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CONVERGENCE OF SCF SEQUENCES FOR THE
HARTREE-FOCK EQUATION

SOHEI ASHIDA

ABSTRACT. The Hartree-Fock equation is a fundamental equation in many-
electron problems. It is of practical importance in quantum chemistry to
find solutions to the Hartree-Fock equation. The self-consistent field (SCF)
method is a standard numerical calculation method to solve the Hartree-Fock
equation. In this paper we prove that the sequence of the functions obtained
in the SCF procedure is composed of a sequence of pairs of functions that
converges after multiplication by appropriate unitary matrices, which strongly
ensures the validity of the SCF method. A sufficient condition for the limit to
be a solution to the Hartree-Fock equation after multiplication by a unitary
matrix is given, and the convergence of the corresponding density operators
is also proved. The method is based mainly on the proof of approach of the
sequence to a critical set of a functional, compactness of the critical set, and the
proof of the Lojasiewicz inequality for another functional near critical points.

1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF THE RESULT

Let us consider a molecule with n nuclei and N electrons, where n, N € N.
A fundamental problem in quantum chemistry is the eigenvalue problem of the
Hamiltonian

N n

H:= NA el !
R IR DNy 7 AP D ek

i=1 i=1 1=1 1<i<j<N "
acting on L? (R3N), where x; € R? is the position of the ith electron, and R; and Z;
are the position and the atomic number of the Ith nucleus respectively. By the min-
max principle (see e.g. [19]) the eigenvalue problem is equivalent to the problem to
find the critical values and the critical points of the quadratic form (¥, HWU), where
¥ € H*(R3N), ||¥|| = 1. The Hartree-Fock functional is obtained by restriction of
the quadratic form to the set of all Slater determinants

U= (N2 3" (sgno)or(wom) - on (@ow)),
ogESN
where ¢; € H*(R?), 1 < i < N and (¢;, p;) = 8;j. In other words, the Hartree-Fock
functional is a functional defined by &(®) := (¥, H¥) for & € W, where
N

W:=30="(¢p1,...,on) € D H*R®) : (pi,05) = bij ¢ »
=1
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and ¥ is the Slater determinant constructed from ® = (¢, ..., pn). Here @fil H?
(R3) is the Hilbert space equipped with the inner product Zf\;(cpi, (1 —A)23;)
for ® = *(p1,...,on) and ® =(@1,...,¢n). The functional £(®) can be written
explicitly as

£(®) = ﬁ:%h% / / ply)dzdy

// T pla,y)|*dady,

where h := —A4+V, V(x) := — Zl:l |I—Rl|v

N
= lpil@),
i=1
is the density, and

= Z 0i(2)eF (y),

is the density matrix. Here and henceforth, u* denotes the complex conjugate
for a function u. In this paper we will consider for simplicity of notation the
spinless functions (;, although the results in this paper is trivially adapted to spin-
dependent functions with only notational changes.

The critical values of the Hartree-Fock functional give approximations to the
eigenvalues of H, and the corresponding critical points are used for further ap-
proximations. Let us recall the definition of critical values and critical points of
a functional £(®) : W — R (see e.g. [23, Definition 43.20]). Let Cg be the set
of all curves ¢ : (—1,1) — @lj\il H?(R3) such that c(t) € W for any t € (—1,1),

¢(0) = @ and '(0) exists. The point ® € W is called a critical point of £(®), if

dé‘( (t))/dt|;=0 = 0 for any ¢ € Cp. A real number A € R is called a critical value of
E(®) if there exists a critical point @ of £(®) such that A = £(®’). By the method
of Lagrange multipliers (see e.g. [23, Proposition 43.21] and also [I], Section 2]) we
can see that @ is a critical point of £(®) if and only if there exists an Hermitian
matrix (e;;) such that ® satisfies the equation

N

j=1
Here F(®) is an operator called Fock operator and defined by F(®) := h+R® —S?,
where R? is the multiplication operator by

N N
@)= [ o= ol i)y = 3 Q%)
with
® () = / 1z — 0 ()i (v)dy,

and

: ’LZ7



CONVERGENCE OF SCF SEQUENCES 3
with
(SEw)(a) = < [~ y|1sa;<y>w<y>dy) oi(2).

for w € L?(R?). We also define an operator G(®) by G(®) := R®* — S®. Then
F(®) can be written as F(®) = h + G(®). The matrix (e;;) is diagonalized by an

N x N unitary matrix A as A(e;;)A™1 = diag[er,...,en], and if we define new
functions ®NeW = {(pNew [ pRew) by pNew = Zjvzl Ay from the old one
QO = t( PP QM) New gatisfies the equation

(11) f(@)goizeigoi, 1 SZSN,

where (e1,...,ex) € RY and diag [ey, . . . , ex] is the diagonal matrix with the diago-
nal elements €1, ..., en. The equation (L)) is called Hartree-Fock equation. Hence

a solution @ to the Hartree-Fock equation is a critical point of £(®), and A € R is
a critical value of £(®) if and only if there exists a solution @ to the Hartree-Fock
equation such that A = é (®'). The Hartree-Fock equation was introduced by Fock
[6] and Slater [21] independently, after Hartree [11] introduced the Hartree equation
that ignored the antisymmetry with respect to exchange of variables. Hereafter,
let us call the tuple e := (e1,...,ex) an orbital energy, if there exists a tuple of
eigenfunctions ® = (1, ..., pn) € W of F(®) associated with e for some & € W),
i.e. we have

.7-'(&))901 = €;Pq, =1 SZS N
(Since we will consider sequences of the tuple in this paper, it would be more
convenient to call the tuple an orbital energy than each ¢;.) In particular, the tuple
(€1,...,en) of the numbers in the right-hand side of the Hartree-Fock equation
(1) is an orbital energy.

The Hartree-Fock equation can not be solved exactly even for small n and
N. A standard numerical calculation method to solve the equation is the self-
consistent field (SCF) method. In the SCF method we set an initial function
D0 =19, ..., %) and repeat the following iterative procedure until the sequence
{®*} obtained in the procedure converges. Let o™ ... %™ be an orthonormal
set of eigenfunctions of F(®F) associated with the N smallest eigenvalues (including

multiplicity) e’f“, cee efvﬂ, i.e. they satisfy

]_'(@k)w;f"rl — E»IL'C+1<P»IL'€+17 1§ 'L S N

(Assume here that we can choose such eigenfunctions, which is justified under
the uniform well-posedness condition introduced later.) We set the next function
as @FHL = t(go’f“, RN QD?V+1). Note that the choice of the eigenfunctions is not
unique, because the multiplication by a complex number with the absolute value 1
makes another eigenfunction, and if an eigenvalue is degenerated, multiplication by
a unitary matrix to an orthonormal basis of the corresponding eigenspace generates
another orthonormal basis. However, we suppose that particular eigenfanctions
have been chosen in the SCF procedure. Note that e* := (¥, ..., ek is the orbital
energy associated with ®*. Let us call the sequence {®*} SCF sequence.

For the analysis of the SCF sequence it is helpful to introduce operators called
density operators. For ® = (¢1,...,on) € W we define the density operator
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Do € L(L2(R?)) by

N

v =3 ([ ettt o)

=1
for w € L?(R3). We denote by P the set of operators
P:={D€T:RanD C H*(R?), D* = D = D*, Tr (D) = N},

where D* is the adjoint operator of D and 72 is the set of all Hilbert-Schmidt
operators in L?(R?) equipped with the norm || D||3 := (Tr (D*D))*/? (sce e.g. [18]).
We can easily confirm that Dg € P for ® € W. For D € P let us define an operator
G(D) by

(GDyw)(x) = Tr (lr — y| = D)yw(x) — D(jz =y~ w(y)),

where |z — y|~! is a multiplication operator with respect to y with a parameter z,
and the trace is taken with respect to y. Then we can see that

Moreover, we have

with
B(D) = Tr (hD) + %ﬂ (G(D)D).

If & =*(p1,...,on) €W and & = ($1,...,pn) € W satisfy Dy = Dg, then
® and ® are orthonormal bases of the same space Ran Dg. Hence there exists an
N x N unitary matrix A such that A® = ®. Since the Slater determinant ¥ of ®
is written as a determinant

e1(z1) - pi(aN)
v| - , .

sDN'(fﬂl) SDN('UCN)

we have U = |A| ¥, where U is the Slater determinant of ®. Therefore, the possible
difference between ¥ and U is only a multiplication by a complex number with
the absolute value 1. Since in the approximation of eigenfunctions of H we use ¥
rather than ®, we can conclude that the multiplication by the unitary matrix A
is not important. In addition, since G(®) is determined by Dg through G(®) =
G(Dg), ®**' in the SCF sequence is determined only by Dgr. Consequently, the
convergence of the density operators Dgr is more fundamental than that of ®* in
a certain sense.

Convergence of the SCF sequences is rarely studied from a mathematically rig-
orous standpoint. An important mathematically rigorous progress has been made
by Cances and Le Bris [4]. They introduced a functional F(D,D): P x P — R in
[4] defined by

E(D, D) := Tr (hD) + Tr (hD) 4+ Tr (G(D)D),
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which is symmetric with respect to D and D. Let us also define a functional
E(D,D): W x W —=Rby

N

N N
E(D,9) = Z(%‘, hei) + Z<@ia hi) + Z(@z‘, G(®)p:)

N
— Z(gpi,]—"(é)wﬁ + Z<¢i7 héi),

=1 i=1

which is symmetric with respect to ® = (¢1,...,on) and ® = (@1,...,PN).
Then we have

E(®,®) = E(Dg, Dy).

