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T he optim ized e ective potential (O EP) is the exact K ohn-Sham potential for explicitly oroital-
dependent energy fnctionals, eg., the exact exchange energy. W e give a proof for the O EP equation
which does not depend on the chain rule for finctional derivatives and directly yields the equation
In its sin plest form : a certain rst-order density shift must vanish. This condition explains why
the highest-occupied orbital energies of H artreeFock and exact-exchange OEP are so close. M ore
In portantly, we show that the exact OEP can be constructed iteratively from the rst-order shiftsof
the K ohn-Sham orbitals, and that these can be calculated easily. T he exact exchange potential vk (r)
for spherical atom s and three-din ensional sodium clusters is calculated. Its long-range asym ptotic
behavior is investigated, including the approach of vk (r) to a non-vanishing constant in particular
spatial directions. W e calculate total and orbital energies and static electric dipole polarizabilities
for the sodium clusters em ploying the exact exchange functional. Exact O EP resuls are com pared

to the K rdegerLi-Tafrate K LI) and localdensiy approxin ations.

PACS numbers: 71.15M b,31.15Ew ,36.40.<,7322 ~f

I. NTRODUCTION

D ensity functional theory OFT) In general and the
K ohn-Sham schem e in particularare am ong them ost In —
portant tools for electronic structure calculations. This
success is based on a rigorous foundation in ,term s of
the H ohenbergK ohn theorem on the one handt, and in—
creasingly sophisticated approxin ationsto the exchange—
correlation functionalE . en the other. The localden-
sity approxin ation (LDA )2 proved to be of far greater
applicability than origihally expected. Its great advan-—
tages are simplicity and reliability in the sense that
is shortoom ings are qualitatively predictable, but the
price to be paid is lim ited acquaay - G eneralized gra—
dient approxin ations GGA rs)RdE in proved accuracy
to a levelthat made DFT useful for m any chem ical ap—
plications. But despite their m any successes, GGA's
cannot be mpgarded as the nal stage of functional
developm ent?. Further in provem ents in accuracy are
expected from functionglsthat nclide partialor full ex—
act exchange,,,G Ioba®224231% and bocali hybrids and
hyper-G G A 'g"4 &1l into this class.

U sing the exact exchangeenergy in DFT calculations is
prom ising from m any points ofview . Fullexact exchange
cancels the spurious H artree self-interaction energy, cur—
Ing in a system atic way one of the m ost notorious DET
problkm s. It kads to the correct high-density Iim #23,
which is exchange dom inated. G rgat, In provem ents in
the K ochn-Sham eigenvalue spectuym 2427, sem jconductor
bandstructure and excitation£8L%2%92% and nonlinear op-
tjcalpropertjeﬁz: have been reported using the exact ex—
change energy. T he exact exchange functionalalso leads
to the correct asym ptotic (r ! 1 ) behaviorofthe K ohn—
Sham potential, which tums out to show surprising fea—
tures not present In any of the comm on approxin ations,
as discussed in Refs. 16,23 and below . Finally, the idea
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of incorporating one m ore known exact ingredient into
the energy fiinctional is appealing In its own right.

But the goal of using the exact exchange energy oz,
m ore generally, any orbital functional selfconsistently
In Kohn-Sham calculations raises the question of how
to construct the corresponding exchange-correlation po—
tential. E,. is still in plicitly a functional of the den-
sity, but explicitly only its dependence on the set of
occupied Kohn-Sham orbitals is known. Thus, calcu—
lating the corresponding exchange-correlation potential
Vke () = ExchF n (r) cannot be done straightforw ardly
by explicitly taking the functionalderivative w ith respect
to the density n (r). Instead, the potentialm ust be cal-
culated from the optin ized e ective potential OEP) in—
tegral equation?42324 . This approach is size-consistent
if the orbital functional is nvariant under unitary trans-
form ations of, the occupied orbitals and is not too radi-
cally nonloca®’. Size consj zijsachieved Prexagtex=—
change, hybrid fipetionald 229454343, m eta-6 G A "£424
and hyper-G GA ¢4 .

Due to is oomplxiy, direct solutions of the
OEP integral equation so far have been restricted
to e ectively- ane-diyensjonal system s with sgoherical
sym m etIyEE!E(Z'El:’EZ:@%’é‘g’EE!'EQ, and the calculations for -
nite system s have been based on the program developed
In Ref. :_2-!_3 Hopes are Iow to generalize this approach
to higher din ensions. The OEP for threedim ensional
system s has been constructed by diqaq:lg/, eyaluating the
response finction using basis set8295818884 This ap-
proach has proven successfii], but requires considerable
technicalexpertise: Sum m ing overnot only occupied but
also unoccupied K ohn-Sham orbitals is required, and the
necessary inversion of the response fiinction can be cum —
bersome. And whilke the OEP total energy can be ac-
curately obtained, the potentials and K ohn-Sham eigen-
values for nite system smay su er from basisset lin -
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itations. A detailed discussion of the method and its
lin iations can be fund i Refs. 10,41,42. A kematively,
the short-range part of the potential itself has been ex—
panded in a basis set and the expansion coe cients cho—
sen tom inin ize the totalenergy? 34445 . T his approach is
appealing because of its directness. But the e’=r-decay
that the OEP isthereby forced to take everyw here in the
asym ptotic region ofa nite system has to be reconsid—
ered In the light ofnew conclusions about the asym ptotic
behavior of v, (r) presented in Refs.16,23 and discussed
below . Also, the method is hard to Implem ent w ithin
fully num erical schem es for electronic structure, cglopla—
tions, and those continue to grow in in portancd?é474¢

In this m anuscript we discuss how the OEP can eas—
ily be constructed from the rst-order orbital shiftsthat
have been intrpduced into O EP theory to justify the K LI
approxin ation®?. We st present In Section IT a new
proof for the OEP equation that explains why this com —
plicated equation can be cast in a sin ple form . In Section
:!i[i we com pare and contrast HartreeFock theory and
exactexchange OEP .D i erent m ethods to construct the
OEP from the orbital shifts are analyzed in Section iV,
together w ith indicators for the accuracy ofan OEP so—
Jution. T he exactexchange O EP for sphericalatom sand
three-dim ensionalsodium clusters is calculated. Tts long-
range asym ptotic behavior is investigated in Section V.
W e show that the behavior lim,, 1 v () = &°=r+ C,
wih C & 0 on nodal surfaces of the highest occupied
K ohn-Sham orbital, isa comm on situation form etalclis-
ters. F inally, in Section ¥ Iwe calculate the static electric
polarizability for the neutral, even-electron clisters N a,
{ Najg in the exchange-only approxin ation, and com pare
LDA,KLIand exact OEP resuls.

