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Abstract: The exact functionals associated with the (singlet) ground and the two singlet excited states
of the asymmetric Hubbard dimer at half-filling are calculated using both Levy’s constrained search and
Lieb’s convex formulation. While the ground-state functional is, as commonly known, a convex function with
respect to the density, the functional associated with the doubly-excited state is found to be concave. Also,
because the density-potential mapping associated with the first excited state is non-invertible, its “functional”
is a partial, multi-valued function composed of one concave and one convex branch that correspond to two
separate domains of values of the external potential. Remarkably, it is found that, although the one-to-one
mapping between density and external potential may not apply (as in the case of the first excited state), each
state-specific energy and corresponding universal functional are “functions” whose derivatives are each other’s
inverse, just as in the ground state formalism. These findings offer insight into the challenges of developing
state-specific excited-state density functionals for general applications in electronic structure theory.
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Several decades after its foundation,1 density-functional
theory (DFT) still represents the main computational tool
to perform quantum mechanical simulations of interest
for pharmaceutical and technological applications.2 Orig-
inally developed as a ground-state theory, it has been
swiftly extended to calculate the lowest excited state of a
given symmetry,3–7 thereby obtaining excitation energies
from differences of self-consistent field (∆SCF) calcula-
tions.

Notwithstanding the usefulness of such extension, for
more general purposes, one usually relies on (linear-
response) time-dependent (TD) DFT to describe excited
states at the DFT level.8–12 TDDFT is an in-principle
exact theory but, in practice, it relies on approximations
for the exchange-correlation kernel. A fundamental source
of error underlying virtually all its implementations is adi-
abaticity (neglecting memory effects), while another type
of error comes from the particular choice of the exchange-
correlation functional, similar to ground-state Kohn-Sham
DFT.13 Within these approximations, TDDFT has seen
important successes14 but is also plagued by well-known
shortcomings, e.g., for the description of double excita-
tions or charge-transfer processes.15–20
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Due to the relevance of these phenomena in photo-
chemical applications or quantum-based technologies, al-
ternative, time-independent theories have been devel-
oped. The most well-known is ensemble DFT (EDFT),
based on an ensemble of equally-weighted21 or unequally-
weighted22–24 densities, each coming from an individual
quantum state rather than a pure-state density as in tra-
ditional DFT. In recent times, EDFT and related theories
have undergone significant developments that are cru-
cial to its advancement.25–49 However, it suffers from the
disadvantages that, to treat a high-lying excited state,
it is usually required to include all lower-lying states in
the ensemble, and that the weight dependence of the
exchange-correlation functional is hard to model. An-
other ensemble theory that has been receiving increasing
attention and shares some of the problems of EDFT is
w-ensemble one-body reduced density matrix functional
theory.45–49

Concerning pure excited states, orbital-optimized
DFT,50–63 the extension to any excited state of the men-
tioned ∆SCF calculations, has been shown to be relatively
successful for the calculation of classes of excitations where
TDDFT typically fails,55,56 although its theoretical un-
derpinning is still in progress.

From a theoretical perspective, state-specific density-
functional formalisms have been developed.64–73 Some of
these are complicated by the dependence of the functional
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on quantities other than the excited-state density and/or
by the need for orthogonality constraints to inherit the
variational character of the ground-state theory.74

In his seminal work, Görling67 proposes a stationarity
rather than a minimum principle to treat excited states.
Building on Görling’s work69 and restricting the set of
external potentials to Coulombic ones, Ayers et al. es-
tablish a one-to-one mapping between external potential
and any of its associated stationary densities.70–72 For a
general external potential, this one-to-one mapping may
not hold true.50,75–77 However, none of these formalisms
have revealed a fundamental dual relationship between
excited-state energy and its corresponding state-specific
functional similar to the one between the ground-state
energy and the universal functional elucidated by Lieb.78

In turn, the present Letter provides an explicit case
in which such a fundamental dual relationship carries
through for excited states. Adopting Görling’s stationarity
principle67 on Levy’s constrained search79 and Lieb’s
convex formulation,78 we find for a simple model that,
just as for the ground state, a given excited-state energy
and its corresponding universal functional are functions
whose derivatives are each other’s inverse functions, a
property described as “the essence of DFT”.80 Yet the
“functional” associated with the first-excited state has
some very peculiar mathematical properties.