Note also that ®*+1 = t(h 1 . ohF) is the minimizer of £(®F, ®) with re-
spect to ® € W. The result in [4] is that there exists a convergent subsequence
{(Dgr;, Dgr;+1)} of the sequence {(Dgr, Dgr+1)} of pairs of the density operators
constructed from the SCF sequence. In their analysis the fact that F(Dgk, Dgr+1)
is decreasing with respect to k plays an important role. Their analysis is also based
on the condition called uniform well-posedness. We say that a SCF sequence {®*}
is uniformly well posed, if the following condition (UWP) is fulfilled.

(UWP) F(®*) has at least N isolated eigenvalues (including multiplicity) below
inf ooss (F(®F)) for any k, and there exists a constant v > 0 such that the
distance between the set of the N smallest eigenvalues (including multiplic-
ity) of F(®*) and the rest of the spectrum of F(®*) is larger than or equal
to v for any k, where o.55(B) is the essential spectrum of B.

Note that o.ss(F(®F)) = [0,00) (cf. the proof of Lemma [24)).

Although the result in [4] was the first mathematically rigorous important step
in the study of the convergence of the SCF method, existence of a convergent sub-
sequence is essentially rather different from convergence of the sequence itself. The
sequence itself may contain subsequences that even tend to infinity. In particu-
lar, in finite-dimensional spaces the existence of a convergent subsequence is an
assertion strictly weaker than the assertion that the sequence is merely bounded.
Another important mathematically rigorous progress has been achieved by Levitt
[13] under the Galerkin discretization, i.e. finite-dimensional approximation. It
is proved in [I3] that {(Dgr, Dgr+1)} itself converges under the finite-dimensional
approximation. In [13], in addition to the uniform well-posedness an inequality
called Lojasiewicz inequality plays a crucial role. The Lojasiewicz inequality is the
result as follows. Let m € N and f(z) : R™ — R be an analytic function. Then for
each zyp € R™ there exists a neighborhood U of zy and two constants x > 0 and
6 € (0,1/2] such that when z € U,

|f(@) = f(@o)|'™0 < KIIVF ()]

In fact, the proof of the convergence of SCF sequences with finite-dimensional
approximation does not ensure the validity of the SCF method, because in general,
in numerical calculations of differential equations by discretization there could exist
”false solutions” that are not approximations of any true solutions to the equations.
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They can arise from the finite-dimensional approximations. For example, it has
been theoretically proved that the equation

—Au = u?,

in Q := (0,a) x (0,1/a), a > 0 with the boundary condition u = 0 on 9 does
not have any solution asymmetric with respect to the center of the region €2 in the
direction of the first or second variable (cf. [9]). However, in a numerical calculation
an asymmetric ”false solution” to the equation was observed (cf. [3]). If a sequence
in the framework of the finite-dimensional approximation converges to such ”false
solution”, the convergence is not desirable at all.

In this paper we prove that {(Dgr, Dgr+1)} itself converges without any finite-
dimensional approximation. Moreover, we prove that for appropriate N x N unitary
matrices Ay, k > 0 the sequence {(A®%F, Aop 1 ®*+1)} converges with respect
to the Sobolev norm in the direct sum of H?(R3). We also give a condition that
a tuple of the eigenfunctions of F(2°°) is a solution to the Hartree-Fock equation,
where

2% .= lim Ag,®2*.
k—oo

Unlike the result above, the present result means the convergence to true solutions
(at least to critical points of £(®,®)), and this would also be the first step for
the study to avoid ”false solutions” as above (if they exist) in finite-dimensional
approximations. The followings are the main results.

Theorem 1.1. Let {®*} be a uniformly well posed SCF sequence such that the
initial function ®° =9, ..., o0) satisfies
[z} (@)[| < Co, 1< i <N,
for some Cy > 0. Then there exist 2, 2°° € W such that
lim HD@% — DEooHQ = O,
k—o0
lim HD<I>2’“+1 — DiooHQ = 0.
k—o0 -
Moreover, there exists a sequence { A} of N X N unitary matrices such that
: 2k =00 .
i [|Azx @7 = E®l gy g2 sy = 0,

)

Remark 1.2. In practical calculations for usual molecules, a function fulfilling the
decay condition is always chosen as the initial function ®°. Thus only the uniform
well-posedness is a substantial assumption.

Since the goal of the SCF method is to find a solution to the Hartree-Fock
equation, and ®**! is a tuple of eigenfunctions of F(®*), we are interested in
whether a tuple > = (35, ..., @) of eigenfunctions of F(2°°) corresponding to
the N smallest eigenvalues is a solution to the Hartree-Fock equation. (Although
the choice of $ is not unique, assume that a particular one has been chosen.) The
following theorem is concerned with this problem.

Theorem 1.3. Suppose the same assumption as in Theorem [[1, and let 2 and
E be as in Theorem [I1l Let v > 0 be the gap in the uniform well-posedness.
Then:
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(1) The distance between the set of the N smallest eigenvalues of F(2°°) (resp.,
F(2)) and the rest of the spectrum of F(E) (resp., F(E>)) is larger than or
equal to v. Thus > as above is well defined.

(2) There exists an N x N unitary matric Aoy such that 2° = Ay, ®>. More-
over, if we denote by (€5°,...,éX) the eigenvalues of F(E>) associated with > =
HPSO, ..., 0%), we have €° = limg o ¢2¥1 1 <i < N.

(8) If there exists an N x N unitary matriz © such that Z° = O, then
> is a solution to the Hartree-Fock equation associated with the orbital energy
(€5°,...,€%).

(4) If Poo forms an orthonormal basis of the direct sum of the eigenspaces of the
N smallest eigenvalues of f(fi)oo), then there exists an N x N unitary matriz ©
such that 2° = OE>°.

(5) If Dgoo = Dzoo, then there exists an N x N unitary matriz © such that

E® = O=.

Remark 1.4. (a) The condition Dy = Dg is equivalent to that there exists a
unitary matriz A such that ® = A® (cf. proof of Theorem I3 (5)). In
particular, if D=~ = Dz, then by Theorem[1.3 (3) we can see that > s
a solution to the Hartree-Fock equation.

(b) There exists a case in which the SCF sequence actually fails to converge
and it oscillates between two states. In [4l Example 9] such a case is given
within the Restricted Hartree-Fock (RHF) method in which the functions
are spin-dependent and we impose the restriction on the tuple of functions
that it consists of the same spatial functions with spin up and spin down.

In the proof of Theorem [LI] the uniform well-posedness is used in order to ob-
tain a bound of the difference between Dgr and Dgrr2 by the difference between
E(PF, F*1) and £(PFHL, FH2) (cf. LemmaZ2). It also yields an upper bound of
the orbital energies (cf. Lemma [2:4) which is needed for a uniform decay estimate
of ¢¥ (cf. Lemma 7). The uniform decay is in turn used to prove that the SCF
sequence approaches a critical set of £ (D, <i>)

In [I3] due to the discretization, the known result of the Lojasiewicz inequality
for finite-dimensional cases was applicable. However, in the present result detailed
infinite-dimensional analysis of functionals is needed for the proof of the Lojasiewicz
inequality. For example, we need to prove that the sequence {(®F ®*+1)} ap-
proaches to a critical set of £(®, <i>), that the critical set is a compact set, and that
the Fréchet second derivatives of another auxiliary functional are Fredholm opera-
tors at points corresponding to the critical points of £(®, <i>) For such analysis the
viewpoint of the function ® is more suitable than that of density operators, particu-
larly because the Fréchet second derivative of the functional of density operators is
a mapping from an operator to another and difficult to analyze. Therefore, we have
to relate the analysis with respect to the function ® to that with respect to density
operators. Since for any density operator there exists a corresponding class of the
function @ in which any two functions are related by a unitary matrix, we need to
choose appropriate elements from the classes to obtain a relation between estimates
of density operators and those of the functions. This is achieved by Lemma

The Lojasiewicz inequality was proved by Lojasiewicz [17] for analytic functions
in finite-dimensional cases. In [10, Proposition 1.1] the Lojasiewicz inequality was
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proved for a functional whose Fréchet second derivative is an isomorphism. How-
ever, the functional in the present result does not satisfy that condition. Instead
its Fréchet second derivative at a critical point is decomposed into a sum of an iso-
morphism and a compact operator (Actually, the first differentiation is performed
using a bilinear form as in [7} [T} 2] to reduce the complexity due to the complex con-
jugate). This form of condition was first introduced in Fuéik-Necas-Soucek-Soucek
[7] for some functionals to prove that the corresponding critical values are isolated
points in the set of all critical values. This condition for an auxiliary functional
related to the Hartree-Fock functional was proved by Ashida [I] and used to show
that the number of critical values less than a constant smaller than the first energy
threshold is finite. It was also a main ingredient of the proof of the fact that the
set of all critical points of the Hartree-Fock functional corresponding to a critical
value less than the threshold is a union of a finite number of compact connected
real-analytic spaces by Ashida [2]. The way to use the Lojasiewicz inequality in
this paper is following that in [I3] which was introduced by Salomon [20] for the
study of convergence of a scheme for time-discretized quantum control.