II. THE OEP EQUATION IN TERM SOF THE
FIRST-ORDER DENSITY SHIFT

A s shown by K rieger, Liand Iafraté®? apd fiirther clar-
i ed by G rabo, K rebich, K urth and G ros£4, the OEP in—
tegralequation for the spin-dependent exact K ohn-Sham
exchange-correlation potentialvy. (r) can bew ritten in a
form that takes a very sin ple Interpretation. At the end
ofa long argum ent involving repeated application of the
chain rule for fiinctional derivatives and linear response
theory, the OEP equation is w ritten In the form
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Eq. (I) says that the optinum (ie., yieding the low-
est K ohn-Sham energy) potential vy (r) to replace the
orbitaldependent potential
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is the one that m akes the change in the density vanish to
rst order In the perturbation
Vi (£) = Uxei () Ve ([©); 3)
w hen this perturbation is applied to the K ohn-Sham sys—
tem . The’; (r) in Eq. () are the K ohn-Sham orbitals,
ie., the solutions of

hg s i )= 0; @)

wherefixs = ®°=2m)r2+ ws (r) isthe K ohn-Sham
Ham iltonian. T he selfconsistent K ohn-Sham potential

Vks (@)= V(@) + v (©)+ Ve (@) )

is the sum of the ex al potential v (r), the Hartree
potential vy ) = &Er%%n 9= 1% and the
soin-dependent exchange-correlation potentialvi. (r) =

ExchE n (r). () can also depend upon , but usu-
ally does not.) ;i (r) is the negative of the rst-order
perturbation-theory shift that results if ' ; (r) is sub-
jected to the perturbation of Eq. @), ie,
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Forthe sake of sin plicity, w e here assum e non-degenerate
orbitals. T he extension to the degenerate case is unprob-
Jem atic: A s shown in Appendix B ofRef.:_7§', the restric—
tion j6 iin the sum istobe replacedby "5 € "; .
N ote that, if the exact exchange energy
ppge €8 e @ @)
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is substituted BrE 4, then Eq. () Jist yields the orbiral-
dependent H artreeFock potential?
Z
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Eq. () is htuiively appealing for the Hllow ing rea-
sons: (1) It is a statem ent about the electron spin den—
sity, the central quantity of density functional theory.
G oing over from the optin ized e ective potentialto the
orbitaldependent potentials should not change the den-
sity much. In in portant lm its (one- and two-electron
ground states, and the uniform electron gas), the density
should not change at all. 2) O nee the OEP orbitals and
orbial energies are xed, Eq. Q:) is hom ogeneous of de—
gree one in the perturbation ofEqg. {_3), making vyc () a
kind ofaverage ofthe uy.; (r).A sin pl averagew aspro—
posed n Eqg. (75) ofRef. ',‘_'5(_)‘, and averaged potentials are

a3Pa3 r;



popular in tin edependent D FTEJI A sophisticated but
still approxm ate average was proposed in Ref. :30

Eqg. @) contains just enough inform ation to de ne vy (r)

uniguely to w thin an additive constant, given the OEP

orbialsand orbialenergy di erences: Im agine discretiz—
Ing the r space into a collection of M points ry; 51y
and solving Eq. @') asa set ofM 1 linear equations for
the M 1 unknowns vy (r1);5Vke (v 1 ). Because
the num ber of electrons cannot change, only M 1 equa—
tions are linearly independent, leaving vy (g ) asa free
param eter. This param eter is nom ally chosen so that
Iing 1 Vxe (@@= 0.

The OEP equation has, previously Jgen pvestigated
from di erent perspectived242$848487149£3£384 . But an
equation as cham Ingly sinpl as Eq. ('j) also deserves
a sinpl proof. W e provide one In the follow ing. For
notational sim plicity, we drop the spin index in the
rest of this section.

W e start from a given expression for the total energy
In term s of som e set of orbitals £ g,
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The realparam eter is Introduced for the sake of later
argum ents and can be set to 1 at the end. Based on Eq.
@'fj), two di erent density finctionals can be de ned. The
Kohn-Sham (ie, OEP) fiinctional is de ned by choosing
the £ g to be the K ohn-Sham orbitals £’ g. Thism eans
that for a given densiy n (r), we nd a local potential
Vs (r) such that the solutions of the independent-particle
Schrodinger equation
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yield the given density via Eq. C_l-C_i) The orbitals are
clearly fiinctionals of vy (r) which is itself a finctional of
n (r). The Kohn-Sham energy functional is then

EJPF hl=E, [’ hil: a2

Eq. (12) iSm inin ized by the density n°E®/ (r), and this
density is obtained by choosing for vg (r) the potentialof

Eq. @) & ith vyc multiplied by , scebelow). W e de ne
a second, \orbial" density fiinctional
ES™® h]l=E, [’ °® hlg] 13)

as the energy obtained by evaliating Eq. (:gi) with a dif-

ferent set of orbitals £’ °®/ g. The '™ are de ned

as those nom alized linearly Jndependent orbials that
yield a given densiy via Eq. llO) and deliver the low—
estext:cenum ofE, [f gl. (This de nition is discussed
in Appendix &'). The density n°®/ (r) that m nin izes
ES®/ h]results from the orbitals that are solutions of
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T he requirem ent ofa local, orbitalindependent potential
in the de nition of E2EP/ h] can be understood as an
additionalconstraint not present in E srb; n]. T herefore,
ifwe de ne a functionalA h]by

EJ® bl= EJFP hl+ A R 15)
weknow thatA h] O0.From them Ininum principle or
ES®/ ], and from the preceding statem ent, it is clear
that

Eorb; [norb; ]< Eorb;

OEP; OEP; [ OEP; 1.
v h 1< Ey n I:
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Fora given orbitalfiinctional, one achievesa low erenergy

w ith the orbitatdependent potentialsthan w ith the OEP .

Eqg. {I) can now be deduced directly from the -

dependence of the two energy fiinctionals. W e rst ob—
serve that

EOEP h]

VoF (hlp) = —X—; a7
n (r)
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u,; € gjr) = 1 Ex (4] g]; 18)
; () i (@)

ie. both the orbitakindependent and the orbial-
dependent potential depend linearly on . W e further
cbserve that, in contrastto the ’ ™ (r), the K ohn-Sham
orbials for a given density do not depend on : The
H ohenberg-K ohn theoram tells us that, for a given den—
sity, vs (r) and thus the orbitals ’ ; (r) are uniquely xed.
FJnaJJy, we observe that for = 0, the functionals Eqg.
C}_Z ) and Eq. C13) are trivially identical. (Thus, In Eq.
£0) below , EZP P h]= EQEP O p])

From the second cbservation and Eg. (:9') one deduces
that, for xed extemalpotential v (r) and xed density
n (r), the -dependence ofthe O EP —-functionalis

EOFF7 n]=E2®PP ]+ E. [ hlgl: @9

In contrast, E f,”‘b; h]in generalw illnot have such a sim —
. orb; . .
since the ’ | for a given density
. Thus, the power serdies

ple dependence on
w ill change w ith
EJ® hl=EJ®Pnl+ EJT hl+ “ESD hl+ uy (20)
w here form ally Ef,’,ff hl= (@Ef,’f"; hEQ )j-o,etc, wil
have non-vanishing tem s beyond the one lnear in



H owever, the crucial fact to note is that the term linear
in isthesmemn E9®F/ h]land ES™' h]: At = 0
H artree approxin ation), the orbials are the sam e, ie.,
’Orbo(r 7, (r),and we know that there can beno rst—

order change in E %™/ h]due to a change in the orbitals,

because we de ned the’ Olb’ (r) as extram izing orbials.
Therefore, E°P h]= E,c [f’ higl.

Thism eans that the functionalA h]ofEq. {_l-g'v) van-—
ishesto linearorder in . It isthen ntuiively clear that
the densitiesthatm inin izeE $®/ hlandE2EF/ hlmust
also be the sam e to linear order in . In other words,
the di erence to rst order n  between n°®' (r) and
n®EP/ (r) must vanish, and, because of Eqgs. C_l-z:) and
C18 this di erence is just given by the lkeft-hand side of

@:) . A detailed version of these argum ents is pre—-
sented in Appendix 8.

