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Abstract

The Colle and Salvetti approach [Theoret. Chim. Acta, 37, 329(1975)] to the cdculation o
the aorrelation energy of a system is modified in order to explicitly include into the theory the
Kinetic contribution to the correlation energy. This is achieved by deducing from a many
eledrons wave function, including the correlation effeds via aJastrow fador, an approximate
expresson d the one-€eectron reduced density matrix. Applying the latter to the
homogeneous eledron gas, an analytic expresson d the crrelation kinetic energy is derived.
The total correlation energy of such a system is then deduced from its kinetic contribution
inverting a standard procedure. At variance of the original Colle-Salvetti theory, the
parameters entering in bah the kinetic correlation and the total correlation energies are
determined analytically, leading to a satisfactory agreement with the results of Perdew and
Wang [Phys. Rev. B 45, 13244(1992)]. The resulting (parameter-free) expressons give rise
to a modified-locd-density approximation that can be used in self-consistent density-
functional cdculations. We have performed such cdculations for alarge set of atoms andions
and we have foundresults for the @rrelation energies and for the ionization pdentials which

improve those of the standard locd-density approximation.

Keywords: Density matrices, correlation energy functional, kinetic energy, uniform eledron

gas.



Introduction

The basic idea of the Coll e-Salvetti (CS) approach for the calculation d the wrrelation
energy of many-electron systems is the following: from a crrelated wave function, an
approximate two-eledron reduced density matrix (2-RDM) is derived, which alows the
computation d the crrelation energy [1]. The resulting 2-RDM takes the form of an
uncorrelated 2-RDM multiplied by a arrelation fador [2]. As the uncorrelated 2-RDM is
taken to be the Hartree-Fock (HF) one, the CS correlation energy becomes a functional of the
HF one-eledron reduced density matrix (1-RDM). It is further assumed that the correlation
effects on the 1-RDM can be negleded: as a cnsequence, the wrrelation kinetic energy is
asuumed to be zero. The only contribution to the rrelation energy comes from the dedron-
eledron pdential energy, computed from the model 2-RDM. Nevertheless the CS approach
alows acairate cdculations of the @rrelation energies of atoms and small moleaules. Thisis
achieved by a suitable determination d the only parameter invoved in the finad CS
expresson. This parameter, generally indicated by q, is related to the size of the Coulomb-
correlation hde.

Because of both its smplicity and acaracy, the CS approach has recaved
considerable atention [3,4]. However, it has been shown [5-7] that it suffers from physical
inconsistencies, many of which result from an incorred normalization d the crrelated 2-
RDM.

As pointed ou abowe, the CS approach neglects the kinetic part of the correlation
energy. In contrast, the analysis of the total correlation energy (Ec) of first and second-row

atoms reveds two daminant contributions [8], which arise from the correlation corredions to

the HF eledron-pair potential energy (V.*) and to the HF kinetic energy (Tc). For such
systems, the rrelation correction T is approximately half the magnitude of V. Thus,

impaosing any parameterized form for V.* to equal Ec amourts to uncerestimate the true V.

by afador of abou 2. Such shortcomings are of littl e importance & long as one is interested
in estimating the whole @rrelation energy. However, as outlined by Singh and co-workers
[5]: “Although the CS correlation energies are often accurate and, in that sense pragmatic;
nonetheless, there remains the deeper question of whether or not the physics of the separate
components of the correlation energy are described correctly”.

The am of this work is to show that the kinetic correlation energy can be acournted

for in aCS-like gproach. Of course, many alternative ways of accessng the kinetic energy of



correlation exists (seefor example [9,10]). The present work focuses on the 1-RDM: one of
our purposesisto improve the understanding of the crrelation effects oniit.

The paper is organized as follows. After recdli ng some definitions (sed. 1), we derive
an approximate expresson for the wrrelated 1-RDM (sect. I1). This approximate 1-RDM is
then applied to the UEG and analytic expressons of the kinetic and the total correlation
energies are worked ou (sed. Il1). In the last sedion, we use the formulae derived for the
UEG in ader to perform self-consistent calculations of correlation energies and ionization

patentials of several atoms. Atomic units are used throughou.

l. Definitions
Let x, denote the space &d spin coordinates of the dectroni. The 1- and 2RDMs
derived from a many-eledron wave function  are defined by [11,13:

A ELY (TRt AR S e (1)
and
N(N — .
Yz(X11X2;X1I1X2I): (2 1)I¢’(X11X21X3 ----- XN)IJ (X1I1X2'1X3 ----- XN)jXS"'dXN (2

respectively. Integrati ng (1) and (2) over the spin variables leads to the spinlessRDMs:

p2(r1’r2’ 1 ’ J-[y X:I. X2’X1 X2 )]51 $'$=S," dS.I.dSZ (4)
For simplicity, the short notation «<RDMs» will hereafter apply for the spinless matrices as
well. The diagonal elements of expressons (3) and (4) are the dedron charge and pair

densiti es, respedively dencted by:

p(r,)=pu(rir) 5)

P(rr)= polrurairair,) 6)
Note that the definitions (1) and (2) imply the condtion:

: 2 :

pl(rl;rl):mIpZ(rl'rZ;rl ’rz)drz (7)
The dedron-electron pdential energy is given by:

Vo :J’P(rl’r )dr dr, 8

r.12

where 1, =|r, - 1,|.



The RDMs derived from a single determinant can be expressed from the 1-RDM only
[12]. In particular:

o1 : : : :
Vi (% %0 %, %,") = 5 [ (o WA (s 3,) = 2 O Wi ()] ©)
Thus, the HF pair density obtained from eqg. (9) reas:
10 1 C
PHF (r11 I‘2) = E H)lHF (r11 rl)leF (r21 rz)_E leF (r11 rz)leF (r21 rl)E (10)

In the following, we shall call a“correlation quantity” the diff erence between the exad non
relativistic quantity and the HF-approximated ore. The dedron-electron pdential energy of

correlationisthus:

c

v =Ip(r1’r2)'rPHF tre) g o, (12)
12
We now turn to the kinetic energy of correlation, the definition o which is natura in
momentum space First, we rewrite p,(r,;r,’) in terms of center-of-mass and relative
coordinates, i.e. in itsintracular-extraaular representation[13]:
p(rin)=p(R.s) (12)
where R stands for (r + r’)/2 and sis the difference r - r’. The momentum density is defined

as
n(p) = ﬁj’pl (r;r)eP*drdr = ﬁfﬁl (R,s)e"*dRds (13)

Thus, n(p) isthe Fourier transform of the so-call ed auto correlationfunction[14,15, whichis

obtained by integrating p,(R,s) with resped to the extraailar coordinate:

B(s)= | 6. (R,s)dR (14
so that, from eqg. (13):
B(s)= [ n(p)e"*dp (19

Note that from egs. (5) and (12), we can derive asimple relation ketween the dectron charge
density and the intraaular-extracul ar representation d the spinless1-RDM: p(R) = p,(R,0).

This relation impli es the foll owing normali zation condtion:

B(0)= [A.ROKR = [p(R}R = N o
or conversely, from eg. (15):
B(0)= In(p)dp =N 7



Thus, the ondtion B(0)=N ensures a mrred normalization o the one-eledron
distributions. Next, using eq. (15), one can verify that:

-0EB).., = [nlpkp =T a8

which shows that the kinetic energy is entirely determined by the behavior of the aito-

correlation function rear s=0 [16]. The kinetic energy of correlationisthen given by:

T, :J'Io—z[n(p)—nHF (p)]dp:—EDZB(s] Lege (SX (19
c 2 2 s s=0 2 s s=0
Moreover, for sphericdly symmetric systems, eq. (18) reduces to:
T= —g B"(0) (20)

This smple expresgon for the kinetic energy of a sphericdly symmetric system is a key
element in the present contribution. In the following, we derive asimple gproximation for
the auto-correlation function d a crrelated uriform electron gas near s = 0, which, in turn,
shall alow usto derive an analyticd expresson for the kinetic energy througheq. (20). To

achieve thisaim, we first nead an expresson for the crrelated 1-RDM.

ll. Correlated reduced density matrices

The CS correlated groundstate wave functionis written as[1,17):
WYXy ) =0 (s XN)l_II.l_f(ri’rj)J (21)

1<]

where f(r,,r;) correlates the dedron pair (i, j) regardless of the spin coordinates of both
gledrons, and "™ denotes the HF approximation to the groundstate wave function.
Asauming real functions f(ri ,rj), it is draightforward to show that p, can be written as
follows:

p,(ry.rrr,) (22)