Below, we first review the ground-state formalism. Con-
sider the usual variational principle

E[v] = min
Ψ

⟨Ψ|Ĥv|Ψ⟩ (1)

where the minimization is performed over all normalized
N -electron antisymetrized wave functions Ψ and the elec-
tronic Hamiltonian

Ĥv = T̂ + V̂ee +

N∑
i=1

v(ri) (2)

is composed of the kinetic energy operator T̂ , the elec-
tron repulsion operator V̂ee, and the external potential
contribution.

The minimization in Eq. (1) can be split in two steps

E[v] = min
ρ

min
Ψ⇝ρ

⟨Ψ|Ĥv|Ψ⟩

= min
ρ

{
F [ρ] +

∫
v(r)ρ(r)dr

} (3)

where in the second line we have introduced the Levy-Lieb
or “universal” functional defined, via Levy’s constrained
search,79 as

F [ρ] = min
Ψ⇝ρ

⟨Ψ|Ĥ0|Ψ⟩ = ⟨Ψ[ρ]|Ĥ0|Ψ[ρ]⟩ (4)

Note that the Hohenberg-Kohn,1 Levy-Lieb,78,79 or Lieb
functional78 differ in the density domain. We refer to any
of them as the universal functional, although only the
Lieb functional is properly convex in ρ.80
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FIG. 1. E0, E1, and E2 as functions of ∆v for t = 1/2 and
U = 1. Note that E is an even function of ∆v. E1 is concave
for ∆v < ∆vc and becomes convex for larger ∆v values.

The Legendre-Fenchel transform of Eq. (3) delivers F [ρ]
from the maximisation

F [ρ] = max
v

{
E[v]−

∫
v(r)ρ(r)dr

}
(5)

exemplifying the duality between the functional E[v],
concave in the external potential v, and F [ρ], convex in the
density ρ.78 Although technically discontinuous, F [ρ] is
“almost differentiable”80 in that it may be approximated to
any accuracy by a differentiable regularized functional.81
Thus, assuming differentiability and carrying out the
optimizations in Eqs. (3) and (5), one obtains

δF [ρ(r)]

δρ(r)
+ v(r) = 0 (6a)

δE[v(r)]

δv(r)
− ρ(r) = 0 (6b)

respectively.
We adopt the two-site Hubbard model at half-

filling,31,82–91 whose Hamiltonian reads

Ĥ = −t
∑

σ=↑,↓

(
a†0σa1σ + h.c.

)
+U

1∑
i=0

n̂i↑n̂i↓+∆v
n̂1 − n̂0

2

(7)
where t > 0 is the hopping parameter, U ≥ 0 is the on-site
interaction parameter, n̂iσ = a†iσaiσ is the spin density
operator on site i, n̂i = n̂i↑ + n̂i↓ is the density operator
on site i, and ∆v = v1 − v0 (with v0 + v1 = 0) is the
potential difference between the two sites.

Although simple, this model is able to describe the
physics of partially-filled narrow band gaps82,83,85 and its
two-site version has been used in the framework of site-
occupation function theory to exemplify central concepts
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FIG. 2. ρ as a function of ∆v for t = 1/2 and U = 1 for
the ground-state (ρ0), the singly-excited state (ρ1), and the
doubly-excited states (ρ2). ρ1 reaches a critical value, ρc, at
∆vc. Note that ρ is an odd function of ∆v.

or test (new) density-functional methods by numerous
authors.31,84,86–91

It is noteworthy to mention that for lattice sys-
tems, even in the case of the ground-state functional,
the Hohenberg-Kohn theorem does not hold universally.
While a potential does exist, it is not always unique.
This aspect was recently highlighted by Penz and van
Leeuwen.92 However, in the context of linear Hubbard
chains (like the one discussed in this paper where the
chain is of length two), the uniqueness and thus the appli-
cability of the Hohenberg-Kohn theorem is established by
Theorem 17 in the aforementioned reference. This theo-
rem provides a robust guarantee of uniqueness, ensuring
that for linear Hubbard chains, there is a unique potential
associated with a given density. Notably, the present
study and Schönhammer and Gunnarsson’s original work
also support this.84