N ote that the determ inant of orbitals satisfying Egs.
Cll- or C14 and achieving the lowest total energy need
not necessarily satisfy the Aufbau principle, but m ight
have unoccupied orbitals w ith orbital energies lIying be-
low occupied ones. N ote further that, in the absence ofa
m agnetic eld, allthe orbitals can be chosen to be real.

ITII. HARTREE-FOCK VS.EXCHANGE-ONLY
OEP

A s an Inportant exam pl of the ideas of Section IT,
EtE . f glh Eq. @) be the Fock exchange integral of
the occupied orbitals of Eq. (-7 Then the lowest ex—
trem um over linearly-independent orbitals in the de ni-
tion of E °®/ h]becom esthem inimum overorthonom al
orbitals. For given extemal potential v (r) and electron
number N , the ’ (i’rb; =1 (r) are the canonical H artree—
Fock orbitals. ES® =1 h] is the density finctional for
the H qrtireeFock energy de ned by the Levy constrained
search®389 (out not known as an explicitly calulblke
functional of the K ohn-Sham orbitals or of the density).
Its m inin izing density n°®/ =1 (r) is the HartreeFock
density, and E®/ =1 p°®i =11 i5 the HartreeFock en-
ergy. Them Inin izing problem for this functional can be
form ulated w ithin K ochn-Sham theory, but the resulting
K ochn-Sham orbitals’ ; (h°®/ =1 ];r) are notthe H artree-
Fock orbitals, although both sets of orbitals yield the
sam e density. T he relation between H artreeFock theory
and DFT hasalso been studied n Ref. 5. -

On theotherhand, E9¥®/ hlisby de nition®8 the ex—
act exchangeonly densﬂ:y functional ofK ochn-Sham the—
ory (an explicitly calculable fiinctionalofthe K ohn-Sham
orbials, and one which de nes the lower lim it of the in—
tegrand in the oouplmg constant or adiabatic connection
Hrmula Hr E,.hEi%Y). The hequalty Hlowing Eq.
d15 show s that the H art_tee—Fock exchange energy for a
given densiy Inclides a negative contribution which from
the exchange-only QEP perspective is a am allpart ofthe
correlation energy®?%%. (The Iocal density approxin a—
tion to this part ofthe correlation energy vanishes, while
its second-order gradient coe cient diverges Ef!, m aking it

very hard to approxin ate.) Since €® plays the sam em ul-
tiplicative role as , the exact exchange energy ofK ohn—
Sham theory2d r a given density is purely of order 2,
w hile the H artreeFock exchange energy forthe sa.m.e.den—
sity agrees w ith it to order €2, di ering in order24%3 !
Eqg. ClG) also show s that the HartreeFock total energy
m ust be less than the totalenergy ofthe exact exchange-
only OEPR theory. T hese exact-exchange conclusions are
not newgq , yet these subtle distinctions continue to cause
som e confiision.

The H artreeFock and exchange-only O EP m inim izing
densities for a given v (r) also agree to order €, di ering
from one another and from the correlated ground-state
density in order &*. Since the highest-occupied orbital
energy controls the asym ptotic decay of the density, the
hjghest occupied orbital energies m ust also agree to or—
der & with one another, ard w ith m inus the correlated

rst jonigzation energy'“’@;"‘—’$ . This helps to explain the
observed®? but previously unexplained (except by Eq.
C_Z-é_l') below ) closeness of these quantities.

G ven v (r), the H artreeFock and exchange-only OEP
orbitals and other orbital energies di er in order e?. A
good approxin ation to the occupied Hartree¥Fock or-
bitals can be achieved by a unitary ,transform ation of
the occupied canonical OEP orbitaldi. In particular,
after m ixing in the highest occupied OEP orbital, all
the canonicalH artreeFock orbitals so approxin ated w ill
decay asym ptotically wih the sam e exponent. How-—
ever, exact agreem ent is not expected even to order e’ ,
sihce Eq. {_6) show s that to order e® each exact canon-
ical HartreeFock orbial is a superposition of all the
exactexchange occupied and unoccupied OEP orbitals.
Thus, r a given v (r), the HartreeFock and exchange-
only OEP Slater detem inants (which are lnvardant un-
der unitary transform ations of their occupied orbitals)
also di er to order e?, and only the HartreeFock de-
temm ant agrees to order ¢’ with the shglesonly con-

guration interaction expansion of the correlated m any—
electron wavefiinction (B rilluin’s theorem€7).

Iv. ITERATIVE SOLUTION OF THE OEP
EQUATION

A . Constructing the OEP from the orbital shifts

The fact that the OEP can be expressed sokly in term s
ofthe occupied K ohn-Sham orbitals and their rst-order
shifts leads to a sim ple schem e for its construction. Asa
straightforward result from rst-order perturbation the-
ory, the partialdi erential equations
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for the oﬂ:»étal shifts ; (r) are obtained, where
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tions can be obtained by other argum ent£424) . By solv—
Jng Eqg. Ql for s ; , Inserting the result into Eqg.
6]4 muliplied by vk s (r), and solving orvy. , the exact
exchange-correlation potential can be expressed explic—
itly in tem s of.only the occupied K ohn-Sham orbitals
and their shift8d24 ;

Ve (0) =
1 ¥on
, 2
Ji ©F Bxei @)+ (Vxet Uxci )]
2n (r) _
n2
+7; @ —ri+m ; @©  + cxe: (22)
2m
Invoking Eq. ('_]:) once m ore, the last term can be rew rit—

ten to obtain the expression from which the K LI approx—
in ation { neglecting the temm s involving the -, -(r) { has
been jisti ed as a m ean— eld approxin ationgd£4:

Vxe (X) =
1 X n
i ©F Bxet ©+ Wxoi  Uxer )]
21’1 (r) _ jl XC1l XC1l XC1l

h2
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Since the potentialv,. (r) ofEq. {23) is xed only up to

an additive constant, one is at lberty to choose one of
the constants vye;  Uxe; freely. T he usualchoioe i89289
VxcN UxceN =0; (24)
to m ake the potential vanish at in nity. W e w ill discuss
this point in greater detail in Section Vi.
R Together w ith the  orthogonaliy oondjtéon
. ) ©dr = 0 that Plows from Eq. (8),
Eq CZ]J) uniquely detemm ines the orbital shifts. I
gase of degeneracies, the orthogonality condition reads
i (r)’_j ®)d:r= 0 forallpairs (;J) with "; = "4
In Ref. ,23 it was dem onstrated that the | (r) can
easily be calculated from Eq. {_2]_:) and used to oonstruct
the OEP. ".I;he basic idea is to com bine the Kohp:Sham
equations {4) with the orbital shift equations Q1) in a
selfconsistent iteration. This can be done in di erent
ways. The rst and obvious one consists of the follow ing
steps: Solve the K ohn-Sham equations w ith an approx-—
In ation to the OEP, eg., do a KLI calculation. Use
the resulting ’ and vy to construct the right-hand
side of Eq.- CZl- Solve, eg. by conjigate gradient
iteration2i%, for the orbital shifts. Isert the , into
Eq. {23) to obtain an in proved approxin ation r v, .
Then selfoonsistently solve the Kohn-Sham equations
again for xed vy, to obtain a new total energy and
new elgenvalues. R epeat these steps until convergence is
achieved.
This sin ple procedure only involves the occupied or-
bitals and their shifts. Instead of an integralequation, it
only requires solving partialdi erential equations, which

can easily be done. W e thus gain all the advantages
of avoiding the explicit evaluation of the response fiinc—
tion that are known from other areas of linear response
theory®974.

