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T hem odynam ics as an alternative foundation for zero-tem perature
density functional theory and spin density functional theory

N athan A rgam an and Guy M akov
P hysics D epartm ent, NRCN, P .0 . Box 9001, Beer Sheva 84190, Israel

T hem odynam ics provides a transparent de nition of the
free energy of density finctional theory OFT), and of its
derivatives | the potentials, at nite tem peratures T. By
taking the T ! 0 lim it, it is shown here that both DFT and
soin-dependent DFT (for ground states) su er from precisly
the sam e benign am biguities: (@) charge and spin quantiza—
tion lead to \up to a constant" indetermm inacies in the poten-—
tialand them agnetic eld respectively, and (o) the potential
in em pty subspaces is undetermm ined but irrelevant. Surpris—
ingly, these sin ple facts were naccessible w ithin the standard
form ulation, leading to recent discussions of apparent di cul-
ties w thin spinDFT .

PACS numbers: 7115M b, 3115Ew, 75209

Density functional theory OFT) is the method of
choice for a wide range of theoretical com putations
of electronic system s in chem istry, condensed m atter
physics, and m aterials science, and is also applicable to
otherm any-body problem s, such asclassical uids (foran
introduction, seeR ef. 'g:]) . T he theoretical foundations of
DFT have repeatedly elicited discussion and reconsidera—
tion, eg.Refs. igu’{-rél],m ost recently in the context of spin—
dependent DFT [{il]. Speci cally, the st Hohenberg{
K ohn theoream HK I) states fg] that a given ground-state
density distribbution n (r) detem ines the corresponding
extermal potential v (r) uniguely, up to an overall con—
stant (an arbitrary reference energy). In contrast, in
soinDFT i hasbeen shown that the densities n (r) and
m (r) (the soin densiy) do not always determ ine the po-
tentialsv (r) and B (r) (them agnetic eld), although they
do determm ine the ground state uniquely, and hence
the energy functionalF [ (r);m (r)]which features in the
second H chenberg-K ohn theorem HK II) is welkde ned
E_i,:_ﬂ]. N evertheless, m any developm ents in soin-DFT, in—
cliding the m ain practical tool | the spin{dependent
Kohn{Sham equations EQ‘] | tacitly assume a oneto-
one correspondence betw een densities and potentials.

DFT was Inm ediately generalized to them al ensem —
blesby M em in [I1], who ©liowed Ref. §] closely, prov-
ing analogues of HK I and HK IT. &t was soon realized
that nitetem perature DFT does not su er from som e
of the am biguities of ground-state DFT (eg., obviously
for T > 0 a ground-state degeneracy no longer lads
to a oneto-m any relationship between v and n), but
only m any years later i was clari ed that the functional
Fh] ©r F h;m ]) can also be ocbtailned at T > 0 .b.y
a functional extension of standard themm odynam ics Wi].

0

Speci cally, the grand potential of an electronic system

depends on the tem perature T, the chem ical poten-—
tial , the potential v (r) and the magnetic eld B (r).
A change of representation involves a Legendre trans—
form , eg. replacing by the electron number N as a
free varable. In the case of the potentials v(r) and
B (r), a funckional Legendre transform must be used:
Fh]= gr vn er(spjn—jndependent) DFT, and
Fh;m]= drvn+ drB m forshDFT.

For T > 0, the sinpl oneto-one nature of the re—
lationship between n (r) and v (r), or between the pair
n;m and the pair v;B , is guaranteed by the convexity
argum ent given below . For T ! 0, the ground-state for-
m alism is regained, but the degree of convexity m ay also
vanish in this lim i, requiring special care. T he purpose
of the present work is to establish this lim it as an alter—
native foundation for zero-tem perature DFT and spin—
DFT. The novel result is that HK I has essentially the
sam e validiy In ground-state sonDFT asin DFT.