At half filling (N = 2), we expand the Hamilto-
nian in the N -electron (spin-adapted) site basis |0↑0↓⟩,
(|0↑1↓⟩ − |0↓1↑⟩)/

√
2, and |1 ↑ 1 ↓⟩ to form the following

Hamiltonian matrix

H =

U −∆v −
√
2t 0

−
√
2t 0 −

√
2t

0 −
√
2t U +∆v

 (8)

whose eigenvalues provide the singlet energies of the sys-
tem. A generic singlet wave function can then be written
as

|Ψ⟩ = x |0↑0↓⟩+ y
|0↑1↓⟩ − |0↓1↑⟩√

2
+ z |1↑1↓⟩ (9)

with −1 ≤ x, y, z ≤ 1 and the normalization condition

x2 + y2 + z2 = 1 (10)

The energy is given by E = T + Vee + V , with

T = −2
√
2ty(x+ z) (11a)

Vee = U
(
x2 + z2

)
(11b)

V = ρ∆v (11c)

with

ρ = ⟨Ψ| n̂1 − n̂0

2
|Ψ⟩ = (z2 − x2) (12)

We call E0, E1, and E2 the energies of the ground state,
first (singly-)excited state, and second (doubly-)excited
state, respectively. These are represented in Fig. 1 as
functions of ∆v for t = 1/2 and U = 1. It is worth noting
that E0 (red curve) and E2 (green curve) are concave and
convex with respect to ∆v, respectively, for any value of t
and U , while E1 is concave for ∆v smaller than a critical
value ∆vc (blue curve labeled as E∩

1 ) and becomes convex
for ∆v > ∆vc (yellow curve labeled as E∪

1 ).
The corresponding differences in (reduced) site occupa-

tion

ρ =
∆n

2
(13)

for the ground state, ρ0, first excited state, ρ1, and second
excited state, ρ2, are represented in Fig. 2. While the
ground (red curve) and the doubly-excited (green curve)
states have monotonic densities with respect to ∆v for
any t and U values, ρ1 is non-monotonic and reaches a
critical value ρc at ∆vc before decaying to 0 as ∆v → ∞.
In agreement with Eq. (6b), in the asymmetric Hubbard
dimer, one finds

dE0(∆v)

d∆v
= 2 ρ0(∆v) (14)

However, analogous relations hold true also for the two
excited states, i.e.,

dE1(∆v)

d∆v
= 2 ρ1(∆v) (15a)

dE2(∆v)

d∆v
= 2 ρ2(∆v) (15b)

Substituting x and z in Eqs. (11a) and (11b) thanks to
the normalization condition and the reduced site occupa-
tion difference defined in Eqs. (10) and (13), respectively,
we obtain the four-branch function

f±±(ρ, y) = −2ty
(
±
√

1− y2 − ρ±
√
1− y2 + ρ

)
+ U

(
1− y2

)
(16)

that one would minimize with respect to y to obtain the
exact ground-state functional.84,86,87 Although one tech-
nically deals with functions in the Hubbard dimer, we
shall stick to the term functional to emphasize the for-
mal analogy between site-occupation function theory and
DFT, as customarily done in the literature.49,87,90,93–95

Rather than only minimizing Eq. (16) for a given ρ, we
seek all stationary points67 of f±±(ρ, y) with respect to
y, i.e.,

F (ρ) = stat
y

[f±±(ρ, y)] (17)
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FIG. 3. f−−(ρ, y) (red), f−+(ρ, y) (blue), f+−(ρ, y) (yellow), and f++(ρ, y) (green) as functions of y for t = 1/2, U = 1, and
ρ = 1/5 (left), 1/2 (center), and 3/5 (right). The markers indicate the position of the stationary points on each branch. At
ρ = 3/5 (right panel), the stationary points of f−+ and f+− have disappeared as ρ > ρc (see Fig. 2).
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FIG. 4. State-specific exact functionals Fm(ρ) as functions
of ρ for t = 1/2 and U = 1. The ground-state functional
F0(ρ) (red) is convex with respect to ρ, the singly-excited
state multi-valued functional F1(ρ) has one convex branch
(blue) and one concave branch (yellow), each associated with
a separate set of ∆v values, while the doubly-excited state
functional F2(ρ) (green) is concave. Note that F is an even
function of ρ.