In practice, a smallm odi cation of this algorithm is
useful. A fter vy has been updated, one need not di-
rectly go back to the K ohn-Sham equations. Instead, one
can solve Eq. (2L) again, keeping the lefi-hand side and
the’; xed but evaluating the right-hand side w ith the
new vy. . Using this additional ( ; ;vxc )-cycle speeds
up the convergence, and Eq. C2]| is easier to solve than
Eqg. (4 ) since it is jist a di erentialand not an eigenvalue
equation. W e discuss num erical agpects of the ireration
and its convergence in detail n Appendix ). Here we
Just point out that the iteration converges very quickly:
Starting , eg. for the Be atom , from the KLI approxi-
m ation and using 5 cycles per iteration, the totalenergy
is correct after the rst iteration and alleigenvalues after
5 iterations.

T he iterative approach is also accurate. O ne criterion
that indicates an accurate O EP can be Inferred directly
from Eq. (U). The function

X
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must vanish for the exact OEP. T herefore, the an aller
the m axinum value Sy .x that S (r) takes in a given re—
gion of space, the m ore accurate is the potential. For the
KLIpotentialofthe Be atom,we nd Sy ax = O:O3a03

A fter 5 ierations wih 5 cycles, Sy .x has fallen below
10 6 ao3 . A ,second accuracy criterion is the exchange
virial relation?374 . It is slightly violated by the K LT ap—
proxim ation w ih a relative error of about 1% . By the
tin e our iteration has re ned all eigenvalues to 0.0001
hartree (0.1 m har) accuracy, the error in the virial re-
lation has been reduoed to 10 * % , and further ieration
reduces it to 10 7 $ . The m ethod is thus at least gsac—
curate as the dJJ:ect solution ofthe mtegralequatjonel'ez

However, applied to nite system s, Eq. (23.) hasan un—-
plasant feature: T he second term under the sum on the
right-hand side m ust be divided by the densiy. W hilke
this is not a problm theoretically, it com plicates the nu—
m erical evaluation of Eq. {_i:j) for nite systems. Far
away from the system the densiy decays exponentially,
and num erically dividing by a rapidly vanishing func-
tion introduces inaccuracies. These inaccuracies in the
asym ptotic region can m agnify during the iteration and,
if not taken care o , can spoil the whole scheme. In
A ppendix :_C-: we discuss this problem in greater detail,
together w ith strategies to overcom e it. H ere we want to
focus on how it can be com pletely avoided.

Form any num ericalproblem s, ferqtive solution strate—
gies can be designed in di erent w_ays'éq . Therefore, there
isno reason to believe that Eg. C_Zj) isthe only way that
the inform ation contained in the orbital shifts can be
used. In fact, Eqg. C_ZS) suggests a very sinple, prag—
m atic altemative: SInce S (r) is an Indicator for the er—



ror inherent in a given approxin ation to the OEP, we
In prove the given approxim ation by adding the corre-
soonding S (r) to it:

V)= v @)+ S (@): 26)

XC

The real param eter ¢ > 0 wih dim ension energy tin es
volum e is introduced because S (r) is not an exact rep—
resentation of the error but Jjust an estin ate. Since it is
not guaranteed that the v;;g" (r) from Eq. C_ZQ‘) w ill obey
Eqg. C_Z-Z_I), ye enforce it explicitly by adding the constant
Uxen Ty ©OVE (@)'y @ d’rtoviE each time
it has been updated via Eq. {26). (See Ref. 23 fr an
intuitive explanation of the sam e idea )

Eqg. C_2§I), together w ith adding the constant, can re-
place the update of vy via Eq. C_2-§‘), and all the other
stepsdescribed In the three paragraphs ollow ngE q. {_24)
stay the sam e. A s shown below , Introducing ¢ can be un—
derstood as replacing by a constant a term that requires
dividing by the density. D oing so, we drop som e inform a—
tion from the error feedback, and therefore the iteration
converges som ew hat slower than the direct iteration of
Eq. {_2;%) . But with 10 ( ; ;Vx )-cycles per ieration,
the total energies of the atom s Be, Ng, Na, M g, and
Ar converge wihin 01 mhar i 2, 2, 2, 5, and 7 itera-
tions, respectively (and a larger num ber of cycles fiirther
reduces the num ber of necessary iterations). The com —
putational e ort is therefore only m oderate. The OEP
energies from our solution are identicalto the ones found
from the considerably-m-ore involved direct solution of
the ntegral equatjoggq’ﬁd, and the iteration is as accu—
rate (see Appendix ) for tests).

This approach can be motivated further by rew rit-
ing Eqg. C_Z]_;) such that the left-hand side becom es
@’=@m)r?+ ") ; and hserting the resulk into the
right-hand side of Eq. {24) to obtain

Vks (r)
Vxe (€)= Vxe @)+ ——S (): @7)
2n (r)
This isa trivial dentity if’; and , are the orbials
and shifts corresponding to the true OEP. However, if
"3 and ,; havebeen calculated from an approxim ation
to the O EP, then the second tem on the right-hand side
does not vanish and represents an error termm . Tts m ost
In portant part is the function S (r) which by de nition
contains the Inform ation about where the OEP equation
is violated. By subtracting the error term from the ap-
proxin ation, we get a better approxim ation. Butweonly
want to subtract the part that is proportionalto vy ,

old

Vi @) = V22 (@) ‘;—((rr)) s @; 8)
because for stability reasons we do not want to change
Vxe 100 drastically in each iteration. (Subtracting the
fullterm using v s would, eg., Introduce a very di erent
length scale and the nuclear singularity into the iteration.
Besides, in the neutral system s of interest here, v, dom —
Inates the asym ptotics of vk 5.) W e have tested Eq. {_2-§)

for spherical atom s, and it converges nearly as qu:d_<1|y
as the direct iteration of Eq. £3). But sihce Eq. {28)
also requires djyjdjgg by the density, the sin pler itera—
tion based on Eq. C_2§) ism ore practical, in particular for
the cluster calculations. Eq. C_2-§') provides an interpreta-
tion for the constant c: It takes the role of an average
value orvgl (r)=@n (r)). Since vy, isnegative and we
chose ¢ to be positive, the signs in Egs. £6) and {28)
are opposite. In practice, the num erical value of ¢ can
be determ ined unproblem atically by trial and error. For
the systam s we sl:u_djed, we found c c_]ose to the values
nferred from Eq. 28); see Appendix £!.

B. OEP for N a clusters

Eqg. {_2-§') can very easily be employed in three-
din ensional calculations and allow s us to study the in—
uence that the exact exchange fiinctional has on non—
spherical system s. The electrons in atom s are rather
strongly localized. M etal clusters, and in particular
sodiuim clusters, have a very di erent electronic struc-
ture with strongly delocalized valence electrons. They
can thus be regarded as an \opposite" test case for the
In uence ofexact exchange. O fparticular interest istheir
static electric polarizability, w hich we w illaddress in Sec—
tion W { below .

