,
HF and OEPx results and the one obtained from OEP2-
sc¢ method) reveals that some differences appear mostly
in the core regions. Note, that the Pauli potential ob-
tained from HF orbitals also behaves in line with others.
This is somehow contradictory to the results reported in
Ref122 (see Fig. 2 in the paper). However, the closer
inspection reveals that the Pauli potential in Ref123 was
obtained using the BA formula which, in contrary to our
KLI method, incorporates also the effects related to the
non-locality of exchange operator (see Appendix [B] for
more details). This can be also seen in Tab. [l where
we report the expansion coefficients calculated using the
BA formula (eg — ¢;) and the KLI method for Be and
Ne atom in UGBS basis set. One can immediately note
that in the case of the OEPx orbitals the expansion co-
efficients are identical. On the other hand, in the case
of the HF orbitals, there is a quite large discrepancy be-
tween the coefficients. As was mentioned before, this
is due to the fact that the BA coefficients obtained for
the HF orbitals take also into account the energy shift
((pHF v, — 2N pHE)) related to the difference between
the local and non-local exchange potentials. In the KLI
case the utilization of HF quantities leads to a purely
local kinetic potential which does not include any ad-
ditional effectrelated to the exchange potential (see Ap-
pendix[B)) and thus the coefficients are much more similar
to the ones obtained from the OEPx method.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have introduced a new method that allows to
generate a real-space representation of the total and
Pauli kinetic potentials via the utilization of the OEP
method™ ™ taking as a starting point the KS non-
interacting kinetic energy expression. Moreover, we have
reviewed in detail all the presently utilized methods used
to compute the aforementioned quantities. The OEP
based method, however, leads to similar numerical prob-

lems as those encountered in the case of the exchange and
exchange-correlation OEP calculations. Thus, we have
derived a common energy denominator approximation to
the kinetic OEP method and then its KLI variant which
has proven to give much more stable and robust results
than the original OEP one. Additionally, we have proved
that when the SCF density and orbitals are employed, at
the solution point, our KLI method is formally equiva-
lent to commonly used BA formula®? when KS reference
orbitals are considered. Nevertheless, our KLI approach
seems to be superior to the BA one because it can be
also employed starting from HF orbitals (whereas in this
case, the BA formula includes some undesired non-local
contributions). We hope that the present work will shed
some light on the future development of total and Pauli
kinetic potentials for OF-DFT and allow to find some
new or improve existing?2* semilocal expressions for the
latter.
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Appendix A: Bartolotti-Acharya formula

Consider the KS equation

ARG ORI
Multiplication by ¢} and sum over ¢ yields
TL (I‘) 1 N
_ 1eb (1) [2
) + vs(r) = W)Zszlsbz(r)l ; (A2)

%

where 77,(r) = —(1/2) >, ¢7 (r)V2¢;(r). Using Eq. 24)
and the fact that 7(r) = 7% (r) + 77(r), we find

TW v2p 7_P

1 N
+7+vs(r):m;€i|¢i(r)| . (A3)

p 4p
On the other hand, the Euler equation [Eq. ()] reads

6T p]
dp(r)

By subtracting Eq. (A3) from Eq. (A4), after some alge-
bra we obtain

+ur) = p. (A1)

0T ™o V2 7 1
’ (A5)

Now if we remove the von Weizsédcker kinetic potential
from both sides we easily retrieve Eq. (I2).




It is also easy to show that the Bartolotti-Acharya for-
mula can be alternatively derived starting from the os-
cillation profile corrected Pauli potential

vPI (r) = —uy(r) = 0" (r) + Avpe(r) + . (A6)

that is directly derivable from Eq. (@32). Taking into
account that the Awv,s.(r) can be rewritten as

Y W)V P
AreelD= 6 " oy Ty T
1N
—mzfﬂ@(rﬂz (A7)
one arrives at
7P (
Py =" e ——Zazlaﬁz ()] + p (A8)

that is exactly Eq. (I2).