Finally let us mention the existence of solutions to the Hartree-Fock equation
and the distribution of the critical values. Existence of a solution to the Hartree-
Fock equation that minimizes the Hartree-Fock functional was proved by Lieb and
Simon [15] under the assumption N < > | Z;+1. It was shown by Lions [16] that
if N <>, Z, there exists a sequence of solutions to the Hartree-Fock equation
such that the corresponding critical values converge to 0. Lewin [14] proved that
under the same assumption there exists a sequence of solutions to the Hartree-Fock
equation associated with critical values converging to the first energy threshold
J(N — 1) which is the infimum of the Hartree-Fock functional of N — 1 electrons.
For any N, Ashida [I] showed that the set of all critical values of the Hartree-Fock
functional less than J(N — 1) — € is finite for any € > 0.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section [2lwe prove that the SCF sequences
approach subsets of all critical points of £(®, <i>) The compactness of the critical
sets is shown in Section [Bl In Section [] an auxiliary functional is introduced and
we prove that the Fréchet second derivative of the functional is decomposed into a
sum of an isomorphism and a compact operator, if the orbital energies are tuples of
negative numbers. In Section [}l we show the Lojasiewicz inequality for functionals
near points at which such a decomposition is given. Finally the main theorems are
proved in Section

2. APPROACH OF SCF SEQUENCES TO CRITICAL SETS

Let {®*} be a uniformly well posed SCF sequence. Since ®**! minimizes the
functional ® +— £(®*, @) and £(P, @) is symmetric, we have

g(q)k, (I)k-‘rl) < g(q)k7(1)k—l) _ g(q)k—lj (I)k),
so that £(®F, ®*¥*1) is decreasing (cf. [4]). Here we note that G(®) = R® — S? is
a positive operator for any ® = (p1,...,0N) € @Zj\il H?(R3), which follows from

(w, (QF — ST)w) = / (& — g, 2dady > 0,

where U; := 2712 (w(z)g; (y)—pi (x)w(y)). Hence, we have £(®%, ®**+1) > 2inf o (h).
Therefore, the limit p = limy_,o, £(®F, ®*¥+1) > 2inf o(h) exists. Let ', be the
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set of all solutions (®,®) € W x W of

F(P)pi = €ipi

F(®)pi = €ipi
fulfilling £(®,®) = p and associated with orbital energies e = (e1,...,ex) € RN
and & = (€1,...,éx) € RY satisfying ¢;,¢; < —v, 1 < i < N, where v is the gap
in the uniform well-posedness, and ® = *(¢1,...,¢n) and ® = ($1,...,Pn). The

set I', ,, is a subset of the set of all critical points of £(®, ®) : W x W — R. Let us
call such a set critical set. Let

d((@*, "), T, )

— ; k _ k+1 _ &
= (<I>,<i>l)nefrw (Hcl) Pllgy  mrsy + 12 Pl gy H2(R3)) ;

be the distance between (&%, ®*t1) and I, , in (@, H2(R?)) D(@Y, H*(R?)).
In this section our goal is to prove the following lemma.

1<i<N,

Lemma 2.1. Let {®*} be a uniformly well posed SCF sequence such that the initial
function ®° =t(¢Y, ..., ") satisfies

(@)} (@)]| < Co, 1 <@ <N,

for some Cy > 0. Then we have limy_,o0 d((®F, ®*T1), T, ) = 0, where p =
limy 00 E(®F, @YY and v is the gap in the uniform well-posedness.

For the proof of Lemma 2.l we prepare several lemmas. First under the uniform
well-posedness we have the following estimate (cf. []).

Lemma 2.2. Assume that {®*} is a uniformly well posed SCF sequence with the
gap v > 0. Then we have

E(OF, @MY — (@M DFF2) > 271y || Dgrsr — D 3,
for any k > 0.

Proof. First by the uniform well-posedness we have
g((l)k (I)k+1) _5((I)k+1 (I)k+2)
N

= (o, F(@M k) — (o2, F (@M e )

.
Il

(2.1)
{(A2 + VA = Exir (X +7/2)¢f |1

] =

.
Il

~ =

+ (0, F(OF ) Bryr (82 +7/2)¢f) — e},

where Ejy1()\) is the resolution of identity of F(®**1), and we used that pF+?

is an eigenfunction of F(®*+1) associated with ith eigenvalue ¢ in ascending

order. Noting that the orthogonal projection of w € L?*(R®) onto the eigenspace

corresponding to the jth eigenvalue of F(®*+1) is given by (gp?”,w%p?” and

¥ = 1, we can calculate as
N
11 = B (577 +7/2)eb I = 1= 310}, )P,
j=1
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and
N

(o, F@M ) By (e +/2)08) = D P2, 08) 1.

j=1

Thus the right-hand side of [21)) is bounded from below by

N N N
(K20 1A =D K™ oh)))} - 2{6’”2 = > K 0P}
i=1 =1 j=1
V(N — Z (52, 00,
3,j=1

where we used elfvﬂ > ef”, 1 <i < N. Therefore, we have

N
E(@F, BFT) — £(@FF @M2) > (N — D7 (B2 b)),

i,j=1
Hence by a direct calculation we obtain

[Dgrr> — Do 13
= TI" (D:’I;k+2Dq>k+2) — TI" (D;’I;k+2Dq>k) — TI" (D;kD@k+2) + TI‘ (Dj%k D(I)k)

_2N_2Z| k+27S01

1,5=1

< 2771(5(¢k7¢k+1) _ g((l)k+17(1)k+2))7

which completes the proof. ([

A bound for the function ® is obtained when Lemma is combined with the
following lemma. Let EBfil L?(R3) be the Hilbert space equipped with the inner

product Z?Ll(goi,gbi) for ® =t(¢1,...,on) and ® = (@1, ..., Gn).

Lemma 2.3. For any ® = (¢1,...,on) € W and ® = 4(p1,...,¢n) € W there
exist N x N unitary matrices A and A such that

|Dg — Dgllz > || A® — Aén@il L2(R3)-

Proof. Let B be the matrix whose components are given by

Bij = (i, ¢5)-
By the singular value decomposition (see e.g. [5, Theorem 1.6.3]) there exist N x N
unitary matrices A and A such that AB(*A) = diag[\;,---An], where A is the
complex conjugate of A and A1,..., Ay are nonnegative real numbers that are
singular values of B. Besides, since it is easﬂy seen that supeeen |cj=1 |Bc| <
1, we have Aj,...,Ay < 1. Thus setting 2 = (&,...,¢&n) = AP and =
L&, ... En) = A® we obtain <§1,§J> = d;;\i. Moreover, we can easily see that
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D e = Dg. Hence we have

N
IDa — D5 = [|Das — Dzall3 = 2(N = > [{&.&))
ij=1
N N
=2AN =3 A >2N - N)
=1 =1
N ~ ~
=2(N — (&, &) =E— E”éaf\’:l L2(R3)
i=1
_ &2
- HA(I) - Aq)”@le L2(R3)’
which completes the proof. O

For the proof of the approach of the SCF sequence to I'y , we need a uniform
decay estimate for the functions in the sequence. The following bound on the orbital
energies is necessary for the decay estimate.

Lemma 2.4. Let {®*} be a uniformly well posed SCF sequence with the gap v > 0.
Thenefg—% 1<i<N foranyk>1.

Proof. Since €5, = max{e},..., ek}, we have only to prove ek, < —v. If we prove
Tess (F(®F71)) = [0,00), by the uniform well-posedness we obviously have €k <

inf 0g5 (F(®F~1)) — v = —v, and the proof is completed. By oes5(h) = [0,00) and
the Weyl’s essential spectrum theorem (see e.g. [I8]) we only need to prove that
G(®*~1) is h-compact. Since R (x) is a bounded function decaying as |z| — oo,
R®' s A-compact, and thus h-compact. Because S s an integral operator
of the Hilbert-Schmidt type, it is a compact operator. Consequently, G(®*~1) is
h-compact, which completes the proof. O

Let us define (z) := /1 + |z[2. We denote the L?(R?) norm of w € L?*(R3)

by |lw||. Recall that since ¢! is an eigenfunction of F(®*) associated with the
k+1

%

(2.2) F(@F )it = et

eigenvalue €; 7" we have

The following lemma gives a uniform H' bound for the sequence.

Lemma 2.5. For any v > 0 there exists a constant C, such that any solution
D ="p1,...,on) EW of

for some b e EBfil H2(R3) and (e1,...,en) € RN with || < v, 1 <i < N
satisfies |[V;|| < Cy, 1 <i< N.

Remark 2.6. Assume that ® € W and that ® is a solution of m with the orbital
energy € = (e1,...,en) satisfying ¢, <0, 1 <i < N. Then by G(®) > 0 we have

€i = (i, F(®)pi) = (i, hepi) = inf o (h),
s0 that Lemma 23 yields || V|| < Cy, where b := |inf o(h)|.
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Proof. By the Hardy inequality we can estimate the Coulomb potential as
1 1
lwlo)Pds < | Lut
/ || ||

for any w € H'(R?) and § > 0. Since the center of the Coulomb potential is
irrelevant to the Hardy inequality, the potential V' in h is estimated as

[(w, V)| <3 Zu(8][ Vel + 8 wl).
l

lwll < 2[Vwllw]| < 8] Vwl* + 67wl

Thus we obtain
[Vwl|* = (w, (=A + V)w) — (w, Vw)
< (w, hw) + > Zi(8]|Vwl|* + 67 Jwl]?).
!

If we choose 0 small enough so that ¢ ), Z; < 1 will hold, we have

IVw|? < Clw, hw) + 571~ Ziw|?,
1
where C := (183, Z;)". Since F(®) = h+G(®) and G(®) > 0, we can see that
(2.4) [Vw||? < Clw, F(®)w) + Co~* Z Zi|lw]|*.
1

Substituting w = ¢; into (Z4) and using F(®); = €;@;, ||¢i| = 1 and the assump-
tion |e;| < v, we obtain

where C, := (Cv + C5~1Y, Z))Y/2. This completes the proof. O

In the proof of Lemma 2] we uniformly estimate the norm of the functions out-
side spreading balls which is achieved using the following uniform decay estimate.