= o (e, = ()= £ () + £ ()] + Ry, ry)

where pjF is the HF 2-RDM and R includes al the terms for which p)" can nd be
fadorized ou [18]. The CS moddl takes atruncaed form of eg. (22):

pz(rl’rz;rll’rzl) = szF (rlirz;r1'7r2')[1_ f (rl’rZ)_ f (r1'7r2l)+ f (rl’rZ)f (rll’rzl)] (23)
as astarting point for the derivation d a arrelation energy expresson. Eq. (23) isexad for 2-
eledron systems (to a normali zation fador) but, for larger systems, it negleds the N-electron



eff ects on the 2-RDM beyond the dired pair interadions. In this snse, the CS approach has a
close mnrection with the independent pair approximation (IPA), which is known to be
correct to first order in the arrelation function f [19]. Moreover, it has been shown that the 2-
RDM, €qg. (23), is nat N-representable [20]. An important consequence of this is that the 1-
RDM derived from eg. (7) and eg. (23) differs from that obtained by putting in eq. (1) the
wave function defined in eq. (21). In fad, in the first case one has:

Py (rl; rll) = leF (rl; rll) (24

2 : . '
N —1.[[_ f(rl’rz)_ f(rl ’r2)+ f(r11r2)f(r1 ’rz)]p;F (rl’rZ;rl ’rz)drz

whilein the second ore the foll owing expressonis obtained [18]:
pl(rl;rl')z P (rl;rl') (25
+ZI[— f(r,r,)=f( )+ £, )f (o )losF (ryryr,tr, )dr, +..

The mmparison d expressons (24) and (25) shows that the CS approximation to the 2-RDM

+

is not an appropriate starting point for the cdculation d the wrrelated 1-RDM: it widely
underestimates the wrrelation effeds onthe 1-RDM and so, the kinetic part of the correlation.

It shoud be noted that neither the 2-RDMSs, egs. (22) and (23), nor the wave function
given in eg. (21) are normalized. Thus, the expresson that we finally retain for the model
correlated 1-RDM is:

pu(riry) = Mof (iry)
+ZI[_ f(rl’rz)_ f(rl',r2)+ f(r11r2)f ("1'1"2)]102HF (rl’rz;r1l’r2)dr2} (26)
where N is a normalization fador. This approximation d the 1-RDM includes ome

eledron correlation effeds beyond the IPA and shoud provide areasonable gproximation

for auniform eledron ggs, at least when the density is not too high (see the discussonin the

appendix).



lll. Modeling momentum-space properties of the uniform
electron gas

[1l.1 Approximate 1-matrix
Consider the cae of a uniform eledron gas (UEG), whose @nstant density p can be
related either to the Seitz radiusrs or to the Fermi momentum keg:

b= 3k
4’ 3’

(27)

The spinless1-RDM solely dependson s = |r - r'| and, from eg. (14), is propational to B(s).
A convenient normali zation chaice for the UEG s to set B(0)=1. Using periodic boundry
conditions, the HF description d the UEG yieldsto [21]:
_ sin(k. )~ ke scodk.s)

i (ke s)’

Such afunction dgpends implicitly on p through kg, has amaximum at s =0, and vanishes as

B (s) (28)

s - oo, while oscill ating (see fig. 1). Now, the HF pair density of the UEG can be eplicitly
stated as:

1 1 1
P (r12) = Epz %—“E[BHF (r12)]2 @: EPZQHF (r12) (29

The term in the arly bradkets (g™ ) is often referred to as the HF pair-distribution function.
It satisfies the normali zation condtion:

i p[g HF (rlz)—l]dr12 =-1 (30)
The HF approximation generates the so-cdled “ exchange hal€’ around the position d any
reference dectrons. This kind d correlation arises from the determinantal nature of the wave
function bu does not include the @rrelation beyondthe Pauli | evel.

The next step consists of including the Coulomb correlation by means of a Jastrow-
like correlation fador, which Colle and Salvetti formulated as:

()= - 0(Re )0+ B el 31

Such a arrelation function hesa ausp in r,, =0 and rapidly falls off as r,, increases, because
of the gausgan term. In eg. (31), R,, isthe pair center-of-massvector R, = (r1 +r2)/2 and

B. has the meaning of an inverse radius of the correlation hde. Colle and Salvetti assumed



this radius to be propartional to rg, which amourts to asaime B, (R,)=q[o(R, )", where q

iSto be parameterized. In the cae of a UEG, eq. (31) can be rewritten as:

_ %_ o+ rl_z%ﬁ (32
0 2

where B, and ® do nd depend on R,, bu still depend onp or, equivaently, on r,. In order

to determine ®, Colle and Salvetti assumed that p, (r,,r,)= p,* (r,.r,). This condtion, which
is exad for the UEG, bu not for atomic systems [5], is verified if the @rredion term to
P! (r,,r,) ineq. (24) does cancel, that is, if:

I[— f(r,r,)=F(rr,)+ () (., )]os (ryryir,,r,)dr, =0 (33
Using further approximations, they finally obtained:
o=, VB (34)

fL+nB,)

This expresson ensures the crred asymptotic limits that we can exped for @, which varies

between Oand 1as (B, (andtherefore p) goesfrom O to infinity.

Since (34) is not the exad solution to (33), it is interesting to understand its exad
physicd meaning. Consider, for instance in eq. (24), the first-order corredion term (in f) to
the Hartree Fock 1-RDM:

I[f (rr,)+ £ )0 (ryryr, r, ), (35)
Theterm p!* (r,,r,:r,',r,) Separatesinto two comporents:
P rainy )= 7 B ()5 B (B () (39)

The first-order correlation correction term, given in eg. (35), can thus be rewritten as a sum of

two terms: afirst-order Coulomb-correlation term:

5P B ([T )+ £ o), 37
and an exchange-correlation term:

—%pz JlE(2)+ £ (B ()8 (e Jo, (38)

Impasing the first-order Coulomb-correlationterm (37) to cancd yields to the condtion:

[ flrz)dr, = [ f(r,)ar, =0 (39



Using (32), it can be verified that the mndtion (39) is stisfied if ® =B, /[L++/7B, ): this

result is identicd to that of CS. Thus, expresson (34) implies that the first-order Coulomb-
correlation corredion to the 1-RDM must cancel. For pradica reasons, we shall make use of
the expressgon (34) in the following.

Incidentally, the CS approach is completed by assuming that:
pu(riry)= o (rur) (40
Such a condtion might, at first, seem reasonable, since @rrelation effeds on pl(rl;rl') are

known to be of “second ader” while being of “first order” on the pair density [19,23.

However, as discussed abowve, condtion (40) implies the kinetic correlation energy to be zero
and, thus, makes V. * the only contribution to the crrelation energy.

The damping by the gaussan function in eg. (32) suggests that a gaussan
approximation may be made to B (s) in the spirit of refs. [2, 2325]. Aswe shall seenow,
the gausgan approximation simplifies considerably the derivation d an analytical expresson
for the correlation kinetic energy, while ensuring a wrred normali zation o n*"* (p) together
with the ead value of the HF kinetic energy. For small s, B"(s) behaves like
B (s)=1- B2s%, with B, =C,p** and C,=10"2(372)°. An appropriate gaussan
resummationisthus:

BLF (s)=e " (41)
The comparison d B™ and BL" is shown in fig. 1. The gaussan approximation bypasses
the oscill ations of B™ (s) at large s. However, since B (s) and B (s) become identicd at
small s, they result inidentica kinetic energy expressons, from eqg. (20).

Repladng now B™ (s) by BX™(s) in eq. (29) leads to the gproximate HF pair

density:

1 1 g
PHF (rlz):EPZQ_Ee 25 12% (42)

Such an approximation givesto 3" the meaning of an exchange hole radius. Notice that S3,
ispropationa to 3, :

B, =dp* =qB,/C, (43
Due to the gausdan approximation, the exchange part of the pair density, given in eg. (42), is

not properly normalized, which would require ancther parameterization d S, [21, 23. The



gaussan approximation in eq. (42) leads to an error of abou 5% in the normalization
condtion (30) of the pair distribution. The dioice made here shoud hovever be gpropriate
for the present purpose, since rrelation effects on the pair density are expeded to be
important nea r,, =0 (at least when using the CS correlation functional).
As drealy mentioned, the calculation d the rrelated kinetic energy requires the
knowledge of B(s) near s=0. From eg. (26), we derive the expressonfor B(s):
s)=[B" (s)+ B (5) (49
where the normalization fadtor is smply determined by the cndition B(0)=1 and the

correlation corredion B (s) can be written as:

BCorr I[ f 12 )+f(r12)f(r1,2)]p (rl,rz, r',r )dr2 (45)

[11.2 Correlation kinetic energy

Using eg. (41), ore can replace p}* (r,,r,;r,",r,) ineq. (45) by:

SR P B =
p;F(rlirz;rlirz):_pz@ﬁx -5 (46)

2 g 2° E
where R and s have been defined in sect. |. Eq. (46) suggests the introduction d the new

variableR = r, — R . All the quantities appeaing in eq. (45) can then be rewritten in terms of

the variables R and s. In order to cdculate the kinetic energy, it is sufficient to consider a
seond ader development of the right member of eq. (44) (higher order terms give a
vanishing contribution). The integral (with resped to R ) isthen easily performed by standard

mathematica software [26]. The subsequent use of eq. (20) yields to the following result for
the kinetic energy per eledron:

B, _ T B,(d) B (E)33(G) ]
12 o |A@G)+20r] [A@G)+20r ]
O v oe@ oo “
47THA )+20r, ] [A(a)+20rs]a

In the expressonabowe, q = q/C, , K and B, arethe following numericd constants:

"= 2880 (48
B, = 36721 (48b)

10



andAand B (i =2,...,5 arefunctionsof g given by:

A@G)=3"V5(2n) § (480)
o (7) - L000VE " + 27 1) e + 2} 2 @80
@ +2)
B, (3)= 125J§[\/§(48+ 7m)g? - 64342 +1+ 48\/§J
3 ((.:I,2 +1)3/2
20T 4 2ol ) 1) -
B, ()= 250751 %\/5[16(— 2+2)+3mv2| h6+ (16+3m)5° -16v2G,/§* +1J% (480
‘ 9 g a° @G +2)" g

6. (6)- 800V107|- 2+ (- § +3 + 2

ofG? +2f”
The expresson (47) for the correlated kinetic energy is obviously more invalved than its HF

(489

courterpart, to which it reducesas g — o, i.e. asthe Coulomb hde volume tends to zero:

3 =2
3|2
_4HF _ 2
t 9 (49

t

|q”°° 20rs2
The expresson d the kinetic correlation energy t, =t —t™ is obtained combining egs. (47),
(48), and (49).

Considering now the two limiting cases, r, — 0 and r, — o, we have:

tef, o= Dor(Q) (50)
and
5 (3
tof, ., = “EQ) (51)

r

S

Both these asymptotic expressons are incorred, since tc|r _, Shoud diverge [27,29 like
~Inr,,and t,| _ shoud decay [29,3Q like r;¥?. This is however nat surprising, since the

approximation (26) to the 1-RDM is suppcsed to be valid at intermediate and large rs only,

whereas the CS correlation function is not well-suited for describing the longrange

11



correlation. We can nevertheless exped an intermediate range of densities for which the

present approacd gives reliable results. The function D, ((:i) has asimple expresson:

_KO3 oo o A 5(2/3)"° |- 6- 37 + 45,/ + 2)
Do (q) - A EET BlBS Bz E_ n%ﬁ(ﬁz + 2)7/2 (52)

The expeced limit, t, — +o as r, - 0, imposes the mndtion D,(G)> 0, which is verified
if §>q*,with §* =3J2/7. Interms of g, the criticd value g* (above which the divergence
of t. hasthe oorrect sign) isgivenby gq* =C, g* =1.57.

Conversely, the expresson o D, (q) is rather invaved. D, (q) is a positive function
of q (g >0) which has amaximum nea g =1.15, that is, nea q=1.12. Thus, q shoud be
the doser posshle to 1.12in order to maximize t, at large rs while it must remain at least
equal to g* for ensuring a correct sign to t, when r, — 0. Thus, we shall hereafter consider

g=q* for practicd calculations. For such avalue, t, beames amost equal to:

t(r,)= L : 53
11.9475+14.9062, + 48440

The results we have obtained for the kinetic energy of correlation using g=qg* and
the original CS value (g =2.29) are compared with the quasi-exact results of Perdew and
Wang (PW) [31] in fig. 2. Although the correlation kinetic energies, computed by eq. (47)
with g =qg*, show a wrred behavior, they systematically underestimate the PW values. The
recovered kinetic energy of correlationis 95% at r, = 0.5 bu falls under 3% for r, >5 (see

table 1). As expeded, ou approach gives rise to satisfadory results at intermediate densities
but fails at both high and low densiti es.