T he Ham iltonian for electrons (in a large box) is

=T+ W +V+8; Q)

. A~ 2 P R 2 . .
with T = ( h=%m) dr ¥ r® . the kinetic en—
eIgy,WA = (e2=2) .0 drdro J}_f io o 0 0 r =j§ roj

the jnteractjor}\, = é[ a paranmgeter introduced for later
convenience, V = %r v (r) ¥ . the potential
tem ,and B = dr . B ¥ o .othemag-
netic tem t_Iz_i] (o is the vector of Paulim atrices, and
In theunisused the Bohrm agneton p = 1). The tem
B is optional, and distinguishes spln{DFT from DFT.
T he free energy in the grand-canonicalensem ble is
= Thy ; =Trep & N)=T ; @
where isthepartition function, isthe chem icalpoten—
tial, T > 0 is the tem perature (in enen@/ uajts), and the
totalparticle num ber opeJ:atorjsNA = dr ¥ .
T he partial derivatives of are the expectation value
of the number of electrons, N = @ =@ ), and the
entropy S = @ =QT . The functional derivatives give
the density distrdbution n (r) = = v(r), and for spin—
DFT,them agneticm om ent density m (r) = =B (r).
T he grand potential is a strictly concave functional
of v(r) and B (r). To see this, consider the operators
= N)=T and¥ = &° §)=T,whered
and H'° Incorporate di erent potentials, denoted v and B
orH, and v° and B or & °. Concavity ©llow s because
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for any Hem itian operatorsxA and ¥ and any real_I
such that ¥ ¥ 6const. and 0 < < 1, one has 131
Trexp( X+ a )f)< (IreprA) (Irexpf)1

FIG.1.
tion of the chem ical potential
dre transform describbes this curve by its fam ily of tangents

(@) The grand potential ( ;T) isa concave func-
(thick curve). The Legen-

(dashed line): their slopes N and their intercept with the
verticalaxis, F = + N . () The resulting F N ;T ) curve
representsthe H elm holtz free energy. H K II corresponds to de—
scribing the intercept here asthem inim alvalue ofF (N ) N

attainabl for a given slope , after a generalization of the
variables and N to the functional variables v (r) and
n (r). The thin lines represent the T ! 0 lim i, or which a
range of tangents can intersect at a single point (see text).

In them odynam ics, it is often useful to sw itch repre—
sentation by em ploying a Legendre transform (seeFig.1),
eg.usingtheHelm holtz freeenergy F N ;T )= (;T)+

N , where on the right hand side is chosen by the
physical condition N = (@ =Q ), equivalent to m ax—
In ising the expression + N wih respect to . The
DFT energy functionalF ], generalized to spinDF T, is
sin ilarly introduced as a functional Legendre transform

Z

Fhyml= B] drn) v m () B @®); Q)
w here the right hand side isto bem axin ized w ith respect
tovand B (orDFT,m and B are sinply om itted).
The oconcaviy of guarantees both existence and
unigueness ofthe potentials forall reasonable density dis—
tribbutions, ie. sm ooth distributionswith n () > M (r)j
for sopinDFT,and n(r) > 0 orDFT.The conditions of
v-representability or N -representability, which are nec—
essary in the conventional approach iff,;j"], do not arise
here. Unigueness: as the right hand side of Eq. ('_3) is
concave In v and B, it cannot have m ore than one m ax—
Inum . This replaces the standard reductio ad absurdum
argum ent of DF' T, based on the Raylkigh-R iz m inin um
energy principle (ora generalization thereof), and used to
proveHK I E5;_1-14'] E xistence: them axim ization ofEqg. @)
can failonly if arbitrarily lJarge valies are obtainable on
the right hand side (eg. r unreasonable density distri-
butions wih n < 0, very large values of v can be
taken wih negligble). Any reasonable n;m set can
be obtained as a weighted sum ofdistributions for which
solutions are known to exist. A s the right hand side of
Eqg. @) is linear In the densities, is value can never be

larger than the weighted sum of the values of ¥ corre—
soonding to these known distrbutions | F h;m ]iscon-
vex. T he relationshIp betw een potentials and densitiesat
T > 0 is thus oneto-one. It follow s that the m axin um
overv and B in Eq. @) is obtained for the physical sys-
tem forwhich =v@=n@E)and =B (r)=m (r).
T he freeenergy functionalF , n the com bination
Z