Appendix B: Equivalence of Bartolotti-Acharya
formula and KLI approximation

From the KS equation we easily find
1
g = (¢ — §V2 + vs[ i) - (B1)

On the other hand, multiplying the Euler equation
[Eq. (B4)] by |#i(r)|> and integrating over the whole
space one arrives at

Llpl |
5olr)

Now, subtracting Eq. (BIl) and Eq. (B2) we get

6T [p]
ép(r)

0Tu{og}] 1 (r)
dp(r ‘1 __EZ/ r’

<¢z vs|i) - (B2)

- z:<¢z

|pi) = (vk)ii — (Ts)ii - (B3)

Finally, inserting Eq. (B3) into Eq. (A3 and removing
from both sides the VW potential, we recover Eq. (27]).

Alternatively starting from the HF equations we find

BT = (61T

1
_§v2+vext+’UH+’UNL|¢HF>7 (B4)

where 9N is a non-local HF exchange operator. Multi-
plying now the Euler equation [Eq. (Ad))] by | (r)|?
and integrating over the whole space one arrives at

5T [p]

HF

= (¢i""
Subtracting Eq. (B4) and Eq. (BE) we get

p— el oS L)
dp(r)

H(HT o, — o§L|¢ffF> . (B6)
Finally, inserting Eq. (Bf]) into Eq. (AB]) and removing
from both sides the VW potential one obtains the expres-
sion for the Pauli kinetic potential. Note, however, that
Eq. 1) does not include the (¢ |v, — oNL|¢pHE) term
which additionally accounts in the u — e difference for
the non-local effect related to the HF exchange operator.

Ts[{¢q}]
6¢> (")

Appendix C: Derivation of 2

The derivative of the orbital-dependent KE functional
given by Eq. ([8) with respect to the orbitals reads

Vioi(r) - %i Jarsior 92 (5555)

:—%i/ dré(r — /)6, V2 (r ——Z/drépz(b )V2((r—r)). (C1)

Clearly, whenever ¢, denotes an unoccupied orbital, we
have §T's/0¢, = 0. In the opposite case (¢, being an
occupied orbital), a non-zero value is obtained. After
some algebra, Eq. (CI)) reduces to

6T [{¢q}]

_ l 2 AN
Sop(r) 2 O

5 [ o) V2 (st - ¢
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Now, utilizing the following relation

/dr'f(r’)VQT/é(r—r') = /dr'é(r—r')Vf,f(r') =V2f(r),

(C3)

on the right hand side of Eq. (C2) we recover Eq. (IH).

szsmiga@fizyka.umk.pl

P. Hohenberg and W.
Phys. Rev. 136, B864 (1964).

M. Levy, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 76, 6062 (1979).
Y. A. Wang and E. A. Carter, “Orbital-free
kinetic-energy density functional theory,” in
Theoretical Methods in Condensed Phase Chemistryl,
edited by S. D. Schwartz (Springer Netherlands, Dor-
drecht, 2002) pp. 117-184.

Kohn,

V. Karasiev and S. Trickey,
Comput. Phys. Commun 183, 2519 (2012)!

M. Levy, J. P. Perdew, and V. Sahni,
Phys. Rev. A 30, 2745 (1984).

L. Li and K. Burke, “Recent developments
in density functional approximations,” in

31

L. A. Constantin, E. Fabiano, and F. Della Sala, J. Chem.
Theory Comput. 13, 4228 (2017).

J. Seino, R. Kageyama, M. Fujinami, Y. Ikabata,
H. Nakai, J. Chem. Phys. 148, 241705 (2018).

A. C. Cancio and J. J. Redd, Mol. Phys. 115, 618 (2017).
M. Ernzerhof, J. Mol. Struct.. THEOCHEM 501, 59
(2000).

D. Chakraborty, R. Cuevas-Saavedra, and P. Ayers,
in Many-body Approaches at Different Scales (Springer,
2018) pp. 199-208.

and

A. Lembarki and H. Chermette,
Phys. Rev. A 50, 5328 (1994).
F. Tran and T. A. Wesotowski,

Int. J. Quantum Chem. 89, 441 (2002).
A. J. Thakkar, Phys. Rev. A 46, 6920 (1992).

Handbook of Materials Modeling : Methods: Theory and Modelihdl. Ou-Yang and M. Levy, Int. J. Quantum Chem. 40, 379

edited by W. Andreoni and S. Yip (Springer International
Publishing, Cham, 2018) pp. 1-14.
N. Mardirossian and M.
Mol. Phys. 115, 2315 (2017).