Provided the moddl 1-RDM (26) isvalid at large rs, the increasing discrepancies with
PW’s results shoud be due to the damping by the gaussan function in f(rlz) rather than to

the gausdan approximation wsed for B (s) and subsequently for piF (r,.r,;r,".r,) in eq.
(45). In order to chedk this, we omputed B (0) by using the exad HF pair density or the

gaussan-approximated ore. The relative differences were foundto be lessthan 5% in the
range 0.01<rg< 0.1andlessthan 0.6% for rs > 1; the aror then continuowsly decreases asrg
increases. The fad that the agreement foundin fig. 2 becomes poa at large rg indicates that
long-range correlation effeds are not properly accourted for in eg. (32), as s1own by Tao and
co-workers[32].

12



As afina comment on fig. 2, we natice that the use of values of q greater than the
limiti ng value gives rise to increased d screpancies with resped to the PW resullts.

[11.3 Total correlation energy
An expresson for the total correlation energy per eledron &, can be derived from eg.

(47). This can be adieved by means of the following relation, waid for the homogeneous
eledrongas[31]:

__9(e)
tc - or (54)

S

Integrating the expresson d t. and dviding by r,, ore has:

e.(r,8)=
K 58(38135 — 478, )r {2inr, - In[ara? + 160 - 3B, )Ar, + (3B, - 60B, +16007) 2]
247A [ re

2[38, (382 - 878, )- an(ers, + 38,8, )]tan

.H-3AB, +1607A+ 6B,r, —1208B,r, +3200T7r,
0

0 A\J48TB, — 9B2
. |68,
*V 3

+

_Bsz

o O CHb o)

+& (59
rs
where K, A, B, (i =1,...,5) are the mnstants and the functions of g defined in the preceding
sedion, and C isthe integration constant.

In order to determine the value of C, we proceed by analogy to the cae of t,. Let us
first notice that, for q=q*, 3B,B, —4rB, =0. Thus, for this particular value of g, the first
term in the arly brackets vanishes. The lealing term of the remaining expresson kecomes
propational to r;* as r, - 0, andits sgn depends on the value of C. In particular, this sgn

isthe arrect oreif:
C <C* J0.89788¢ (56)
In the cae of t_ the best value of g was foundto be the limiting value g*. Thus, it

seans appropriate to make the analogous choice for £, and to set C = C*. Notice that, for

these particular values of g and C, &, reduces to:

13



. _ ~0655868an™(4.888270+ 3.177037,) + 0897889 57

r

S

Furthermore, bath t, and ¢, tendto afinitevalue & r, —~ 0 andwehave: t.| _ =-¢] _.

The results we have obtained by eq. (57) are wmpared with those of the PW
expresson in fig. 3. In the same figure, we have dso reported the results obtained by using
the original CS correlation energy expresson:

1
.= [t Cor P -2t ool Corsinr,) e, 9

12

which, for the homogeneous electron gas, gives the foll owing energy per eledron:

o= [ 00 -20 ()5 0™ () =, 59

12
We have mmputed eq. (59) with two dfferent values of g: the original one (q=2.29), and
the value proposed in the present paper (q=q*). Incidentally, we nate that the cdculations
have been dore using either the HF pair-distribution a the gausdan ansatz: the differencesin
the results are small er than 2% in the range of values of r, between 0.1and 10Bohrs.

As drealy reported in ref. [32], the original CS theory poaly acwourts for the PW
correlation energy. Using g =q* yields to a better approximation. However, the resulting
curve overestimates the one obtained by the expresson popased in the present work, which,
inturn, owerestimates the PW one. For instance, at r, =3 Bohrs, ou model al ows to recover
78% of the PW correlation energy, vs. 67% for the CS theory (with g=qg*). This
improvement may be dtributed to the post 1PA effects, which are partly taken into acourt in
the present approac, urlike the original CS work.

Finally, let us natice that the fact that g* is foundto be smaller than the origina CS

parameter shows that the Coulomb-hodle is larger than predicted in the CS model, which
artificially compensates for the negleded kinetic comporent of the arrelation energy.

IV Results for atoms and ions
Eqg. (57) can be used as a locd functiona in DFT cdculations. The @rrespondng
correlation pdentia V., to be used in the Kohnand Sham equation, is derived from egs. (57)
and (53) by means of therelation[33]:
t, =3v, —4¢, (60)
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We have performed self-consistent nonspin-polarized cdculations for the lightest
atoms (till to Z =18) and for the rare gas atoms. The @rrelation energies that we have found
are reported in table 2 and compared with results of similar cdculations performed using the
PW correlation functional [31]. In the same table ae dso reported the very accurate reference
values obtained by Davidson and Chakravorty [34] for He to Ar atoms, suppdemented by the
values obtained by Clementi and Corongiu [35] for Kr and Xe. The latter are provided by the
so-cdled “Viria constrained effedive hamiltonian method’, which is believed to give
excdlent estimates for correlation energies of atoms [35].