Fhml]+ dr n() v m B ; @
can be m Inim ized w ith respect to the density distrdbu-
tions to give back the grand potential This is the
Inverse Legendre transform in them odynam ics, and cor-
resoponds to HKIIT in DFT g]. T he derivatives here are
F=n-= vand F=m = B, as follow s from Eq.('iib.
T he other derivatives of F h;m ] also follow, eg. the en—
tropy @F=@T = @ =@T = S, whereasusualthe deriva—
tives of ' are taken at constant n (r) and m (r), whilke
those of are taken at constant ,v(r) and B (r) here
F h;m ]doesnot depend on because the chem ical po—
tentialappears n  only in the com bination v ).

The derivative @F=@ = @ =@ = L W i is of spe-
cial interest, as F hym ] = Foihjm 1+ ,d @F=@ ),
m akes the connection I;Lé_l'] w ith the K ohn{Sham nonin—
teracting system , described by F,; which isF for = 0.
T he expectation value of the Interaction operator, Hi i,
is evaluated here for that system which has the den-
sity distrbutions n and m and a reduced interaction
strength The m apr part of the Interaction energy
is given girectly by the density n as the Hartree tem
Ey hl= drdri®e®n@n@®=21 % Thus

Fhm]=Fnihjm ]+ Eg h]l+ Fychjm ] ©)

where F . is the exchange-correlation (xc) energy,
Z
Fyeh;m ]J= drfch;m 1) ; (6)
w ith f,. (r), the xc energy density, de ned as
Z
fuclhym 1(x) = d
0 .0

7
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In tem s of the so—called xc-hole density

X

hY %, no; @®

(r) r r

$oir) = oo i

ﬁheren (r) = %

dr® Xf o ;%) =

—— derivatives of Eq. (:5) give

m (r) =

nk)+ m, ) , 1 (the sum —rule
; oholdsatT = 0). The —= and

n (r)

vi(r) = Vail) e (r)+ v (o)

B (r) = Bi(r) B xc (¥) )
In obvious notation, retrieving the results of K ohn and

Sham I_l-(_i] and generalising them to spin-DFT . In prac—
tice, one requires approxin ations of Fy. or f;., which



allow their derivatives to be taken, eg. the local soin—
density approxin ation where f,.h;m ](r) depends only
onn () andm (r). W ih explicit expressions for vy, and
B «c thus obtained (and noninteracting physics used to
relate nym wih vy1,Bni), Eqg. 6'_9) yields a very powerfiil
and sin ple schem e (sin pler than Hartree), for com pu-
tations of n, m and of interacting electrons In given

extemal elds. Egs. (:§| -'_7.) PrFy. In tem s of *© fom

the basis for m ost discussions and in provem ents of the
accuracy of DFT, as eg. In the recent Ref. Qi], which
suggestsa m odi ed LDA for cases nvoling degeneracy.

At zero temperature, and F are de ned by their
Wellbehaved) T ! 0 Ilimits: tends to the minimal
eigenvalue of g N', and its Legendre transform gives
F, which at T = 0 is the intemal energy. Two issues
require consideration: (@) the degree of concavity or con—
vexiy vanishesasT ! 0, resulting in discontinuities (in—
determm nancy) in the dervatives; and (o) interest in fiilly
polarized system s, ]n (r)j= n (r), becom es legitim ate.