F. Della Sala, E. Fabiano, and L. A. Constantin, Int. J.
Quantum Chem. 116, 1641 (2016).

M. Levy and J. P. Perdew, |[Phys. Rev. A 32, 2010 (1985).
M. Levy, Phys. Rev. A 26, 1200 (1982).

F. Della Sala, E. Fabiano, and L. A. Constantin,
Phys. Rev. B 91, 035126 (2015).
L. A. Constantin, E. Fabiano,
Computation 4, 19 (2016).

L. A. Constantin, E. Fabiano, S. Smiga, and F. Della
Sala, Phys. Rev. B 95, 115153 (2017).

L. A. Constantin, E. Fabiano, and F. Della Sala,
Phys. Rev. B 97, 205137 (2018).

J. Xia and E. A. Carter, Phys. Rev. B 91, 045124 (2015).
V. Karasiev, S. Trickey, and F. E. Harris, J Computer-
Aided Mater Des 13, 111 (2006).

S. Trickey, V. Karasiev, and R. Jones, Int. J. Quantum
Chem. 109, 2943 (2009).

V. V. Karasiev, R. S. Jones, S. B. Trickey, and F. E.
Harris, “Recent advances in developing orbital-free ki-
netic energy functionals,” in New Developments in Quan-
tum Chemistry, edited by J. L. Paz and A. J. Hernan-
dez (Transworld Research Network, Trivandrum-695 023,
Kerala, India, 2009) pp. 25-54.

Head-Gordon,

and F. Della Sala,

V. V. Karasiev, D. Chakraborty, O. A. Shukruto, and
S. Trickey, Phys. Rev. B 88, 161108 (2013).
K Luo and S. Trickey,

Chem. Phys. Lett. 695, 190 (2018).
L. A. Constantin and A. Ruzsinszky, Phys. Rev. B 79,
115117 (2009).

S. S/miga7 E. Fabiano, L. A. Constantin, and F. Della
Sala, J. Chem. Phys. 146, 064105 (2017).

S. Smiga, E. Fabiano, S. Laricchia, L. A. Constantin, and
F. Della Sala, J. Chem. Phys. 142, 154121 (2015).

33

34

35

36

37

38

39

40

41

42

43
44

46

47

48

49

50
51

(1991).

L. Vitos, B. Johansson, J. Kollar,
Phys. Rev. A 61, 052511 (2000).
A. Lindmaa, A. E. Mattsson,
Rev. B 90, 075139 (2014).

A. Borgoo and D. J. Tozer, J. Chem. Theory Comput. 9,
2250 (2013).

W. Yang, R. G. Parr, and C. Lee, Phys. Rev. A 34, 4586
(1986).

J. P. Perdew and L. A.
Phys. Rev. B 75, 155109 (2007).

S. Laricchia, L. A. Constantin, E. Fabiano, and F. Della
Sala, J. Chem. Theory Comput. 10, 164 (2014).

A. C. Cancio, D. Stewart, and A. Kuna, J. Chem. Phys.
144, 084107 (2016).

and H. L. Skriver,

and R. Armiento, Phys.

Constantin,

J. Lehtomaki and 0. Lopez-Acevedo,
Phys. Rev. B 100, 165111 (2019).
W. Mi and M. Pavanello,
Phys. Rev. B 100, 041105 (2019),
H.  Lee, C.  Lee, and R. G. Parr,

Phys. Rev. A 44, 768 (1991).

N. H. March, |J. Phys. Chem. 86, 2262 (1982).
S. Laricchia, E. Fabiano, L. A. Constantin, and F. Della
Sala, J. Chem. Theory Comput. 7, 2439 (2011).

S. Smiga, L. A. Constantin,
F. Della Sala, and E. Fabiano,
Computation 7 (2019), 10.3390/computation7040065.

K. Luo, V. V. Karasiev, and S. B. Trickey,
Phys. Rev. B 98, 041111 (2018)]

W. C. Witt, B. G. del Rio, J. M. Dieterich, and E. A.
Carter, |J. Mater. Res. Technol 33, 777795 (2018).

L. A. Constantin, E. Fabiano, and F. Della Sala,
J. Chem. Theory Comput. 15, 3044 (2019).

W. Kohn and L. J. Sham, Phys. Rev. 140, A1133 (1965).
C. F. v. Weizsécker, Z. Phys. 96, 431 (1935).
Y Tal and R. F. W.

. Bader,
Int. J. Quantum Chem. 14, 153.