The choice of the variable over which to optimize in
Eq. (17) is arbitrary and several choices are possible
yielding various functions86 other than f±±, yet iden-
tical F (ρ)’s. A similar procedure can be carried out via
an ensemble formalism,22–24 as shown by Fromager and
coworkers.31–33

Because, taken as whole, f±± is symmetric with re-
spect to a change in sign of y, we restrict the discussion
to the domain where y ≥ 0, without loss of generality.
As shown in Fig. 3, the branches f++ and f−− have
one stationary point each for y ≥ 0 (green square and
red circle, respectively): the global minimum located at
y0 corresponds to the convex ground-state functional,
F0(ρ) = f++(ρ, y0), while the global maximum at y2 cor-
responds to the concave doubly-excited-state functional,
i.e., F2(ρ) = f−−(ρ, y2) (see Fig. 4). F0(ρ) and F2(ρ)
merge at ρ = 1. The stationary points located at −y0

FIG. 5. Illustration of the Levy constrained-search procedure
for t = 1/2, U = 1, and ρ = 1/5. The value of T + Vee is
mapped on the surface of the unit sphere that represents the
normalized wave functions. The gray parabolas correspond
to densities ρ = z2 − x2. The four branches of f±± [see
Eq. (16)] are represented as contours and correspond to the
intersections of these three-dimensional objects. The dots
locate the stationary points on each of these contours.

and −y2 are associated with opposite values of ∆v.
For ρ < ρc, the branch f+− has two stationary points

(yellow diamonds): a local minimum at y∩1 and a local
maximum at y∪1 that yield a concave branch F∩

1 (ρ) =
f+−(ρ, y

∩
1 ) (yellow curve in Fig. 4) and a convex branch

F∪
1 (ρ) = f+−(ρ, y

∪
1 ) (blue curve in Fig. 4) for the singly-

excited-state functional. As expected though, F∩
1 (ρ) and

F∪
1 (ρ) lead to convex and concave energies, E∪

1 and E∩
1

(see Fig. 1), respectively, preserving the property that
the energy and the functional are conjugate functions.80
Because the density-potential mapping associated with
the first excited state is non-invertible (since, as seen in
Fig. 2, the same density ρ can be produced by two ∆v
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values), its “functional” is a partial (i.e., defined for a
subdomain of ρ), multi-valued function constituted of one
concave and one convex branch that correspond to two
separate domains of the external potential. Again, the
stationary points on f−+ located at −y∩1 and −y∪1 (blue
triangles) are associated with opposite values of ∆v. At
ρ = ρc, y∩1 and y∪1 merge and disappear for larger ρ values.
This critical value of the density decreases with respect
to U to reach zero at U = 0, and ρc → 1 as U → ∞.

In accordance with Eq. (6a), the derivative of F0(ρ)
with respect to ρ gives back ∆v0 as a function of ρ, i.e.,
the inverse of ρ0(∆v) plotted in Fig. 2. Most notably, an
analogous relation holds for the excited states. For the
doubly-excited state, we simply have

dF2(ρ)

dρ
= −∆v2(ρ) (18)

In particular, for ρ = 0, we have ∆v2 = 0, while ∆v2 → ∞
as ρ → 1, similarly to ∆v0 (except that ∆v0 → −∞ as
ρ → 1).

For the first-excited state, which has a non-invertible
density, ρ1(∆v) (see Fig. 2), we still have

dF∪
1 (ρ)

dρ
= −∆v∪1 (ρ) (19a)

dF∩
1 (ρ)

dρ
= −∆v∩1 (ρ) (19b)

where ∆v∪1 (ρ) ranges from −∆vc (at ρ = ρc) to 0− (for
ρ → 0+), yielding the inverse of the blue curve in Fig. 2,
and ∆v∩1 (ρ) ranges from −∞ (for ρ → 0+) to −∆vc (for
ρ = ρc), yielding the inverse of the yellow curve in Fig. 2.

The Levy constrained-search procedure is geometri-
cally illustrated in Fig. 5. The surface of the unit sphere
corresponds to the normalized wave functions such that
x2+y2+z2 = 1, onto which we have mapped the value of
T + Vee as a function of x, y, and z. The gray parabolas
correspond to the (potentially unnormalized) wave func-
tions yielding ρ = z2 − x2. Hence, the contours obtained
by the intersection of these three-dimensional surfaces are
the normalized wave functions yielding ρ = z2 − x2. On
these contours, one is looking for the points where f±± is
stationary. These are represented by the colored dots in
Fig. 5 (see also Fig. 3).