W e rst calculated the ground-state propertiesofan all
sodium clusters using the exact exchange fiinctional to—
gether w ith the exact OEP and with the K LTI approxi-
m ation, and for com parison also with LDA for exchange
only KLDA) and LDA for exchange and correlatio 73,
For reasons discussed in Section :y_f, we used the opti-
m ized clister geom etries and pseudopotential from Ref.
74475. The results are summ arized in Table T. For the
an allest cluster N a,, which has one valence electron of
each spoin, the K LI approxin ation is exact. This is con—

m ed by the exchange virial relation: W hereas for all
other clusters the viral relation is slightly violated by
the KLI approxin ation wih a relative error of about
0.5% , its relative error is only 10 ® for Na,. The total
energies of all larger clusters are Iower with the OEP
than wih the KLI potential, as required. The abso—
lute average di erence of 0.5 mhar indicates that KLI
is a rather good approxin ation for the totalenergies. Tt
should also be noted, how ever, that the relative error is
considerably larger for the clusters than for the atom s.
T he di erences between the K ohn-Sham eigenvalies ob—
tained from OEP and K LT are lJarger than the di erences
In total energy, and there is a clear pattem: A s for the
atom s, the OEP raises the lowest occupied eigenvalues
and lowers the highest occupied ones. T hus, the energy
range of the occupied K ohn-Sham spectrum isup to 6%
narrower in OEP than in KLI.Thism ght well.In uence
tin edependent DFT calculations to which the eigenval-
ues are an in portant ingredient. C om paring the results
from the exact exchange fiinctionalto the xXLDA resuls
show s that, as expected, exact and local exchange lead



TABLE I:Absolute value of the totalenergy and lowest and highest occupied K ohn-Sham eigenvalue fpr sm all sodium clsters,
. For the two-valence—

in hartree, for exchange only OEP, KLI, and local exchange, and for local exchange and correlationt

electron system N a,, the KLIpotential is the exact OEP .

N az N ay N as N ag Naio
k- ", o= "y k- "L " £ "L " k- "L " k- "L "
XOEP| 0.3768 01701 0.7531 01762 0.1401| 11421 0.1861 0.1496| 15285 0.1954 0.1459| 1.9082 0.1956 0.1263
XK LI - - 0.7528 01776 0.1394| 11417 01871 0.1494| 15282 0.1963 0.1458| 1.9070 0.1965 0.1248
xLDA | 03479 0.0874 0.7047 01123 0.0717| 1.0810 0.1205 0.0824| 14619 0.1331 0.0826| 1.8257 0.1410 0.0664
LDA | 04018 01135 08166 01384 0.0976| 12511 01469 0.1085| 1.6926 0.596 0.1085| 21169 0.1672 0.0926

to considerably di erent eigenvalue spectra: Exact ex—
change eigenvalues are m ore negative, and in particular
the highest one is relatively m uch m ore negative. T he to—
talenergy in xXLDA is less negative than that w ith exact
exchange, re ecting the wellknown e ect that the local
approxin ation underestin ates the m agnitude of the ex—
change energy. W hen local correlation is included, the
lJocal exchange error in the total energy is com pensated
to a good part. The eigenvalues, however, are still con—
siderably sn aller in absolute value even w ith correlation.

F inally, we investigate the orbital shifts (r). This
can be done in a transparent way for Nay: W ih two
electrons of each spin, the KLI potential and OEP are
already non-trivially di erent, yet we only need to look
at two orbitalsand shifts. T he upper part ofF ig.i, show s
the lowerofthe tw o K ochn-Sham orbitalsasobtained from
the K LI approxin ation and the OEP . The orbitalis plot—
ted for both potentials once along the y-axis and once
along the z-axis. The ionic con guration ofNa, and our
labeling of axes is shown in FJg:g C larly, the orbial
obtained within KLT is very sin ilar to the orbital from
the exact OEP . The second K ochn-Sham orbitalwhich is
not shown in Fjg.:; can be described asa p, orbital, ie.,
it hasanode in the xy plane. The second KLTIand OEP
orbitals are also very sim ilar. However, the conclusion
that, therefore, the orbital shifts obtained from K LIand
OEP should be very sim ilar, too, is wrong. In the m id-
dle part ofF g. uL the rstorbitalshift is shown along the
z-axis. The shift caloulated from the OEP via Eq. 1)
show sa \dip" at the origin which is not seen in the shift
corresponding to the K LIpotential. A nd along the y-axis
(lower part of Fig.l), the shifts obtained from the KLI
potential and the OEP are totally di erent: The KLI
shift show s a pronounced centralpeak, whereasthe OEP
shift practically vanishes on the y-axis. T he explanation
for these som ew hat surprising cbservations can be found
directly in the OEP equation Eq. {1). A sm entioned be-
fore, the x-y plne is a nodal plane for the higher of
the two Kohn-Sham orbitals ofNay. The lower oertaJ,
however, does not vanish in the x-y-plane. Eq. (].)
therefore only be ful lled in the x-y-plane if the orbztal
shift corresponding to the lower orbital vanishes in this
plane. The KLI potential is only an approxin ation to
the OEP, and therefore need not and, as seen in Fjg.:_il:,
does not ful 1Eqg. @') In the x-y-plane. T he iteratively

i

constructed O EP, in contrast, m akesthe orbitalshift van—
ish In the plane, as i should. The lower part ofFjg.:_]:
thus oncem ore con m sthat we are indeed constructing
the exact OEP .The reason forthe pronounced di erence
between the OEP and K LI orbital shift is discussed in
greater detail in A ppendix I_D-: .

Tt rem ains to be explained why the orbial shift shown
In the lower part of Fig. :}: vanishes perfectly between
y=-1 a9 and z=+ 7 ag, but still shows a tiny bump at
larger distances, a rem nant from the KLT orbital shift.
T he reason is our iteration based on Eq. d26) Tt corrects
the potential quickly in the energetically—in portant re—
gion where the orbitals and their shifts are appreciable.
In the asym ptotic region, however, ' ; (r) and ; (r) de-
cay exponentially, and consequently the potentialism od-
ied to a ksser extent. But why does this m atter since
it is believed that the K LI potential is asym ptotically
correct? The answer is that the K LT potential is asym p—
totically correct everyw here exaept on nodal surfaces of
the highest-occupied orbital that extend out to in nity.
On such nodal surfaces, a an all di erence between K LI
potential and OEP is observed even in the asym ptotic
region, and it is this di erence which gives rise to the
above m entioned \bum p". T his agpect w ill be discussed
In greater detail in the next section. Herewe just brie y
want to mention that, if needed, the iteration based
on Eq. C_Z-é) can be modi ed to yield quickly the cor-
rect asym ptotic behavior also on the nodal surface: the
constants Vi Uxei Which determ ine the asym ptotic
behavior (see below) only depend on the energetically—
In portant region. T heir values (and thereby the asym p—
totic lin itsofthe exchange potential) are thus accurately
known after just a few iterations, even when the potential
converges slow Iy In the asym ptotic region.

V. ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOR OF vk (r)

T he Iong-range asym ptotic behavior of the exact ex—
change OEP can be inferred from Eq. £3). The rst
term In the gup- over alloccupied orbitals determm ines the
asym ptoticdt 489, sihce the highest-occupied orbital shift
falls o faster than the highest-occupied orbial. The
Kohn-Sham orbitals of a mte system decay exponen-—
tially lke exp[ ( 2m "; —h =2r], where r is the dis-
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FIG. 1l: The lowest Kohn-Sham orbial and corresponding
orbitalshift orNas. Top: Fulland long dashed: O rbital from

OEP and K LIpotential, respectively, along the y-axis. Short
dashed and dotted: O rbital from OEP and KLI potential,
respectively, along the z-axis. M iddle: The corresponding
orbital shifts plotted along the z-axis. Full: OEP, dashed:
KLI.Bottom : Sam eorbialshiftsalong they-axis. Ful: OEP,
dashed: K LI. See text for discussion.

tance from the system ’s center. This is a consequence
of the locality of the K ohn-Sham potential and m eans
that each orbital’s decay is dom inated by itsown oroial
energy. T herefore, the sum asym ptotically w ill be dom —
nated by the slowest-decaying orbital, which is the one

w ith the highest orbitalenergy. Sce Uy !0 &

e’=r,
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FIG . 2: T he exact exchange potential of N a; in hartree along
the z-axis (full line) and the y-axis (dashed line) in bohr ap.
T he potential goes to di erent asym ptotic lim its in di erent
directions.

vy r) or a nite system goes to zero ke e?=r i all
regions of gpace that are dom inated by the highest—
occupied orbitaldensity ny () = ¥y (@ F. That the
potentialgoes to zero and not som e nite constant is due
to Eqg. C_Z-é_i) . However, there m ay also be asym ptotic re—
gionsofspacewhereny (r) vanishes, but the orbitalden—
sity ofa Iower occupied orbitalM doesnot. A s pointed
out in Ref. :_l-é, this situation occurs whenever the high—
est occupied orbitalhas a nodal surface that extends out
to In niy. In these regions, one can go through all the
argum ents used to derive the asym ptotic behavior and
replace ny (r) by ny (r). But the reference point for
the potentialwas already xed via Eq. (24) . W e cannot
choos_e a second one, therefore there is no equivalent of
Eq. £4) ortheM orbital. C onsequently, the potential
w il asym ptotically go to C = vy Uxem s Where
In generalC 6 0. Thus, it must be concluded that the
exact K ohn-Sham exchange potential can go to di erent
asym ptotic constants in di erent spatial directions.

In Ref. :_3-g this aspect ofEq. C_Z-;i') was rst discussed,
but its consequences for the K ohn-Sham potentials of
real system s were not considered. In Ref. :_L-E_i it was
dem onstrated that the e ect indeed occurs for real sys—
tem s, but the num erical calculations were restricted to
the "localized H artree¥ock" approxin ation to the OEP.
Finall, in Ref. 23 and in this paper, we evaliate the
exact OEP Incliding the asym ptotic region for realis—
tic, three-din ensional system sand con m the surprising
asym ptotic behavior of the exact exchange potential.

Fig. 'Q: show s the exchange-only OEP for the cluster
Nay, the electronic structure of which was discussed in
the previous section. T he fiull line show s vy (r) along the
z-axis. In this direction, the density is asym ptotically
dom inated by the highest occupied orbital and the po—
tential fallso lke e?=r, asexpected. The dashed line
show s v (r) along the y-axis. C kearly, the potential falls
of In the sam e way, but tends to a di erent constant



C.We ndC = 00307 har. This non-vanishing value
for C is of course found only in the x-y-plane. M ov-
Ing away from the origin at any low angle to this nodal
plane, one eventually reaches a region w here the highest—
occupied orbitalw illdom inate the density and vy (r) will
tend to zero. A lower angle just m eans that the asym p—
totic region starts further away from the center of the
cluster. B ut nevertheless, since the exchange potential is
a continuous function ofr, the non-vanishing asym ptotic
constant has a substantial in uence on vy (r) even out—
side of the nodal plane of the highest occupied orbital.
To dem onstrate this, we show in the lower half of Fig.
:_3 the exact exchange potential for Na,, and the poten—
tial from the local density approxim ation in the upper.
For each point in the y-zplane, the potential we cal-
culated on a num erical grid is plotted as the \height".
The LD A -potential m irrors the density closely, so the
ionic cores which cause \bum ps" in the valence electron
density show up In the LDA potential. W e also observe
thewellknown e ect that the LD A potentialdecays very
quickly: i vanishes on the boundary of the plotted re—
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FIG . 3: The exchange potential \landscape" for Na; In the
y-z plane: vy (r) in hartree de nes the \height" at each spa-
tial point (y,z) for xed x=0. Upper: exchangeonly LDA
potential; lower: exact exchange potential (OEP ). N ote the
greater depth, slower decay, and pronounced \ridge" seen in
the OEP.

gion, whereas the exact exchange potential still takes a
non-vanishing value there. But the m ost obvious di er—
ence betw een the exact and the local exchange potential
is that the fom er show s a pronounced \ridge" running
along the y-axis. T his ridge is a consequence of the non—
vanishing asym ptotic constant: T he potential has to go
up to reach its correct value on the nodal surface. W e

nd qualitatively the sam ebehavior forallthe clusterswe
studied here. ForN ag and N ag, there are tw o degenerate
highest orbitals, and the OEP goes to C = 0:0378 and
C = 00084, respectively, on the z-axis. W e choose our
C artesian coordinates such that the axes are the princi-
palaxesofthe cluster’s tensor of nertia, and z is the axis
whose principal value di ersm ost from the average. A 1L
constants are in har.) The relatively sm all constant for
the \m agic" N ag re ects the fact that the highest orbital
is nearly degenerate w ith the two lower-lying ones. For
Najo, the situation is sin ilar to Nay, with C =_ 00107
in the xy-plane. Finally, it is clear from Eqg. C_Z;’:) that
the asym ptotic constants are qualitatively correct in the
KLIpotential. ButKLIand OEP orbitalsdi er slightly,
as shown In the previous section. Consequently, we nd
constants that di er by about 0:001 har In all cases we
Investigated.

T he non-vanishing asym ptotic constants are thus the
rule, not the exception, and onem ay ask how this result
can be true since there is a physicalargum ent to explain
the asym ptoticbehaviorofthe K ohn-Sham potential: An
electron that wanders far out from a nite neutral sys—
tem basically sees the attraction from the hole i leaves
behind. T hus, the K ohn-Sham potential should, &l ofto

&?=r everyw here, w ithout additional constant<4 . H ow —
ever, appealing as this argum ent is, i cannot be applied
to the K ohn-Sham potential. The K ohn-Sham potential
is not a physical potential whose valie we can m easure.
It isa m athem atical construction, and therefore can have
properties that physical potentials do not show . But of
course the K ohn-Sham potential is a very clever m ath—
em atical construction, designed to yield from a sinple
procedure an accurate description of com plicated quan-—
tities we can m easure, like the ground-state energy of a
many body system . Therefore, it is Im portant to un-—
derstand its features, n particular the surprising ones.
The rst and probably m ost extrem e is the discontinu—
ity ofthe Kphn-Sham potential as a function of electron
numbe 177874 | T he existence of non-vanishing asym p-
totic constants is a second one.