mailto:szsmiga@fizyka.umk.pl
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.136.B864
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.76.12.6062
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/0-306-46949-9_5
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2012.06.016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.30.2745
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-42913-7_11-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00268976.2017.1333644
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.32.2010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.26.1200
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.91.035126
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/computation4020019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.97.205137
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cplett.2018.02.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.50.5328
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/qua.10306
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.75.155109
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.100.165111
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.100.041105
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.44.768
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/j100209a022
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/computation7040065
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.98.041111
http://dx.doi.org/10.1557/jmr.2017.462
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.jctc.9b00183
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01337700
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/qua.560140813

60

61

62

63

64

65

66

67

68

69

70
71

72

73

74
75
76
77
78
79

80

81

82

83
84

86

87

L. J. Bartolotti and p. K.
J. Chem. Phys. 77, 4576 (1982).

M. Levy and H. Ou-Yang, Phys. Rev. A 38, 625 (1988).
E. Ospadov, I. G. Ryabinkin, and V. N. Staroverov,
J. Chem. Phys. 146, 084103 (2017).

Acharya,

D. Neuhauser, S. Pistinner, A. Coomar, X. Zhang, and
G. Lu, |J. Chem. Phys. 134, 144101 (2011).

W. Yan, Phys. Rev. B 91, 115416 (2015).

T. A. Wesolowski and Y. A. Wang,

Recent Progress in Orbital-free Density Functional Theory
(WORLD SCIENTIFIC, 2013).

C. R. Jacob and J. Neugebauer,
Wiley Interdiscip. Rev. Comput. Mol. Sci. 4, 325 (2014).
A. A. Astakhov, A. I. Stash, and V. G. Tsirelson,
Int. J. Quantum Chem. 116, 237 (2016).
W. Mi, A. Genova, and

J. Chem. Phys. 148, 184107 (2018).

I. Grabowski, S. Hirata, S. Ivanov, and R. J. Bartlett, J.
Chem. Phys. 116, 4415 (2002).

R. J. Bartlett, I. Grabowski, S. Hirata,
J. Chem. Phys. 122, 034104 (2005).

I. Grabowski, V. Lotrich, and R. J. Bartlett, J. Chem.
Phys. 127, 154111 (2007).

P. Verma and R. J.
J. Chem. Phys. 136, 044105 (2012).

I. Grabowski, E. Fabiano, and F. Della Sala,
Phys. Rev. B 87, 075103 (2013).

I.  Grabowski, E.  Fabiano, A. M.
S. Smiga, A. Buksztel, and F. Della
J. Chem. Phys. 141, 024113 (2014).

S. S/miga7 F. Della Sala, A. Buksztel, I. Grabowski, and
E. Fabiano, J. Comput. Chemie 37, 2081 (2016).

S. Smiga, V. Marusiak, I. Grabowski, and E. Fabiano,
J. Chem. Phys. 152, 054109 (2020).
Q. Zhao, R. C. Morrison,
Phys. Rev. A 50, 2138 (1994).

Q. Wu and W. Yang, |J. Chem. Phys. 118, 2498 (2003).

M.

Pavanello,

and S. Ivanov,

Bartlett,

Teale,
Sala,

and R. G. Parr,

M. Levy, J. P. Perdew, and V. Sahni,
Phys. Rev. A 30, 2745 (1984).
C.-0. Almbladh and U. von Barth,
Phys. Rev. B 31, 3231 (1985).
S. Smiga and I. Grabowski,