Consider rst fully polarized system s, de ning the
valle ofF h;m Jat ;n (r)j= n(r) asthe lm tofisT = 0O
valiesasin (r)j! n@).W henB (r) andm (r) are every—
where parallelto z, as isvery often assum ed In soinDF T,
the spin-dependent densities nny = % nh m,) and po—
tentials oy = £ (v B) are useful; aligning all spins in
(say) the up direction leaveswvy undeterm ined (orT > O,
this potential diverges as n» ! n). Indeed, the whole
vy (r) function m ay vary w ithout changing the state ofthe
system , provided only that the lowest-lying spin-down
state ram ains above the energies of the spin-up electrons
present f_'/!]. However, having vy (r) undetermm ined poses
no di culy, because that subspace isempty, n  (r) = 0.
T he analogue ofthis in spin-independent DF T is the sit—
uation w ith n (r) Ofrrina niteregion W = 0 ifthis
region covers the whole system ) | the potential w ithin
this region is undeterm ined, and onem ay exclide it from
the system . It is of little signi cance that n spnDFT
the density In a subspace m ay vanish w thout any diver—
gence In the potentials @t T = 0), whereas In DFT a
regonwithn(r) Omayrequirev! 1 on (ornear) is
boundary. A s shown In Ref. i_:Jx], n the oneelctron case
this situation persists for non-parallelm agnetic elds.

C onsider next a them odynam ic exam ple of vanishing
convexity (sseFig.1):atT = 0, the relationship between
N and is step-wise [6] | a range of from the ion-
ization potential to the electron a niy correspondsto a
sihgle value of N , while allN between Ny and Ny + 1
share a single value of . Charge is quantized, due to
particle-num ber conservation, E\f;}f] = 0. The system
sw itches between \rigid" stateswhen isvaried, wih a
\soft m ode" occuring at each sw itching event | the rel-
evant susoceptibility altemates between in nite and van—
ishing values. R igidiy m ight a ect applicationsofDFT,
eg. ndetem inancy of for ntegerN in Eq. @b .

In its original form , DFT deals with electron num —
ber quantization by restricting attention to a subspace
of xed N . The functionalderivative F= n is rede ned

In tem s of density variations w ith Rdr n () = 0, and
contains an overall arbitrary constant, corresoonding to
a choice of reference energy for the potential v (r), or to
adding a muliple of N to H. A ltematively, one m ay

x the chem ical potential , and de ne the derivatives
through their T ! 0 lim  (parring degeneracies, this is
them idpojt ofthe discontinuity) . The derivative F= n
at integer drn = N then gives an allow abl choice of
v (¥) , but choicesdi ering from it by a (sm allenough)
constant give the samen (r). Sin ilarly, = v evaluated
for a degenerate v gives the ensam bl averaged n, but
any weighted com bination ofthe densities of the individ-
ualground states also corresoonds to v.

For parallelspoin DFT, the z com ponent of the total
spin isa second conserved, quantized quantity, MAZ ;HA 1=
0. Again, one can lin it attention to a sypspace wih a
given value of M , (@nd ofN ), requiring dr m, = O.
Shifting them agnetic eld B , (r) by a constant | m aking
an \arbitrary choice of the origin of reference m agnetic

eld" | corresponds to adding a muliple of MAZ to H
and cannot alter the state of the system as long asM ,
is xed. The altemative of allow ing M , to vary reveals
the succession of discontinuous sw tching events betw een
rigid spin states. C kearly, then (r);m , (r) distrbutions of
each of these states correspond to a range of potentials,
obtainable by shifting v (r) and B , (r) by two distinct
constants (an all enough not to changeN orM ;).

Onem ay argue on physical grounds that a linear seg—
ment in | a rigid state | w illnot occur (for ;n j< n)
w thout ad poent cusps. Such a linearsegm ent in  corre—
soonds to a cusp or derivative-discontinuity in F . Each
adpcent cusp In , representing a ground-state degen—
eracy or soft m ode, is accom panied by quantization of
som e physical quantity ¢ which commutes with . In
the cases considered above, the opeJ:atorNA orMAz can be
constructed from the potentialterm s. W hen the operator
& cannot be so constructed, eg. the angularm om entum
operator L bra spherically symm etric system , a soft
modeorcuse In may resul, but rigidity @ cuso in F )
can not, precisely because no com bination of potentials
is able to \push" the system in its rigid direction.