It is well known that the LDA overestimates the correlation energies of atoms by a
fador of abou 2. Thisis of course dso the case of the PW expresson. Not surprisingly Eq.
(55) improves this stuation: the discrepancies with respect to the reference values are
considerably reduced, although they remain large. Furthermore, these discrepancies grongly
deaease with the increase of the aomic number. The percentage eror is 124% for He,
approximately 50% for Ne and Ar, and reduces to 168% and 7% for Kr and Xe, respedively. It
is interesting to ndice that the oppasite trend is found by the original CS theory [36]. We
recdl that CS optimized the g parameter in order to oltain the exad total energy of He.
Consequently, their approximation is very accurate for light atoms, and the arors do nd
exced 4% and 2% for Ne and Ar, respedively. Increasing the aomic number, however, their
approximation becomes progressvely lessaccurate and the discrepancies with resped to the
reference values increase (leading to percentage aror of 16% for Kr and 2046 for Xe,
inasmuch as the estimated values for Kr and Xe can be considered as exad vaues). Finaly,
the improvements that we have found with resped to the PW results, are esentially the
consequence of the fad that eq. (57) underestimates the asolute value of the correlation
energy of the homogeneous eledron ges. For this reason, they can nd be cnsidered as
particularly significant.

It is much more interesting to look at quantities related to energy differences such as
theionization pdentias. In fad, it is known that, even if the earors onthe LDA total energies
are quite large, the energy differences are, in many cases, very acairately obtained by this
approximation.

The cdculated ionization pdentials obtained by the present approach and the PW
implementation d the LDA are compared with the experimental data [37] in table 3. In order
to make a onsistent comparison, we have alded to theionization pdentials, cdculated by our
method, the @ntributions due to the spin-polarization effects. The latter have been evaluated
performing both spin-polarized and nonspin-polarized PW cdculations. As we have

15



anticipated, the PW-LDA results are quite accurate and their errors are generally smaller than
4% (with only two exceptions). Nevertheless ou approach improves these results: with the
exception d Be and Al, the erors are smaller than 3% and, in several cases, they do nd
exceal 1%. The average percentage error is 1.6%, to be compared with 2.8%6 for the PW
approximation. This improvement can be reasonably attributed to the faa that our
approximation largely neglects the long-range crrelation d the homogeneous eledron ggs.
As the long-range rrelation cetainly affeds atoms in a very different way than the
homogenous gas, the present approach probably avoids the inclusion d some spurious effeds

in the description d such highly locdized systems.

Conclusions

Aiming at partly correcting the drawbads of the CS approximation extensively
discussd in the literature, we have proposed a modified approach based ona wrrelated 1-
RDM. Although approximate, the expresson wsed for the 1-RDM includes effects beyondthe
independent pair approximation and leads to corredly normalized ore-eledron densities.
Furthermore, the correlation kinetic energy, which is neglected in the origina theory or
possbly accourted for by an artificial underestimation o the dedron-electron correlation
potential energy, can be now coherently introduced in the theory. The applicaion d the
propcsed approximated 1-RDM to the cae of the homogeneous gas has allowed the
derivation d an explicit expresson d the crrelation kinetic energy. The parameter q entering
in this expresson hes been oltained analyticdly by the comparison with the quasi-exad PW

results and the requirement of having the wrred signin the limit ry - 0. Inverting the usual

procedure, we have derived from the rrelation kinetic energy the rrespondng total
correlation expresson. When compared with the PW results, bath the correlation kinetic and
the total correlation energies show a satisfactory agreement at intermediate densities, bu falil
in the two limiting cases, low and high densities. This drawbadk in the cae of the
homogeneous gas results to be an advantage when the new expressons are used as a
modified-locd-density approximation in atomic cdculations. both the crrelation energies
and the ionization pdentials are strongly improved with respect to the wrrespondng results
obtained by the standard LDA approximation. This suggests that the proposed functional
could be dso useful in moleaular and soli d-state cdculations.
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Appendix
A closed-form expresson d the 1-RDM can nd be deduced from the wave function

given in eg. (21) owing to the presence of the fador |_| [1— f(ri,rj). Instead, ane can