Lemma 2.7. Let {®*} be a uniformly well posed SCF sequence. Assume that there
exists a constant Cy > 0 such that

(@)l (x)]| < Co, 1< i< N.
Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that
(2.5) z)¢f (@) <C, 1<i< N,
for any k > 0.
Proof. Let k be fixed and let us assume that there exists Cy such that
(2.6) [{@)¢f (@)|> < Ok, 1< i< N.

We shall seek Ci11 so that ([2.6) will hold with k replaced by k + 1. Let n(r) €
C5°(R) be a function such that n(r) = r for =1 <r < 1 and |'(r)] < 1. For any
m € N we set pp,(z) :== mn({(x)/m). By a direct calculation we have

Re ((—A@F™), p2, 05t = [V (omel ™I = [(Vom)ei T2
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Thus by ([Z2) we obtain
(2.7)
0=Re {(—A+V(2) + R () — ebH1)ghtl — 52" phH1 g2 okt
= [V (omei 2 = 1(Vom) e 1P
+{(V(2) + R* (2) — eFF1)phtt p2 bt
— Re <S<I> k+17pm¢k+l>

K2

k
> —[[(Vpm)er PP+ (V) + RY () — e ot i)
— Re <S<I> k+17pm(pk+1>

K3

> 1+ ((V(2) + R™ (2) — )l ™, 2, 0h 1) = Re (ST o™, 20k ),

3
where we used ||| = 1 and that |Vp,,(2)| < 1 for any z € R3.
Here we note that

1

lpm () — pm(y)| = ; (w—y)-me(t(w—y)er)dt‘ <z -yl

Thus we have

|<S<I> k+1 k+1>

(S Pt L, pgh
‘/Il‘— T ) e W) o (@) (o () = pin(9)) 6 ()P (2 )dﬂ:dy‘
Tk+1

< [ |5 wom (e @) @) dedy

< Mloml 25 Mllom| 205,

where @ is the complex conjugate of u. Since the factors in the right-hand side are
estimated as

1/2
lowl 26851 = ( [ lpm(@llet* P )

< Nom@ 212 = Nomel T2,

o
we obtain
(ST Ot 2okt ) — (ST o T pmgt )|
< lom@i 1Ml pmes M2
< (29) 7N+ 2N) " llpm@ M pmei |
< (297N + (@AN) Y lpm @S 1P + (AN) T pme I
< (29)7'N + (4N) "' Cr + (AN) A [lpme 17,

where + is the gap in the uniform well-posedness. Therefore, we have

(S QL p2 oLy — (%" gL p o)
< (27)'N? +479Ck + 47 Y pme TP
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Thus by 7) and (w, (R®" — 2" )w) > 0 with w = Pmel Tt we obtain
0> —1-(29)7'N* = 479Ck — 47l pmey |
(2.8) V(@) = e ™ ol ™)
> 1= (29) 7N =47+ (V@) + B/ ool ),

where we used ef“ < —~ of Lemma [2Z.4] in the second inequality.

Now let 79 > 0 be a constant such that |V (z)| < 7 for [z| > 7. Then decom-
posing the integral in (2] into those on |z| < r¢ and |z| > ¢ we have

21y / A @)
x|>1r0

<1+ (29) 7N +471C +/ V(@) + (3/4)7] o (2) |07 () Pdac

|z|<ro

<1+ (2y) 'N?2+479C, + (1 +73) (2 > Z| Vet + (3/4)7>
l

<1+ (29)'N2+47 0, + (1 +719) (2 > ZCy + (3/4)7> ,
l

where we used |p,(2)] < (x) and the Hardy inequality in the second inequality,

and Cj, is the constant in Remark 2.6l Hence Fatou’s lemma yields

[ @t @pPde =tmint [ g2 )l @) e
|z|>ro M= Jiz|>ro
< 2_1Ck + éu

where € := 2y {1+ (27)"'N2 + (1 +73) (22, ZiCy + (3/4)7)} is independent, of
k. Therefore, noting that

/ Pl @l <1,
T|STo
we obtain

1

o)t P = [@Plet @) de 2710+ C 4 143,

Thus setting C' := C' + 1 + r3 we can choose Cy1 = 271C, + C in Z8) with k
replaced by k£ 4 1. Then we can easily see that

k-1
Cr = 27k00 + CZ27J‘ < Cy+ 20,
§=0
for any k > 1. Therefore, we can choose C := (Cy +2C)'/? as the constant in (2.5),
which completes the proof. ([l

Proof of LemmalZdl We have only to prove that any subsequence of {(®*, ®*+1)}
contains a subsequence converging to a point in I, ,,. Lemma [2.1] follows from this
assertion as follows. Suppose d((®*, ®¥*1),T, ,) does not converge to 0 against
the result of Lemma 2.1 Then we can choose a constant § > 0 and a subsequence
{(®ki, ®Fi+1)} such that d((®*i, ®*+1) T, ) > 6 for any j, which contradicts the
assertion above.
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Step 1. First we shall prove that any subsequence {®*i} of {®*} contains a
convergent subsequence in @f\;l L?(R3). This can be proved in a way similar to
the proof of [I, Lemma 3.3]. By Lemma and the Rellich selection theorem

for any p € N there exists a Cauchy subsequence of {®*} in @f\;l L3(B,), still
denoted by {®*i}, where B, := {x € R?® : || < r}. The Cauchy sequence satisfies

k; k;
|5 — %2y | 125,) = 0,

as j1,j2 — oo. Thus we can choose further a subsequence, still denoted by {®%},
such that

[@Fsn — P I, 128, < Jo s
where jo := min{j1,jo}. By Lemma 27 there exists a constant C such that
||<$>‘I>k||@§v:1L2(R3) < C for any k, where (z)®* := ((z)¢¥,..., (z)¢k;). Since
|z| > j for z € R\ Bj, we have

| " lgy | L2@s\B,) < 7 (a) @ lgy | L2@s\B,) < ci.
Therefore, we obtain
[ — @Fiz || gyn 1o gay
k; K K K
S||@% = @52 |y p2gp, ) TP = @2y pageyp)
<o ' +2Cjy "

Thus {®*7} is a Cauchy sequence in @Zj\il L?(R3).

Step 2. By the same argument as above we can see that there exists a Cauchy
subsequence of {®%~1} in @Y | L*(R3). Hence we can extract a Cauchy sub-
sequence of {(®%~1 &%)} in (PN, L2(R?)) @ (@Y, L*(R3)), still denoted by
{(®*i—1 ®*i)}. Since by Lemma 2.4 and Remark [Z.6] we have e* € [inf o(h), —]",
we can further extract a subsequence so that e*s will be a Cauchy sequence. Then
using the equation F(@ki*l)gafj = efj, we can see that
I(e” =)l

. - ki — ) ] o o ‘
S e R A Col e A o |

3

(2.9)
Noting that by the Hardy inequality we have estimates as

1, kj -1 Ko —1. . k; kj, —1 K, —1 k;
] J R s At i [N

5 k1 kj, —1
<26l T =@ s

2

with the constant Cj, in Remark 2.8, it follows from (Z.3) that there exists a constant
C4 > 0 such that

kj kj
1h(ei"" — @)l

< Cy(|@kn — @k @y, r2ey + 1@F1 71 = @Rz Y[ gn oy
+ |eFin — eFi)).

Because V' is A-bounded with a relative bound smaller than 1, A is h-bounded,
and therefore, we can conclude that {®*/} is a Cauchy sequence in @fil H?(R?).
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Step 3. In the same way as above we can see that there exists a convergent subse-
quence of {®%+1} in @Y | H2(R3). Besides there exists a convergent subsequence
of {(e*i,ekit1)}. Hence we can extract a Cauchy subsequence of {(®*i, ®*i+1)}
in (PN, HX(R?) (@Y, H2(R?)), still denoted by {(®*, ®*+1)}, such that
{(e*s,e*i*1)} also converges. Set
(@%,8%) := lim {(®", @)},
j—00

where & = (..., %), D™ =1(P°,...,oF) and
(e,8%) := lim {(e™, e )},
j—o0
where e® = (€7°,...,€3%), € = (&°,...,&%). Taking the limits in L?(R?) of the

both sides of
N kil kg4l k1
]:(q)k])%] =¢’ 9,
we obtain
(2.10) F(OZ) ™ = &7 @7
In order to consider the convergence of the other equation
(2.11) }'(fbkrl)wfj = efjwfj,
we shall prove B oo || F (K1)l — F(F =)0 || = lim_o0||G(BF9 1)l —
G(®% 1), 7| = 0. Recall that £(®*, ®**1) converges to p. Hence by Lemmas
and 2.3 for any § > 0 there exists jo such that for any j > jo with appropriate
N x N unitary matrices A,:jil, AZ'],H we have

i+ ki+1 _ j— kj—1)2
||Akj+1q) A 9 ||@§V:1 L2(R3)
< ||D<1>’“j+1 - D<pkj*1||§

< 2yTHE(@M T, @Ry — (@R dRiTY)) <6

Note also that by Remark there exists a constant Cy > 0 independent of j such
that

||Azj+1q)kj+1”@§:1 HY(R3) = ||‘I)kj+1||@§:1 H1(R3) < 027
||A1;71(I)kj_1”e9§\’:1 HU(R3) = ||‘I’kj_l||@§\f:1H1(R3) < (.
Thus we can see that there exists a constant C3 > 0 such that for j > jo
IG@~ )i — G(@k ) |
= [G(A, 125 e = G(Ay, @5 e
< é3||14k:+1‘1’kj+1 - Az;q‘l’krl”@g\’:l L2(R3)
(1A 1 2" ey | ey + 145,12 @y, miee) + 05 11221 o))
<3CyCs|| AL @M — A @M T gx pags) < 3CaC362,
Since we can choose arbitrarily small §, This implies

lim [|G(@% 1)l — G(@% 1)l || = 0.
J—00
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Thus we have lim;_, oo F(®% 1)l = lim;_, o0 F(®FH1)0 = F($°°)p in L2(R3).