The argum ents used here are general, and apply to
other extensions of DFT . For exam ple, i is possible to
construct T, from the potentials of current-D F T ; for den—
sity distrdbutions w ith the quantized values of electron
num ber, soin and angularm om entum , the potentials are
then detem ined up to three temm s @-j], corresponding
to adding multiples of each of these operators to H.a
sin pler exam ple is a spin-singlet state wih m (r) 0
In spinDFT, where the corresponding H am iltonian m ay
conserve all three com ponents ofM . Them agnetic eld
is then undeterm ined In both m agniude and direction:
a am allconstant-B temm willnot changen (r) and m (r).

A dditional support for our conclusions is provided by
the fact that generating atypicalexosptions requires tun—
Ingm any m ore param etersthan are available. Indeed, all
existing counter-exam ples E_S{-'_’Z] to the soin extension of



HK I are either quantized or fully-polarized states. In an
apparent exogption, Ref. [é] identi es conditions which
allow am agnetic eld B (r) of constant m agnitude but
space-dependent direction to be added to H without
changingn andm (and ), even for m j< n. However,
these conditions cannot be 1l lled by a m any-electron

ground state l18]

T he them odynam ic point of view sheds new light on
each ofthe ve issues raised in Ref. {]]: (i) Excited states
are acoessble to DFT and spin-DFT as them alensem -
bles, for which the one-to-one nature of the potentja]s|
densities relationship is gquaranteed. (i) C onstruction of
accurate xc potentials from M onte C arlo or con guration
interaction calculations can proceed in spin-DFT as in
conventional DFT, provided one acknow ledges the \up
to a constant" nature ofboth the externalpotential and
the m agnetic eld, and the irrelevance of potentials in
em pty subspaces. (iil) The presence of an excitation {
gap need not lead to indetermm inate potentials. (&) How —
ever, and gaps In sem iconductors and in halfm etallic
ferrom agnets cause a zero{tem perature rst{order phase
transition : the (spin dependent) chem icalpotentialisdis—
continuous as a function of Illing. Such derivative dis—
continuities are of di erent m agniudes (and can occur
at di erent density distributions) for the Interacting and
noninteracting cases, and devising approxim ationsto Fy.
which account for them rem ains a challenge. P rogress
m ay be achieved by identifying the bands to which the
electron densities in E gs. ('_é| :ﬁ) belong. O bviously, other
electronic phase transitions w ill pose di culties as well,
at least in the them odynam ic lim it. (v) Finally, func-
tional derivatives caere takenReji:her atT ! 0+,orat

xedN andM ,with dr n= dr m = 0.Chah ruks,
as in the optin ized-e ective potentialm ethod, then hold.

To sum m arize, them odynam ic considerations follow ed
bytheT ! 0 lim it can serve asan altemative foundation
forDFT and is soin-dependent extension. At nite tem -
peratures, the relationship between the potentials and
the densities is guaranteed to be one{to{one by the strict
concavity of the grand potential , but or T ! 0 Ilin—
ear segm ents m ay appear In  , due to quantization of
soin and charge. Consenquently, in the T = 0 ground-
state theory the densities determm ine the potentials (in
non-em pty subspaces) up to two spatial constants, one
In the extermmal potential and one in the m agnetic eld.
T he fact that m ore com plicated am biguities do not arise,
often assum ed by practitioners, has been shown here for
the st tine. One may either work at nite tem pera—
tures or x the totalelectron number and the total spin
and work within a subspace. E ither option resolves all
the di culties of principle raised in Refs. [6)7]; the re—
m aining di culties are practical, nvolving the construc—
tion of accurate xc approxim ations In cases of com plex
physicalbehavior (electronic phase transitions).

T he application of them odynam ic considerations to
DFT m ay serve as an exam ple ofthe unity ofphysics. Tt
avoids som e of the pitfalls encountered in the analysis of

soin-DFT along the linesofthe originalH chenberg{K ohn
theorem s. It would be interesting to com pare these de-
velopm entsalso to a detailed analysg's ofsoinDFT wihin
the constrained-search approach [j ;_3].
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