1<)

consider therelated pair-wise wrrelated wave function:

W04 ) =9 (1 Zf(r i ) (A

&
From this wave function, ore can derive the foll owing closed-form expresson d the 1-RDM:
pu(rir)=pl" (rairy)
+2I[—f(r1,r2)—f(r1',r2)+f(rl,rz (e, ot (ryr i, r, ),
+3I{ 2f +2f(r r) (1 3)+2f(r ) ( ,r3)+2f(r2,r3)f(r1',r2)
+[£(r,. rs)]z} Fry.r,,rr, 1,0, )drdr,
+12I[f (ror,)f (o) + £(yor,)E(rsury)
+2F (.15 ) E (.t )] (Futyu it ir, ' F,uEs, 1, ) 0 o,
+30If(rz,rg)f(r4,r5)p§F(rl,rz,rg,r4,r5;rl',r2,r3,r4,r&.,)dr2dr3dr4dr5 (A2)

Retaining just the two first terms in the right hand member of this equation, and introducing a
normali zation fador, ore recovers eq. (26). The negleded termsinvalve an increasing number
of eledrons. It is obvious, from their analytic expressons, that they can be wnsidered
negligible excepted at high densiti es.
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Table 1. Correlation kinetic energies per eledron cdculated by eg. (53) and by the Perdew

and Wang expresson.

r's PW Present Work
0.01 0.1595 0.0827
0.10 0.0918 0.0741
0.50 0.0511 0.0485
1.00 0.0367 0.0315
2.00 0.0246 0.0164
5.00 0.0124 0.0048

10.00 0.0066 0.0015
20.00 0.0032 0.0004
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Table 2. Absolute values (in Hartrees) of the @rrelation energies of the lightest atoms and o
the rare gas atoms. The reference values are the very accurate results reported in Ref. [34]

completed, for Kr and Xe, by the results obtained by Clementi and Corongiu [35].

Present work PW Referencevalues

He 0.094 0.111 0.042
Li 0.130 0.150 0.045
Be 0.180 0.224 0.094
B 0.237 0.289 0.12
C 0.301 0.357 0.16
N 0.370 0.426 0.19
@) 0.442 0.534 0.26
F 0.517 0.638 0.32
Ne 0.594 0.740 0.39
Na 0.641 0.800 0.40
Mg 0.697 0.887 0.44
Al 0.753 0.962 0.47
S 0.815 1.037 0.51

0.881 1.112 0.54
S 0.951 1.220 0.61
Cl 1.023 1.323 0.67
Ar 1.097 1.423 0.73
Kr 2.397 3.268 2.07
Xe 3.683 5.178 3.43
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Table 3. lonization pdentias (in eV) of the lightest atoms and of the rare gas atoms. The
experimental values are taken from Ref. [37]. The values in parenthesis are the percentage

errors with resped to the experimental data.

Present work PW Exp.
Li 5.26 (-2.9 547 (1.9 5.39
Be 8.81 (-5.5 9.03 (-3.)) 9.32
B 8.36 (0.7 858 (3.9 8.30
C 11.55 (2.6) 11.76 (4.9 11.26
N 14.77 (1.7 14.99 (3.2 14.53
O 13.66 (0.3 13.90 (2.]) 13.62
F 17.81 (2.2 18.06 (3.7 17.42
Ne 21.92 (1.7) 2218 (2.9 21.56
Na 5.16 (0.4 537 (4.5 5.14
Mg 751 (-1.9 773 (1.0 7.65
Al 579 (-3.3 6.00 (0.2 5.99
Si 8.06 (-1.1) 8.27 (L5 8.15
P 10.32 (-1.6) 10.53 (0.4 10.49
S 10.33 (-0.3 10.55 (1.8 10.36
cl 13.03 (0.5 13.25 (2.2 12.97
Ar 15.71 (-0.3 15.94 (1.1 15.76
Kr 14.05 (0.4 1427 (1.9 14.00
Xe 12.35 (1.9 12.57 (3.6 12.13
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Figure captions
Figure 1. Comparison d the Hartree-Fock autocorrelation function B™ (s) and its gaussan
approximation BE" (s).
Figure2. Comparison d the rrelation kinetic energy of the homogeneous electron gas
cdculated by various approximations.

Figure 3. Comparison d the total correlation energy of the homogeneous eledron s

cdculated by various approximations.
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