Hence taking the limits in the both sides of 211 we obtain
(2.12) f(<i>°°)<p;?° = €°¢°.

The conditions £(®>°, ®>°) = u and €°,&° < —v follow from the definition p =
limy o0 £(®F, ®*+1) and Lemma [Z4] and therefore, by ([2I0) and ([ZI2) we have
(®>°,®>) € I'y ,, which completes the proof. O

3. COMPACTNESS OF CRITICAL SETS
Let T', ,, be the set defined at the beginning of Section

Lemma 3.1. For any v > 0 and p € R, the set Iy, is a compact subset of
N N
(D, H*(R?)) D (D, H*(R?)).

The proof of this lemma is similar to that of Lemma 2.1l Therefore, we prepare
the corresponding decay estimate.

Lemma 3.2. Let v > 0 and p € R. Then there exists a constant C'Iy such that for
any (®,®) € T, ,, we have

||<95>‘1’||e9§\f:1 L2(R3)> ||<510>‘i’||€|3§\f:1 L2(®s) < C;-

Proof. By exactly the same way as (2.8]) we obtain
N
0>—1-(29)7'N? = (4AN) 'Y [lom&ilI* = 4 Yl omeei 1
j=1
+{(V(2) = e)pi, prapi), 1 <i<N,
and
N
0>—1—(29)""N> = (AN)""7 D llomeil® — 47 Y] pmil
Jj=1
+((V(2) — &)@i, pipi), 1<i<N.
Adding the both sides of the inequalities for 1 < ¢ < N and noting that €;,€; < —v

we have
N N

0> —2N =y 'N?+ > ((V(@) + /2000 pei) + V(@) +7/2)i, pr04)-
=1 =1

Let 1 > 0 be a constant such that |V (x)| < /4 for |z| > r1. Decomposing the
integral into those on |z| < ry and |z| > r; we have

+ VZ [ A @ e

|>7‘1

<ON 44N +Z / V(@) +7/2)(lpi(@)? + |5i(x)P)de

‘<’I"1

<2N +y7IN3 £ N(1473) (42210174-7),
1
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where Cy is the constant in Remark 2.6 Fatou’s lemma yields

- ’YZ / 2 (@) + 6:(2))d

|>7‘1
—1a73 2 ~
<2N +47IN +N(1+r1)<4ZZlOb+7>.
l

Noting that
/ @A)+ 1@ <20+ ),
EARN A

we obtain
N

> (H@)pill + 1{)@al®)

i=1
<4y <2N +y N3+ N(1+713) (42 Z,Cy + 7)) +2N(1+72).
l

Thus if we set

c, :—{47‘1 <2N +77TIN? 4+ N(1+717) <4ZZ@, + 7>>
l

1/2
+2N(1 + rf)} ,

the result follows. O

Proof of Lemma[3dl Let {(®*,®*)} C T, , be an arbitrary sequence in T, ,. Us-
ing Lemma[3.2]in the same way as in the proof of Lemma[2.] we can see that there
exists a subsequence {(®%/, ®*i)} of {(®*, &)} converging to a point (&>, ®>) in
(@f;l H?(R3)) @(@ﬁl H?(RR?)), and the associated orbital energies e*s and &"s
converge to some e = (€5°,...,€%) and &> = (€5°,...,€%) respectively. Taking
the limits in the both sides of

F(®)g) = e’-“jsofj

F@M)gy =&y
we obtain

F(RF)® = €79

f@”)@?" = &%
Since £(®>,d®) = p and €°,&° < —v, 1 < i < N obviously hold, we can see
that (>, ®>°) € I'y ,,, which completes the proof. O

4. FREDHOLM PROPERTY OF FRECHET DERIVATIVES

In this section we prove that the Fréchet second derivatives of an auxiliary func-
tional are decomposed into sums of an isomorphism and a compact operator. De-
note by

N N
= (_EB H*(R?)) EB(EB H*(R®) PRY PRY,
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and
N N
= (P @) PP L’ ®*) PrYPRrY,
i=1 i=1

the direct sums of Banach spaces regarding 691]\;1 H?(R3) and EBZ\; L?(R3) as real
Banach spaces with respect to multiplication by real numbers. Let us introduce an
auxiliary functional. We define a functional f :Y; — R by

N
(4.1) f(q)v(i)vevé) = &(P, i)) - H‘Pz”z Zg H‘Pz”z

=1 =1
We also define a bilinear form ((-,-)) on Y3 and Y5 by

(([@', 0", e" 8], [9*, 0% €%, &) *2ZR6 01,03 +22Re (3i,87)

N N
+Y e+ > ae,
=1 =1
for [®7, &7 el &%) € Y;, j =1,2. Then the Fréchet derivative of f is given by
df ([@°,®°, 0, &%, [®1, B!, e!, &) = (([@!, B, e!, &', F(9°, 8°, e, &°))),
where F': Y7 — Y5 is defined by
F(®,®,e,8)
= [[(F1(®,D,e),...,Fn(®,D,e)), (Fi(D,®,8),..., Fn (D, D,8)),
(L= lenll? -1 =llenl?), (X = @l .- 1= [len]®)]-
Here F; : (DL, HA(R?)) (DL, H*(R?) RN — L*(R?) is given by
Fi(®, i),e) = f(é)goi — €pi-

Lemma 4.1. For any [®, 3 ¢/,&] € Y} satisfying €, €; < 0, 1 < i < N, the

Fréchet derivative F'(®', &' e',&') of F(®,,e,&) at [®',d' €, &] is written as
F/(®, 8 ¢,&) =L+ M,

where € = (€} ...,€ey), & = (€ ...,€y), L is an isomorphism of Y1 onto Yo and

M 1is a compact operator.

Proof. By the assumption clearly there exists a constant e > 0 such that €}, & < —¢,
1 <i < N. For a mapping G(®,®) : (@izl H?(R3)) EB(EBiZl H?(R3)) — L?(R?)
we denote by GI,, = G|, (®',9') : H*(R®) — L*(R®) the partial derivative
G (¥, &)h
= Hm[G(P . g+ thy @y, @) = Gl oy, @/,

with respect to ¢; at (9, ®’), where & = *(@},..., @), ' = “(@,...,Py). The
partial derivative G, = G, (®’,®') : H*(R®) — L?*(R*) with respect to @; at
(®',®) is defined in the same way. For fixed € and & we shall consider the
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Fréchet derivative of the mapping F‘((I),fi)) : (EBZA;I HQ(R3)) @(@fil H2(R3)) N
(DL, L2(R*) (@, L*(R?)) given by
F(®,d)
= [{(F1(D,,€),..., Fn(D,®,¢)), (F(D,®,&),..., Fx(P,3,&))].

The Fréchet derivative
) . N N N N
F(@, %) : (D HR) EP H*(R?)) — (P L*(R?)) P(EP L*(R?)),
i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1

of F at (®',®') can be expressed as a 2N x 2N matrix of operators from H?2(R?)
to L2(R?) as

) K(@,e) T
42 F/ (b/, (b/ == Y ’ ’ )
( ) ( ) ( T<I> , P K((I)I, é/)

where K (®’,€’) is a diagonal matrix defined by

K(®',e') := diag [F(®') — €,..., F(®) — ey,
and the N x N matrix 7% %" of operators is given by

P VI VR LK 4 5D B’ P’ 5P, D'
Tij = [F;(®,®,e )]@ = Sij + Sij - Qij - sz‘ .

Here

Let us define the matrices S"I’/"i’/, 5% and Q‘I’/"i’/ by the matrix elements S’;I; ® ,
S’q)l’&),

P’ . .
;i and Q" respectively. We can rewrite (4.2) as

F'(®,8) =K+,

_ (K(@,¢) 0 [ 0o T
IC — ( 0 K(@/,é/)> I T— (Télv@/ 0 .

The matrices S’, S and Q are defined replacing T in T by S“b,"i’l, S22 and
Q‘Dl*‘b, respectively. Then we have

T=8+8-0-18.

with

On the other hand K is decomposed as
K=H+R-S,
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where
H:=diag[h—€),...,h— ey, h—€,....,h— Y],
R = diag [R®,...,R¥ RY,... R"],
S = diag[SY,..., 8%, S¥ ..., 8]
Since S;i;/, S’f;/, S’;I;/’(i’/ and S’;I;/’(i’/ are integral operators of the Hilbert-Schmidt type,

they are compact. Thus S, S , S and 'S are compact operators.
We shall show that R — Q is a positive definite operator as an operator on the

Hilbert space (DY, L2(R?)) D@, L2(R?)). Set W :=*(wy, ..., wx, W1, ..., D)
e (@Y, L2(R?)) @Y, L*(R?)). Then we have

N N
(W,(R— QW) = (wi, R wy) + (i, R* ;)
i=1 i=1
N r & N I o
=3 wn Q) = Y (s, QY wy)
(4.3) i,j=1 i,j=1

N
= Z {(wi, QF;wi) + (w5, Q5 ;)
ij=1
— (wy, Q" i) — (g, Q5T wi)}
On the other hand we have
[ o= vl @) ) = 0w Pdody