VI. STATIC ELECTRIC POLARIZABILITIES
FROM THE EXACT EXCHANGE FUNCTIONAL

To dem onstrate the in portance of ncorporating ex—
act exchange into functionals, we investigate the static
electric dipole polarizability. There has been a long—
standing controversy about the in uence of the long-
range asym ptotics of the K ohn-Sham potential and the
self-interaction error on the optical properties of m etal



edeiedbledndedelbd . T he static electricdipole
polarizability has been of particular interest: It was one
of the earliest gbservables to give insight into the struc-
ture of c]usterﬁg., its m easurem ent gives.dnfom ation on
the e ects that govem cluster grow th?q, and i may
be used -as an indicator for whether the buk Iim it is
reached®l. The po]ar:izabj,]jt%. of am,all.sodiim clusters
has been calculated beord? 48183896789 1 was ound
that, while local and sem i-local density finctionals yield
polarizabilities in reasonable qualitative agreem ent w ith
experim ent, they do not lead to quantitatiizg agreem ent.
However, it has also been dem onstrated®323%4 thata -
nite cluster tem perature greatly in uences the static elec—
tric polarjzability, m ainly through the e ect of them al
expansion®4. The clusters’ tem perature in the experi-
m ents is presently not accurately known, but i is es-
tin ated to be high eneugh to account perhaps for all of
the observed di erence?4%2%23 . N everthelkess, i is of great
practical interest to obtain accurate theoreticalvalies or
the polarizability because the polarizability could then be
used as a \therm om eter" to estin ate experin ental clus-
ter tem peratures, asdiscussed In greaterdetailby K ronik
and co-workerstt,

O ur exact-exchange O EP calculations allow us to an—
swer som e of the questions related to the In uence of
self-interaction errors and long-range asym ptotics that
have been raised in the past. In the present study, our
focus is on Investigating these two e ects by com paring
LDA and exactexchange results. In order to sort out
the e ects as clarly as possble, we want the valence
electrons to m ove In exactly the sam e extermalpotential
forallE .. functionals. T hus, we use the sam e pseudopo—
tential and cluster geom etries for di erent E 4.. For an
accurate com parison with experin entgldata, a consis—
tent exact-exchange pseudopotentia2%9324297 should of
course be used and the cluster structures re-optim ized.
But the com parison w ith experim ent would also require
Inclision of correlation e ects. Since a correlation func—
tional generally com patible wih fi1ll exact exchange is
not yet available, these agpects w illhave to be addressed
n foture work.

W e calculated the m ean static electric dipole polariz—
ability = tr( )=3 for the neutral sodium clisters w ih
even electron num bersbetween 2 and 10, using the LDA -
optin ized geom etries of Refs. 74,75. T he polarizability
tensor wagobtained from the electric djpole m om ent

jF) = e n(rF)d’r by evalnating the de nition

iy = Hnp;y 0@ 5=QF;; ;= X;v;z; Pra snallbut -
nite electrical ed F (sse Ref. :_7@: for details, eg, on the
rok of the lonic cores).

Table :JEI sum m arizes the results of our calculations.
W e nd that, or exact exchange and no correlation, the
polarizabilities calculated using the exact OEP are con—
sistently lower than the ones calculated from the K LIap-—
proxim ation. T his is In agreem ent w ith our expectations,
since the OEP yields lower total energies, ie, binds the
valence electrons m ore strongly than the K LI potential,
and the valence electron density isthusharderto displace
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by the electric eld. It should be noted, how ever, that the
di erencebetween O EP and K LIpolarizabilities ison the
orderofl % . By repeating our calculations for di erent
electric eld strengths and on di erent Cartesian grids
w ith spacings between 053y and 0.8ay and between 65
and 129 point in each spatialdirection, we estin ated the
num erical accuracy of our calculations to be som ew hat
better than 1% . Thus, the Inaccuracies that are intro—
duced by using the K LT approxin ation are close to the
num ericallim its, show Ing once again that, forthe present
system sand observables, K LT isa good approxin ation to
the OEP.

C om pared to exchangeonly LDA , the OEP yields po—
larizabilities w hich are on average a noticeable 7% lower.
Again, this result can readily be understood: Local ex—
change m akes a large self-interaction error, ie., overes—
tin ates the electron-electron repulsion. This leads to a
density that is too delocalized, which In tum results in
too high a polarizability. The self-nteraction error de-
creases w ith increasing electron delocalization, and the
valence electrons in sodiuim are nearly free electrons.
T herefore, we expect the largest self-interaction errors
and di erences between local and exactexchange polar-
izabilities for the sn allest clusters. This is con m ed by
TableiT]. H ow ever, the fact that the di erence falls from
Na, to Nag, but increases som ew hat from Nag to Najq,
show s that this argum ent seem s to hold for the over-
all trend, but details in the electronic con guration also
seem to m atter.

Finally, com paring exact-exchange OEP to LDA for
exchange and correlation, we nd the surprisihg result
that the polarizabilities are nearly the same. How can
this be understood? T he self-nteraction error for local
exchange and correlation together is sm aller than for lo—
cal exchange alone. So if inclusion of local correlation
for the sodium clusters would lead to perfect cancella—
tion of the selfinteraction errors, then the fact that the
polarizabilities are practically equalwould not come as a
surprise. However, the local correlation functional does
not merely reduce the selfinteraction error. Correla—
tion functionals quite generally also describe short-range

TABLE II:M ean static electric dipole polarizability ofNa
clisters n A3 for di erent approxim ations to E xc and vkc.
Colum ns from left to right: exact exchange w ith exact OEP ;
exact exchange w ith pptentialin K LIapproxin ation; LDA for
exchange only; LDALY for exchange and correlation; relative
di erence in % between local and exact-exchange polarizabil-
ities, — ;LD A ®OEP

C luster E}e{x;OEP EEX;KLI E}I:DA E}I:C]:JA XOEP
N az 369 369 404 371 95
N ay 8.7 794 85.7 78.8 8.9
N as 107.6 1083 1150 1073 6.7
N ag 1258 126.6 1314 1230 4.5
Naio 158.7 160.8 1684 1573 6.1




Coulomb e ects that lead to stronger binding. Thus, we
expect that adding an appropriate correlation finctional
to the exact exchangew illbind the valence electronsm ore
strongly, yield a m ore com pact density and thus lower
the polarizability. Q ualitatively, our results thus indi-
cate that the LDA overestin ates the polarizability. T his
conclusion, of course, is restricted to our special situation
of xed extemalpotential. In future work we plan to in—
vestigate this question further by combining a new Iy de=
veloped, self“nteraction—freem eta-6 GA for correlation®d
w ith the exact exchange fiinctional.

VII. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

In summary, we have presented a new proof for
the OEP equation that highlights the relationship be-
tween di erent density functionals (eg. HartreeFock
and exchange-only O EP ) that can bede ned from a given
orbialexpression forthe energy. T he proofexplainswhy
the com plicated O EP equation can be cast into the sin —
pk orm of a vanishing density shift. W e discussed how
the exact OEP can easily be calculated from only the oc—
cupied K ohn-Sham orbitals and their st-order shifts.
The exact exchange potential was calculated for (@l
electron) closed-shellatom sand three-dim ensional (pseu-—
dopotential) sodim clisters. Forthe rsttine,notonly
the total energy but also K ohn-Sham eigenvalies were
accurately calculated for three-din ensional system s from
the exact OEP .W e discussed di erent indicators for the
accuracy of an OEP solution. The KLTI approach is a
rather good approxin ation for the ground-state proper—
ties of atom s and am all sodium clusters. The relative
errors it introduces, how ever, are considerably larger for
the clusters than for the atom s. W e further investigated
the asym ptotic behavior of the exact exchange poten—
tial of K ohn-Sham theory. For the non-spherical clis—
ters, it show s pronounced "ridges" which are m issing in
the potentials of w idely-used approxin ations likke LDA .
Finally, we calculated the static electric dipole polariz—
ability for several sodiim clusters and com pared exact—
exchange O EP to exactexchangeKLIand to LDA .The
advantages of self-interaction-free exact exchange were
dem onstrated, and the need for a correlation finctional
to go w ith exact exchange stressed.