J. Chem. Theory Comput. 14, 4780 (2018).

K. Finzel, Int. J. Quantum Chem. 116, 1261 (2016).

K. Finzel, [J. Chem. Phys. 144, 034108 (2016).

K. Finzel, Int. J. Quantum Chem. 117, €25329 (2017).
L. A. Constantin, Phys. Rev. B 99, 155137 (2019).

R. T. Sharp and G. K. Horton, Phys. Rev. 90, 317 (1953).
J. D. Talman and W. F. Shadwick, Phys. Rev. A 14, 36
(1976).

S. Ivanov, S. Hirata, and R. J. Bartlett, Phys. Rev. Lett.
83, 5455 (1999).

A. Gorling, Phys. Rev. Lett. 83, 5459 (1999).

S. Kimmel and L. Kronik, Rev. Mod. Phys. 80, 3 (2008).
A. Gorling, [J. Chem. Phys. 123, 062203 (2005).

S. Ivanov, S. Hirata, and R. J. Bartlett, J. Chem. Phys.
116, 1269 (2002).

E. Engel and R. M. Dreizler,
J. Comput. Chemie 20, 31 (1999).

E. Engel, H. Jiang, and A. Facco Bonetti,
Phys. Rev. A 72, 052503 (2005).

H. Jiang and E. Engel,

J. Chem. Phys. 123, 224102 (2005)!

88

90

91

93

94

96

97

98

99

100

101

102

103

104

105

106

107

108

109

110

111

11

F. Zahariev, S. S. Leang, and M. S. Gordon,
J. Chem. Phys. 138, 244108 (2013)
A. V. Arbuznikov and M. Kaupp,

Chem. Phys. Lett. 381, 495 (2003).
F. Della Sala, E. Fabiano, and L. A. Constantin,
Int. J. Quantum Chem. 116, 1641.

0. V. Gritsenko and E. J. Baerends,
Phys. Rev. A 64, 042506 (2001)

F. Della Sala and A. Gorling,
J. Chem. Phys. 115, 5718 (2001).

J. B. Krieger, Y. Li, and G. J. [Iafrate,
Phys. Rev. A 46, 5453 (1992)!

A. Gorling, A. Heflelmann, M. Jones, and M. Levy,

J. Chem. Phys. 128, 104104 (2008).

J. F. Stanton, J. Gauss, J. D. Watts, M. Nooijen,
N. Oliphant, S. A. Perera, P. Szalay, W. J. Laud-
erdale, S. Kucharski, S. Gwaltney, S. Beck, A. Balkov4,
D. E. Bernholdt, K. K. Baeck, P. Rozyczko, H. Sekino,
C. Hober, and R. J. Bartlett Integral packages included
are VMOL (J. Almlf and P.R. Taylor); VPROPS (P.
Taylor) ABACUS; (T. Helgaker, H.J. Aa. Jensen, P.
Jorgensen, J. Olsen, and P.R. Taylor), ACES II (Quan-
tum Theory Project, Gainesville, Florida, 2007).

A. Szabo and N. Ostlund,

Modern Quantum Chemistry: Introduction to Advanced Electronic St

Dover Books on Chemistry (Dover Publications, 1989).
J. P. Perdew, K. Burke, and M. Ernzerhof, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 77, 3865 (1996).

L. Grabowski, , and V. Lotrich,
Mol. Phys. 103, 2085 (2005).
E. Fabiano and F. Della Sala,

J. Chem. Phys. 126, 214102 (2007)!

E. Fabiano, S. S,miga7 S. Giarrusso, T. J. Daas,
F. Della Sala, I. Grabowski, and P. Gori-Giorgi,
J. Chem. Theory Comput. 15, 1006 (2019).

I. Grabowski, A. M. Teale, S. S/miga7 and R. J. Bartlett,
J. Chem. Phys. 135, 114111 (2011).

S. Smiga, O. Franck, B. Mussard, A. Buksz-
tel, I. Grabowski, E. Luppi, and J. Toulouse,
J. Chem. Phys. 145, 144102 (2016)

1. Grabowski, A. M. Teale, E. Fabiano, S. Smiga, A. Buk-
sztel, and F. Della Sala, Mol. Phys. 112, 700 (2014)!

A. Buksztel, S. S/miga7 and I. Grabowski, in

Electron Correlation in Molecules ab initio Beyond Gaussian Quant:

Adv. Quantum Chem., Vol. 73, edited by P. E. Hoggan
and T. Ozdogan (Academic Press, 2016) pp. 263 — 283.
S. émiga, A. Buksztel, and [. Grabowski, in

Proceedings of MEST 2012: Electronic structure methods with applicc

Adv. Quantum Chem., Vol. 68, edited by P. Hoggan
(Academic Press, 2014) pp. 125 — 151.

S. Smiga, 1. Grabowski, M. Witkowski, B. Mussard, and
J. Toulouse, |J. Chem. Theory Comput. 16, 211 (2020).
S. Hirata, S. Ivanov, [I. Grabowski, R. J.
Bartlett, K. Burke, and J. D. Talman,
J. Chem. Phys. 115, 1635 (2001).