5/ - s @/,&9/ - - <’I~>/,<I>/
= (wy, Qfywi) + (W, QF; w;) — (wi, Qg wy) — (W5, Q" wi).
Since the left-hand side is positive, the right-hand side is also positive. Therefore,
comparing [@3)) with (£4]) we can see that R — Q is a positive definite operator.
Next we shall consider 7. We denote the resolution of identity of h by E(\).
Then we can decompose h as

h =hE(—€/2) + h(1 — E(—¢/2)).
Thus H is decomposed as H = Hy + Ho, where
H, :=diag[h(1 — E(—¢€/2)) — €|, ..., h(1 — E(—€¢/2)) — €y,
h(1 — E(=¢/2)) —é&),...,h(1 — E(—€/2)) — &y,

(4.4)

and
Ho := diag [hE(—€/2),...,hE(—€/2),hE(—€/2),...,hE(—¢/2)].
Since €, €, < —e, 1 < ¢ < N we have h(1 — E(—¢€/2)) — €, > €/2, and h(1 —

E(—€/2)) — € > €/2, so that H; > €/2. As for Ha, inf ocss(h) = 0 implies that
hE(—¢/2) is a compact operator. Thus #Hs is a compact operator.
The Fréchet derivative F/(®’, ®') is written as

F'(®,®)=H 1 +Ha +R-S+S+S5-Q-1S=L+M,

where £ := H1 + R — Q and M := H, ~S8+8+8-1tS. Since Hi > €/2
and R — Q@ > 0, we have £ > ¢/2, and thus L is invertible. Since £ can be
regarded as a self-adjoint operator in (@i\;l L%R%)@(@f;l L?(R3)), we can
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see that Ran£ = (PN, L2(R?) @(®N, L2(R?)) and it is an isomorphism of

(@i, HA(R?) B (@2, H2(R?)) onto (P, L*(R?)) B(D,, L2(R?)). Moreover,
since each term in M is a compact operator, M is also a compact operator.
For fixed ®’, ' we set

F(e,8) :=1(F (P, d e),..., Fn(®, & e), F1( ¥ 8),..., Fx(d, & 8&)).
Then we obtain
F'(9', 3 e ,&)[®,d,e,8
= [F'(®',3")[®, D] + F'(e,&)[e, &],
—2Re (o1, ¢1); -+, —2Re(pn, Ply), —2Re (@1, ¢Y), . .., —2Re (Pn, Py))]
= L[®,®,e,& + M[D, D, e,8,

where
L[®, e, &] := [L][D, D], e, 8],
M[®,®,e, 8
= [M[®, D] — [ed’, &d'], —2Re (@1, ¢)) —€1,..., —2Re (on, @) — €,
—2Re (@1, P]) — €1,..., —2Re(@n, Py) — €n]-
Here e®’ := '(e1¢],...,en¢ly). We can easily see that L is an isomorphism and
M is a compact operator, which completes the proof. O

5. LOJASIEWICZ INEQUALITY

The Lojasiewcz inequality for functionals that satisfy a certain condition is cru-
cial for the proof of the convergence of SCF sequences. Let us denote by ||-||x the
norm in a Banach space X.

Definition 5.1. Let X and Y be real Banach spaces and O an open subset of X.
The mapping F : O =Y is said to be real-analytic on O if the following conditions
are fulfilled:

(i) For each x € O there exist Fréchet derivatives of arbitrary orders d™F(z, . ..).

(ii) For each x € O there exists 6 > 0 such that for any h € X satisfying
[Ih]|x < 0 one has

G 1 m m
F(z+h)=)_ —d" F(x, h™),
m=0
(the convergence being locally uniform and absolute), where h™ := [h, ..., h]

(m-times).

Lemma 5.2. Let Z be a real Hilbert space equipped with an inner product ({-,-)) and
the norm ||-|| z := ((-, ))"/2. Let X be a dense subspace of Z and assume that X is
a real Banach space with respect to another norm ||-||x such that |z||z < ||z||x for
any x € X. Moreover, let f(x) be a real-analytic functional in X and x¢ a critical
point of f(x). Suppose that there exists a real-analytic mapping F(x) : X — Z such
that

(1) df(w,y) = {{y, F(@))) for any 2,y € X.
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(f2) F'(z°) = L + M, where L is an isomorphism of X onto Z and M is a
compact operator.
(f3) F'(z°) is a selfadjoint operator with the domain X, when it is regarded as
an operator in Z.
Then there exists a constant k > 0, 6 € (0,1/2] and a neighborhood U(x®) of ¢
such that

(5.1) [f(z) = f@)'™0 < K| F(2)] 2,
for any x € U(x°).

For the proof of Lemma we need the following real-analytic version of the
implicit function theorem.

Lemma 5.3 ([7, Proposition 2.1] see also [8, Lemma 3R]). Let X,Y, Z be real
Banach spaces, O C X x Y an open set and [xg,yo] € O. Let F : O — Z be a real-
analytic mapping such that [F)(xo,y0)]"" : 2 = Y exists and F(xo,y0) = 0. Then
there exist a neighborhood U(x) in X of the point xo and a neighborhood U (yg) in
Y of the point yo such that U(xg) x U(yg) C O and there exists one and only one
mapping y : U(xo) — Ul(yo) for which F(z,y(x)) =0 on U(xg). Moreover, y is a
real-analytic mapping on U(xo).

Proof of Lemma 52 Due to the decomposition F’(z¢) = L+ M, F'(z°) is a Fred-
holm operator (see e.g. [2| Proof of Theorem 2.1]). Thus X; := Ker (F'(z°)) is
finite-dimensional. Set X, := Xi- N X, where Xi- is the orthogonal subspace of X;
in Z. Then X; and X are closed subspaces of X and we have X = X1 @ X2. In
addition, F'(z°) is an isomorphism of X, onto a closed subspace Z := F'(z¢)(X2) of
Z. We write x = [z1, 2], ©; € X; (i = 1,2) correspondingly to the decomposition
X = X; P Xs3. Let us denote the norm ||-||x restricted to X5 by ||-||x, and the
norm ||-||z restricted to Z by |-||; with which X and Z are regarded as Banach
spaces.

If X; = {0}, then by the open mapping theorem F’(x¢)~! : Z — X is continuous,
and therefore, there exists a constant C; > 0 such that
(5:2) I1Z]lx = | F'(z) 7 F' ()7 ]| x < CLl|F' ()37 = Cul|F'(2%)] 2,
for any & € X. Since by the definition of the Fréchet derivative and F(z¢) = 0 we
have F(z) = F(z)+ F'(2%) (z =) +o([[x —2°|| x) = F'(z°)(z —2%) +o(||z —2°( x),
using (52 we can see that there exists a neighborhood U(xc) of 2¢ and constants
0<7<Crt, Cy > 0such that

(5:3) IF(@)llz > CT o = 2fllx = 7llz — 2| x > Coflz — 2% x,

for any € U(z°). On the other hand since z° is a critical point of f(z), by the
Taylor formula (see e.g. [22, Theorem 4.A]) we have

1
f(x) = f(z°) + / (1 —t)d*f(z° + t(z — z°), (x — 2°)?)dt.
0
Hence we can see that there exists a constant C3 > 0 such that
(5.4) () = f(2)] < Cal|z — 2°|%,

for any x € U(z¢). From (54) and (5.3) it is seen that (5.I) holds with U(z¢) =

‘).
U(2%), k= Cy'Ca/? and 0 = 1/2 if X; = {0}.
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If X, # {0}, applying Lemma [53 to P; o F near z¢ with X = X;, Y = X, and
Z = Z it follows that there exists neighborhoods U(z§) of x5, U(z§) of 2§ and a
real-analytic mapping w : U(z$) — U(z§) such that @ = [z, x5] € U(x$) x U(xS)
satisfies (P; o F')(x) = PzF(x) = 0 if and only if xo = w(x1), where P; is the
orthogonal projection from Z onto Z. Moreover, since F” (z°) is selfadjoint, we have
X, = Ker (F'(2¢)) = Ker (F'(z€)*) = Z*, where Z1 is the orthogonal subspace of
Zin Z. Let v := dim X and {v1,...,v,} beabasisof X;. Set v := (v1,...,v,). We

write t-v := Z;':l tjvj for t = (t1,...,t,) € R”. Then any z; € U(xf) is expressed

as 1 = zf+t-v,and f(z§+t-v,w(z{+t-v)) is a real-analytic function of t € R”
since f and w are real-analytic. Thus applying the Lojasiewicz inequality in finite-
dimensional space we can see that there exist constants k1, %2 > 0, 6 € (0,1/2] and
a neighborhood U (2$) of x§ such that for any z; € U(x)

If(z1,w(z1)) — f(x5,25)F 70
= |f(z1, w(z1)) — f(25, w(@$))| b
= f(2 +t-v,w@S +t-v)) — F(z5 w(@)) 0

(5.5) = “12 [y, F(a§ +t - v,w(z$ +t-v))))

+ (W' (@ +t-v)[v;], F(af +t - v,w(af +t-v))))|
<Rl F(af +t-v,w(@f +t-v))|z
= kol F(z1,w(21))]l 2,

where we used that ||w'(x§ +t-v)[v;]|lz < ||w'(z§ +t-Vv)[v;]]lx < C for a constant
C > 0 independent of t such that z§{ +t-v € U(xf).