The exact functionals represented in Fig. 4 can also be
obtained using the Lieb variational principle. To do so,
let us define, for each singlet state, the function

fm(ρ,∆v) = Em −∆vρ (20)

However, instead of maximizing the previous expression
for a given ρ as in Eq. (5), we seek its entire set of
stationary points with respect to ∆v for each m value,
i.e.

Fm(ρ) = stat
∆v

[fm(ρ,∆v)] (21)

Figure 6 shows fm as a function of ∆v at ρ = 0 and
±1/2 for each state and the location of the corresponding

-2 -1 0 1 2

-2
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2

4

FIG. 6. fm(ρ,∆v) as a function of ∆v for t = 1/2, U = 1,
and ρ = ±1/2: ground state (m = 0), singly-excited state
(m = 1), and doubly-excited state (m = 2). The markers
indicate the position of the stationary points. The transparent
curves correspond to ρ = 0. In this case, the linear term
−∆vρ in Eq. (5) vanishes and the energy Em is recovered
(see Fig. 1). For ρ = 1/2 (solid curves), the linear term
shifts the maxima of E0 and E1 (red circle and blue triangle,
respectively) towards ∆v < 0 and the minimum of E2 (green
square) towards ∆v > 0. Moreover, a local minimum in f1
(outermost blue triangle) appears. The situation is exactly
mirrored for ρ = −1/2 (dashed curves).

stationary points. For ρ = 0 (transparent curves), one
recovers the energies Em plotted in Fig. 1. The values
of the functions fm at their stationary points (red circle,
blue triangle, and green square at ∆v = 0) correspond
to the initial values of F0, F∪

1 , and F2 in Fig 4. For
ρ = 1/2, f0 (solid red curve) and f2 (solid green curve)
have a single extremum: a maximum and a minimum
yielding the ground- and second-excited-state functionals,
F0(ρ) and F2(ρ), respectively, as depicted in Fig. 4. The
blue curve f1 exhibits a local maximum and minimum
that correspond to the two branches of the multi-valued
functional associated with the first-excited state, F∩

1 (ρ)
and F∪

1 (ρ), respectively.
In practice, Lieb’s formulation has a very neat geometric

illustration in the Hubbard dimer. The total energies Em

are “tipped” by the addition of the linear term −∆vρ,
which shifts their extrema: the maxima of E0 and E1

towards ∆v < 0 and the minimum of E2 towards ∆v > 0.
Moreover, in the case of the first-excited state, the linear
curve −∆vρ shifts the energy in such a way that, as
soon as ρ > 0, a local minimum appears (outermost
blue triangle) in f1. This minimum and the maximum
gradually get closer as ρ increases, until they merge at
ρ = ρc, f1 becoming monotonic with no stationary points
for ρ > ρc. The situation is exactly mirrored for ρ = −1/2
(dashed curves).
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The present Letter reports the exact functional for the
ground and (singlet) excited states of the asymmetric Hub-
bard dimer at half-filling. To the best of our knowledge,
this is the first time that exact function(al)s corresponding
to singlet (non-degenerate) excited states are computed.
While the ground-state functional is well-known to be a
convex function with respect to the site-occupation differ-
ence, the functional associated with the highest doubly-
excited state is found to be concave. Additionally, and
more importantly, we find that the “functional” for the
first-excited state is a partial, multi-valued function of
the density that is constructed from one concave and one
convex branch associated with two separate domains of
the external potential. Finally, Levy’s constrained search
and Lieb’s convex formulation are found to be entirely
consistent with one another, yielding the same exact func-
tionals [Eqs. (17) and (21)] and, even more remarkably,
the duality properties of the ground state appear to be
shared by the excited states of this model. These findings
may provide insight into the challenges of constructing
state-specific excited-state density functionals for general
applications in electronic structure theory.

This project has received funding from the European
Research Council (ERC) under the European Union’s
Horizon 2020 research and innovation programme (Grant
agreement No. 863481).
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