A. Helelmann, A. W. Gétz, F. Della Sala, and A. Gérling,
J. Chem. Phys. 127, 054102 (2007).

C. Kollmar and M. Filatov,
J. Chem. Phys. 127, 114104 (2007).
P. Gori-Giorgi, T. G4l, and E. J. Baerends,

Mol. Phys. 114, 1086 (2016).
P. R. T. Schipper, O. V. Gritsenko, and E. J. Baerends,
Theor. Chem. Acc 98, 16 (1997).


http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.444409
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.38.625
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4975990
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1063/1.3574347
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.91.115416
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/8633
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/wcms.1175
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/qua.24957
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.5023926
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1063/1.1809605
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3678180
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.87.075103
http://dx.doi.org/ http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4887097
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jcc.24436
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.5128933
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.50.2138
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1535422
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.30.2745
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.31.3231
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.jctc.8b00638
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/qua.25169
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4940035
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/qua.25329
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.155137
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.80.3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1904583
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1002/(SICI)1096-987X(19990115)20:1<31::AID-JCC6>3.0.CO;2-P
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.72.052503
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2128674
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4811270
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cplett.2003.10.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/qua.25224
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.64.042506
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1398093
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.46.5453
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2826366
https://books.google.it/books?id=6mV9gYzEkgIC
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00268970500131462
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2735300
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1021/acs.jctc.8b01037
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1063/1.4964319
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1080/00268976.2013.854424
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/bs.aiq.2015.07.002
http://dx.doi.org/http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-800536-1.00007-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.jctc.9b00807
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1063/1.1381013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2751159
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2777144
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00268976.2015.1137643
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s002140050273

112

113
114

115

116

117
118

M. E. Mura, P. J. Knowles, and C. A. Reynolds,

J. Chem. Phys. 106, 9659 (1997).

C. R. Jacob, |J. Chem. Phys. 135, 244102 (2011).
A. P. Gaiduk, I. G. Ryabinkin, and V. N. Staroverov,

J. Chem. Theory Comput. 9, 3959 (2013).
A.

P. de Silva and T.
J. Chem. Phys. 137, 094110 (2012)
P. de Silva and T.
Phys. Rev. A 85, 032518 (2012)

A.

Wesolowski,

Wesolowski,

T. H. Dunning, |J. Chem. Phys. 90, 1007 (1989).
Grabowski, R. J.

S. Hirata, S. Ivanov, L
Bartlett, K. Burke, and
J. Chem. Phys. 115, 1635 (2001).

J.

D.

Talman,

119

120

121

122

123

124

T. Grabo and E. K. U. Gross, Int. J.
95 (1997).

See Supplemental Material at [URL]
plots of the total and Pauli kinetic
using KLI method.

E. V. R. de Castro and
J. Chem. Phys. 108, 5225 (1998).

12

Quantum Chem. 64,

for further reference
potentials generated

F. E. Jorge,

H. Levamaki, A. Nagy, K. Kokko, and L. Vitos,

Phys. Rev. A 90, 062515 (2014)!

K. Finzel, P. W. Ayers,
Theor. Chem. Acc 137, 30 (2018).
L. A. Constantin, E. Fabiano,

J. Phys. Chem. Lett. 9, 4385 (2018).

and P. Bultinck,

and F. Della Sala,


http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.473838
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3670414
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ct4004146
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4749573
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.85.032518
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.456153
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1063/1.1381013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.475959
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.90.062515
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00214-018-2209-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpclett.8b01926

200 —rrq

150

.
L
howosom

100+

v, [au]

50

01 1
distance [a.u.]

_ | | I |
20—4 -2 . 0 2
z distance [a.u.]

FIG. 5. Total, Weizsacker and Pauli kinetic potentials for
Ar (top) atom and CO (middle) and HF (bottom) molecules
(plotted along bond axis). Data are generated on top of OEPx
SCF results in cc-pVTZ basis set using the method described
in Sec. [TBl
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FIG. 6. Pauli potential calculated using the KLI method described in Sec. [[IB] on top of PBE, HF, OEPx and OEP2-sc
converged quantities for the Ne atom (left) and the CO molecule (right, plotted along bond axis) for the cc-pVTZ basis set.
The inset presents the differences between PBE, HF and OEPx results and those obtained from OEP2-sc method.