By the open mapping theorem [Pz F) (zf,z5)]"' : Z — X, is continuous (note
that (P o F)/(z) = PzF'(z)). Thus there exists a constant Cy > 0 such that
(5:6) |12l x, = I[Pz Fy, (2, 25)] 7' Py Fy, (af, 25) 32| x,
< Cull Pz Fy, (a5, 25)32 7 = Call Pz Fy, (25, 25) 2] 2,

for any Zp € X,. Since F(z) is a real-analytic mapping, choosing U(z$) and U (x5)
small enough and using (6] we can see that there exists C5 > 0 such that

| Pz Fy, (z1,w(21))Z2]| 2

(5.7) > |PzFy, (21, 25)32] z — [(PzFy, (x1,w(21)) — Pz, (2f,25))Z2| 2
> CVY5||‘%2||X27
for any x1 € U (§) and Zz € X3. Moreover, by the definition of the Fréchet
derivative and P; F(x1,w(x1)) = 0 we have
PZF(.Il,.IQ)

(5.8) = PzF(x1,w(x1)) + Pz F,,(z1,w(x1)) (2 — w(21)) + of|[z2 — w(@1)| x,)

= P;F,, (z1,w(z1)) (22 — w(z1)) + o[|v2 — w(z1)]x,),
for any z, € U(x5) and x5 € U(x§). Tt follows from (5.7) and (5.8) that choosing
smaller U(x$) and U (z§) further there exists Cs > 0 such that
(5.9) |PzF (21, 22)|lz > Céllwa — w(w1)|x,,
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for any x; € U(x$) and xy € U(x§). Moreover, using (5.9) we can see that there
exists C7 > 0 such that

[F(z1,w(@1)llz < |F (21, 22)l| 2 + [|[F (21, 22) — F(21,w(21))] 2
(5.10) < ||F(z1,22)|| 2 + Crllw2 — w(z)l|x,
< (1+ CrCgH|IF (21, 29)| 2
On the other hand, since Pz F(z1,w(x1)) = 0, we have
f(@1,22) = f(z1,w(1))
= ((w2 — w(@1), P31 F(z1,w(21)))) + O(|lz2 — w(z1)|%,);

where P, is the orthogonal projection onto Z+. Since Z+ = X7 and X7 L X5
with respect to the inner product ((-,-)) in Z, the first term in the right-hand side
vanishes. Thus there exists a constant C's > 0 such that

(5.11) [f (21, 22) = f@1,w(21))| < Csllz2 = w(z1)%,,
for any z; € U(z$) and x5 € U(z§). Combining (5.9) and (5.I1) we obtain
[F(n,22) = flan,w(@))]'V? < G312 F (e, 2)| 2
It follows from (5.3), (5.10) and (GII) that for z € U(x¢) := (U(x5) N U(x5)) ¥

U(z5) we have
|f (1, 22) = f(2)'°

= |f(a1,22) = flar,w(z1)) + flz1,wlan)) — fa)°

< 27| f(wr,22) = flan,w(@)'0 + | f (@1, w(zn)) = f(29)7)

< 2"70(|f (@, w2) — flan,wl@)[V? + [ f (e, (@) = f(29)]'0)

<217CF Y 4 (1 + CrCg ) Fa, 22) | 2,
where in the third step we assume |f(x1,22) — f(21,w(z1))| < 1, which holds if we
choose sufficiently small U(z¢). Thus (B1) holds with k = 21_9((76_1081/2 +ro(1+
C’7C’6_1)), which completes the proof. O

6. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREMS

For the proof of Theorem [[] the following lemma about convergence of positive
term series is needed.

Lemma 6.1. Let (a1, as,...) be a sequence of real numbers such that oy, > 0 for

(0%
any k>1 and > 7, ;:1 converges. Then Y -, ay converges.

Proof. Let ko € N be a fixed number. Then by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we
have

i /2, 1/2

k41 1/2 E O‘i+1 -

Zakﬂ Z e DDkl BN DDLTY NS
% k=1 k=1

Hence we have

) 12 1/2
Zak<a1+zak+1<a1+<za§:1> <Zak> :
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L 1/2
Dividing both sides by (Zk[):l ak) we obtain

ko 1/2 ko —1/2 ko a2 1/2 ko a2 1/2
(zak> o (zak> . (z —;:1> <ally (z _;:1> |
k=1 k=1

k=1 k=1

2
Since > o, O‘;:l converges, the right-hand side is bounded by a constant C' > 0
independent of kg, and therefore, we have

ko
Z (677 S 02.
k=1

Since ko was arbitrary, this implies that .-, aj is convergent and

00
Z Qg S 027
k=1

which completes the proof. (Il

We also need a bound of the H? norm of differences of solutions to a sequence
of equations by the L? norm.

Lemma 6.2. Let ( > 0 be a constant and =F = t({f, . ,fjli,) eW, k=0,1,... be
a sequence satisfying

Hklk
)¢l Zu

with some constants ew, 1 <i,5 < N such that |efj| <(¢ 1<14,j5 <N for any
k > 1. Then there exists a constant B¢ > 0 independent of k such that

|EF — Hk71||@N H2(R3)
< Be(lIE* - H@N remsy + |25 - Hk_l”eag\f:l L2(R3));
for any k > 2.

Proof. First note that by the same proof as that of Lemma we can see that
there exists a constant C/ > 0 such that

(6.1) IVEFI < G, 1<i <N,

for any k > 0. It follows from the equations

N
—k—2\¢sk—1 k—1¢gk—1
FEMHET =) g
=1
N
—=k\eck+1 _ k+1¢k+1
]:(“‘ )51 _Z 'Lg 5] )

Jj=1

(6.2)
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the Hardy inequality and (6.1)) that there exists a constant BC > 0 independent of
k such that

Ih(gF " = &I

N N

= [|GER)EFTT = Y et —gE e = Y e |
j=1 j=1
(6.3) o _ o
< BC(H:‘k - :‘k 2||@£V:1 L2(R3) + ||:k+1 — :.k 1||€B§V:1 L2(R3)
N
+ Z |€fj+1 o Ef;l )-
j=1

By ([62) we have
e = (gL FETET,

ij

et = (gL FENET).

Thus by the Hardy inequality and (6.I]) there exists a constant BC > 0 independent
of k such that

k k— 5 =k mk— k k— k k—
(6.4) leii ' —eii 1 < BB —E* 2l | roqey T I1ET =&+ 15T =€)

Since A is h-bounded, the result immediately follows from ([G.3]) and (©4]). O

Proof of the Theorem[L 1. Step 1. First note that if ||[Dgr+1 — Dgr-1]j2 = 0 for
some k, then F(®*F*1) = F(®*~1), and thus Dgr+2 = Dgr. Therefore, by induction
we have Dgs = Dgst2 for any s > k. Then since ®*+2 t = 0,1,... (resp.,
QFH2+L ¢ = 0,1,...) are tuples of the eigenfunctions corresponding to the same
eigenvalues of F(®*~1) (resp., F(®*)), there exist unitary matrices Ayyo; (resp.,
Ak+2t+l) such that ||Ak+2t(1)k+2t — ‘I)kH =0 (resp., ||Ak+2t+1(1)k+2t+l - (I)k+1|| = O)
for t > 0. Hence the results in Theorem [I.1] are obvious in this case. Therefore,
hereafter we assume ||Dgr+1 — Dgr—-1ll2 > 0 for any & > 1. As in Section [
E(®*, ®F*1) is decreasing with respect to k and converges to some p € R. If
E(®F, ®F*1) = 1 for some k, then we have u = E(®F, ®F+L) > £(PFHL PEF2) > 4,
and therefore, £(®*, kF1) = £(®F+1 ®F+2). Recalling that by LemmaR2.2 we have

(6.5) E(@F, @) — £(@1,54%) > 271 Dgers — D3,

we obtain || Dgri2 — Dgr||2 = 0, which contradicts the assumption above. Thus we
may also assume &(®F, ®*+1) > 4 for any k > 0.
We can easily see that for any constants p > ¢ > 0 and 6 € (0,1/2] we have

.
i 8
P —q 2z F
Applying this inequality to p = £(®F, ®**1) — p, ¢ = £(PFT, ®F+2) — 11 we obtain
(E(@F, 1) — p)? — (E(@*, FF2) — )’
(6.6) . 0
" @ ar)

The factor (£(®F, ®F+1) — £(PF+1 ®F+2)) in the right-hand side is estimated from
below by (6.3).

(p—q).

(5((1)]97 (I)k-i-l) _ g(q)k-‘rl , (I)k+2)).




28 SOHEI ASHIDA

Step 2. As for the denominator in the right-hand side of (6.8), recalling ||¥||, |||
=1,1<i< N we can see that

(6.7) E(OF, FF1) = f(0F, BhTL ek, b ),

where f is the functional defined by (ZI]). Set

F’Yv# = {[(I)a(i)veaé] : [(1)7(1)] € F%#v € = <90i7]:(&))</7i>7 € 1= <¢17]:((I))</~71>}a

and let d be the distance function in (@), H*(R?)) (DN, H*(R?)) BRY B RY.
As in the proof of Lemma 2] using Lemmas and 23] we can show

(6.8) Jim (g, F(@M)f) — (o, F(RF )] = 0.

Using Lemma 2] € = (pF, F(®*~1)pF) and (6.8) we can see that

(6.9) Jim d([@*, ®F+t ek et T, ) = 0.

By Lemma 1] for any [®, ', ¢/,&] € f‘wn F'(®', &', e,&) is decomposed into
a sum of an isomorphism L and a compact operator M. Moreover, extending the
domain of ((-,-)) from Y7 x Y5 to Y2 x Y3 in the obvious way, Y3 can be regarded as a
real Hilbert space equipped with the inner product {(-,-)). Since the Fréchet deriv-
ative is symmetric [22, Problem 4.3], we have d?f(z1, [22, 23]) = d?f(21, [23, 22]) =
({22, F'(21)23)) = ({23, F'(21)22)) = ((F'(21)22, 23)) for any z1, 22,23 € Y;. Thus
F’(z1) is a symmetric operator with the domain Y7 C Y3. The operator F'(z1) is a
sum of H := diag [h,...,h,0,...,0] (h appears 2N times) and a bounded operator,
and H is a selfadjoint operator with the domain Y; in the real Hilbert space Ys
equipped with the inner product ((-,-)), which follows from that & is a selfadjoint
operator with the domain H?(R3) in L?(R3) equipped with the usual inner prod-
uct. Thus F'(z1) is also a selfadjoint operator with the domain Y7. It is also easily
seen that f and I are real-analytic. Therefore, we can apply Lemma [5.2/to f and
see that there exist a neighborhood U of [®', @' €/,&] and constants £ > 0 and
6 € (0,1/2] such that

f(@,2,e,8) — ul' " < K|F(P,P,e,8)ly,,

for any [®,®,e,&] € U. Because by Lemma B1] I, ., and therefore, f%# are com-
pact, we can choose a finite cover of I', , from such neighborhoods. Therefore, by
(69) there exist £ > 0, 8 € (0,1/2] and k1 € N such that

(6.10) [F(@F, @M 8, ") — ' 70 < R F(DF, 0T e, )|y,
for any k > ki. Since [|@¥ ||, | =1, 1 <4 < N and F(®F)ph T = bkt 1 <

i < N, we can see that the RN @ RY component and the second @, L*(R?) com-
ponent of F(®* ®F+1 ek eF+1) vanish. Thus we have

N 1/2
| F(®F, @, ¥, e H)ly, = (lef(‘bk“)sof - efwf||i2<Rs>> :
i=1
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Using F(®* 1)k = efF we obtain

1/2
|F(@F, &5+, eF, eF )y, = <X:IIJE (@) f(¢k_1)¢flliz<Rs)>
(6.11)

N 1/2
= <leg(‘1>k“) - g(®k1))¢flliz<Rs)> :
i=1

Let us denote by A;H,A,;_l the N x N unitary matrices A and A in Lemma
23 with ® and @ replaced by ®**+! and ®*~! respectively, namely we have
[Dgrir = Dgrrll2 > (|47 @ — A 05 v pas

(6.12) _ e

— =2 ey, o),

where =81 1= Af @R+ ZFT1 = A ©F~1 Then it is easily seen that G(®*+1) =
g(é’frl), g(@k_l) = g(éﬁfl). Therefore, recalling Remark[2.6land using the Hardy
inequality and (612) we can see that there exists a constant C' such that

N
ZIIQ(‘P’““)— G(@* 1 )ef 17 (roy ZIIQ =) — GEE ) 2 ey

SC”E{?Ll ’_‘k 1||€BN L2(R3)

< C||Dgi+r — Do f3-
Combining this inequality, (6.10) and (@II) we obtain
(613)  [f(@F, @M ek ) — pu'70 < BCV?| Dgrss — Dgres |2,
for k > k.
Step 3. It follows from (G3)-([67) and GI3) that
(5((I)k, (I)k-i-l) _ M)é _ (5(¢k+1’¢k+2) _ M)é

0
> —

RCY2||Dgrtr — Dgr—1|2
for k > ki. Since the sum of the left-hand side for £ = 1,2,... is finite, the
corresponding sum of the right-hand side is also convergent. Setting oy, := || Dgr+1—
Dgr-1]]2 this sum is written as

(27 || Dgr+2 — Dgr|)3),

O‘k+1
2K 01/2 Z ag

Hence by Lemma we can see that

o0 o0
Z O = Z||Dq>k+l — Dq,k—l ||2,
k=1 k=1

is convergent.
Let us define unitary matrices A so that

[ A1 EEFY — Ay 428 ey, 2w ) = lI=5 - ITIH@LB(RS)a
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will hold for any k > 1. We set Ay := I, A; := I, where I is the identity ma-
trix. Assume that Az_; has been defined. Since Aj_; is unitary and HkH =

Af (A )™ 12R+1 e have

—
—

=k
| :++1 HGBN L2(R3)

= || Ak 1A (A)” ER - A= HGBN L2(R3)
Thus we should set Aj4q = Aj_ 1Ak+1(Ak+1) . Consequently, we obtain

A2k = AEL(AE)A T AEL(kq)(A;(k 1) ) 1A§Lk(A2k)71’

Asper = AT (A5) 1 Ay (A1) T AG 0 (A ™

for k > 1. Now set Ag := I, Ay := I and Ay, := AgkAQ_k, Aggq1 = Agk_;,_lAQ_kJrl
for k > 1. Then if we define ZF := A, ®* for k > 0, we have

—_ — =k r—k—
(6.14) ”:k—i-l k 1”@” L2ms) = HH +1 k- 1||€B§V:1 L2(R3)>

for any k > 1. Since {®*} satisfies F(®F)pl™ = el b1 1 <i < N, we can see

that =¥ satisfies F(ZF)eF ! = EN 1 ffl{’”l 1 <i < N, where ew is the (7, j)th

entry of the matrix Ay (diag[ef,...,e%])A; . Noting that Ay is a unitary matrix
we have E” L les)? = Ezj\il |e¥|2 < N|info(h)|?. Thus we can apply Lemma 6.2
to {ZF}, which combmed with (6.14)) and ([G12) yields

oo
DIEF = gy )
k=1

oo
< 25< ||5]€Jrl —E Mgy r2me) + 1127 - Ellgy  mege
=1 =1

=20 Z| EST B gy reme) T IEP — gy mere

< 2B¢ Zak + ||E2 — EO||@£V:1 H2(R3) < OO,
with ¢ := N'/2|inf o(h)|. Thus there exist limits 2% := limy_;o 22 and 2 :=
limy 0 2291 in @Y, H2(R3). Now noting that Dzx = D, that limy g D=2k =
Dz, limy_, 00 D=2r+1 = Dz with respect to the topology of £(L?(R?)), that Dgzx
and Dg2e41 converge in T, and that ||||zz2rs)) < ||-|l2 (cf. [18, Theorem VI.22
(d)]) the results in Theorem [IT] follow, and the proof is completed. O

Proof of Theorem[L3. (1) Since Z2* converges to 2 in @fil H?(RR?), the operator
F(®%k)—F(2°) = G(22F)—G(E>) converges to 0 in L(L?(R3)). Thus by the upper
semicontinuity of the spectrum (see e.g. [12, Theorems IV 1.16 and IV 3.18]) and
the uniform well-posedness, for any § > 0 there exist k' € N and a constant v € R
such that the N smallest eigenvalues of F(Z°°) and F(®2*) for k > k' are smaller
than v and the rest of the spectra of them are larger than v + v — §, which proves
(1) for F(E%°). The poof for F(Z) is exactly the same.

(2) By the proof of (1) there exists a closed curve g in C such that the N smallest
eigenvalues of F(2) and F(®2*) for k > k' are enclosed by g, and the distances
between g and the spectra of F(Z) and F(®2*) for k > k' are larger than ~/3.
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Thus using the representation Pp = —(2mi)~! §, (F(®) — 2)~'dz of the projections
Py to the direct sum of the eigenspaces of F(®) we can see that limy_, oo Pp2r = P=oo
in £(L?(R?)). Hence with £2*"! in the proof of Theorem [T we have

£° = lim £ = lim Pparné?! = Powc€®, 1 <i < N,
k—o0 k—o0
where 2°° = 1(£9°, ... £3¢). This means that Z*° is an orthonormal basis of Hze :=
Ran P=~. In the same way we can also prove that = is an orthonormal basis of

the direct sum Hzo = Ran Pz..
Let > = t(1,...,¢n) be a tuple of the eigenfunctions of F(2°°) corresponding

to the N smallest eigenvalues €5°,...,€%° € R as above Theorem [[33 Then ®* is
an orthonormal basis of H=z«~ and
(6.15) F(E®)g® = &7¢7°, 1<i<N.

Thus > and = are orthonormal bases of the same space Hz~. Therefore, there
exists a unitary matrix A, such that 2% = A, ®>. We note here that F(2>) =
F(9>°) also holds.

Next we shall prove €° = limy_, o efkﬂ, 1 <i < N. From the proof of Theorem

[LTit follows that there exists a Hermitian matrix (€7¢) such that

N

F(E®)e = &pie, 1<i<N.
j=1
Thus by (G.I5) we can see that diag [63°, ..., éx] = AL (€7) Ase. Since (¢77) is the
limit of the Hermitian matrices (e%’”l) whose eigenvalues are (7711 ... 2T,

the perturbation theorem for the eigenvalues of Hermitian matrices (see e.g. [B]
Problem 1.17]) yields € = limy, o ¢2¥71, 1 <4 < N.
(3) If 2% = O, we have F(2%) = F(E%) and thus

F(E®) = F(E®) = F(P™).
Hence by (6.I5]) we have

F(O%)p = ¢y, 1<i <N,

which means that > is a solution to the Hartree-Fock equation.
(4) Assume that > forms an orthonormal basis of the direct sum of the eigenspaces
of the N smallest eigenvalues of F(®>°). Then recalling that F(®>°) = F(Z>) it
follows that &> is an orthonormal basis of Hzw. Since $* is an orthonormal
basis also of Hz~, we have Hz.. = Hze, which implies that =% and = are
orthonormal bases of the same _space. Therefore, there exists a unitary matrix ©
such that 2° = @=,
(5) This result follows from (2) if we prove that the necessary and sufficient condition
that @, ® € W satisfy Dy = Dy is that there exists a unitary matrix A such that

® = A®. The sufficiency is obvious. The necessity follows from that ® is an
orthonormal basis of Ran Dg, which was also mentioned in Section [I1 O
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