Our m ethod greatly facilitates the selfconsistent use
of orbial functionals like the exact exchange energy in
K ohn-Sham calculations. O roial fiinctionals can now be
used fully selfconsistently w ith m oderate e ort, and the
accuracy of approxim ations to the OEP, such as KLI,
can be checked. Due to the correct long-range asym p—
totics, functionals that use fill exact exchange appear
very prom ising for tin edependent DFT .Thegreat in u-
ence that exact exchange has on the K ohn-Sham eigen-—
values, which play a prom inent role In tin edependent
calculations, was dem onstrated for the m etal clusters.
The locality of the K ohn-Sham potential is particularly
bene cial in this context and m akes K ohn-Sham theory
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superio®d to theories w ith orbiraldependent potentials,
eg. HartreeFock. Therefore, we believe that orbial
functionals and the OEP m ethod w ill play a prom nent
role In future functional developm ent.
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APPENDIX A:THE ORBITAL ENERGY
DENSITY FUNCTIONAL ES® ]

Our particular de nition of the orbital functional
E f,’f‘” h]was chosen to avoid problem s that other rather
naturallooking de niions may have. An htuitively
plausble de nition, eg, could have required the orbitals
to be orthogonal. However, i is known that certain or-
bital finctionals, eg., the SIC functiona®!, are m ini-
m ized by non-orthogonalorbitals. R equiring orthogonal-
ity in the de nition ofE 97 h]forthe SIC would require
non-trivial m odi cations of Eq. C_lé_il), eg. Introducing
o -diagonalLagrangian m ulipliers. O n the other hand,
sim ply dropping the orthogonality condition and requir-
Ing the orbitalsto be just the onesm inin izing the energy
could lead to a \bosonic" solution, w ith all electrons oc—
cupying the lowest orbital. T herefore, in the de nition of
E°®/ |n]the orbitalsare required to be linearly indepen-
dent. They are further required to be extrem izing ones
and not just the ones yielding the lowest possible energy
for a given density, because the latter criterion could be
ful lled by a "nearly bosonic" solution, w ith all electrons
occupying orbitals that are extrem ely sin ilar to the low —
est one but w ith a tiny contrbution added to each one
of them tom ake them lnearly independent. Ourde ni-
tion of E ™/ h]raisesa question sim ilar to the questions
of v—representability which are, still a sub fct of current
research in K ohn-Sham theory?. In our case the ques-
tion is: Can we nd a set of orbitals that extrem izesEq.
@) for any given density? H owever, we believe that for
our present purposes this question does not pose a prob—
Jem because we are Interested in the m Inim izing density,
which we know can be obtained from Eq. Q-é_;) .

Eqg. {ié) starts from a given extemal potential v (r)
and nds the orbitals and densiy belonging to i. If
instead we want the ’ ™’ ] corresponding to a given
density n (r) ,wemustadd tov(r) hEq. {_l-fl) a Lagrange—
muliplier v(nl;r) which enforces the constraint ofEq.

(o).



APPENDIX B:PROOF THAT THEM INIM IZIN G
DENSITIES FOR E2® m]AND EJ®F h]AGREE
TO LINEAR ORDER IN

In Egs. ClZ) and dlﬂ we de ned the finctionals
ECFP/ h]and ES®' h] by starting from Eq. (§) and
J'i:sdJ'SCt,lsSJ'orl.As.sumjng‘chatEf,’rb h]is analyticin
w e consider the pow er series expansion

ES™ h]=EJ®® hl+ Aihl+ “Arhl+ mm B1)
T he analog of this expansion for the densities is
n°® ()= n°"F @+ n;@+ ‘ny@+ : B2)
W e also argued iIn Section IT that
A;ph]= 0: B3)
Now rew rite the Euler equation forn°® (r):
Eorb;
_ES B -0 ®4)
N om;
EOEP; A
= Vih] + 2 2] + :: B5)
nE)  om; nr) omw
EOEP;
- B bl +0 (?) B 6)
n (r) n®EPi + nqi+
_ _EJFF p]
nE  Lose;
ZEOEP; ]
+ ———— PP+ o0 (%) e

nE n@E) o,

Eq. [B:S) ollow s from Egs. {B:]:) and @:3) mEq. {]-_3:6) we
use Eq. {82), and we can fcus on the tem s linear in
because each orderof mustvanish separately. Eqg. @:7:)
nally ollows from fiinctional Taylor expansion. The
rst term in @:7:) is jast the Euler equation ©rn®E?7 (r)
and therefore vanishes. So
Z 2E3EP; h]

0 43.0_ A.
N @) .., EOIETO

B8)
and Eq. B 8§) mustbe fil lked Hrall
functional derivative in Eq. {_B_S‘I) depends upon

n; (% doesnot, Eq. B§) can only be f1l lled by

. Since the double
, while

n; (r) = 0;

B9)

ie, the m hin izing densities n°®’ (r) and n°EF/ (r)
agree to linear order In
W e can com pute n; (r) from

theory. Sioe, from Eq. B2),

rst-order perturbation

ny () =0 @ n°%F ©+0(?);  B10)
ni (r) can be com puted by evaliating the density change
that is associated with going over from the OEP -

functionalto the orbialdensity functionaland neglecting
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allordersin beyond the linearone. T hisdensity change
can be calculated from the corresponding change in the
single-particle orbitals. To thisend, we rew rite Eq. {14)
w ith the help ofEgs. {17) and {18) in the orm

2

—r? @+ v @)+ Ve @)
2m

+ g (@)

(r)

y orb;
i

y orb; norb; , orb; (
1 1 1

(x) = r):B11)

Vxc (0)]

C learly, wae neg]ect the tem in brackets in the second
line ofEqg. B 1L), we are looking at the K ohn-Sham sys—
tem . Thus, we can calculate the shift that the orbitals
undergo when we go over from the Kohn-Sham to the
orbialdensity functionalby treating fuxei (©) Ve (¥)]
as a perturbation on the Kohn-Sham system . In non-—
degenerate rst-orderperturbation theory (see Section IT
for rem arks on the degenerate case), the shifted orbital
is

)é oy xci xc.'.
II?EIt; ©=". @+ ]] ﬁl V3 ]jll

1 w, 1]

) "y @i
1 J

=1
6 i

®12)

where ', (r) and "; are the Kohn-Sham orbials and

eigenvaluies corresponding to the m inim izing density

n°EP/ (r). The in portant fact to be noted here is that

the perturbation is linear in . Thus, higher orders of

perturbation theory will also be of higher order in

Since we want to calculate the change in density only to

rstorderin ,only theorbitalshift n rst-orderpertur-

bau'on_ t:heory needs o _be taken Into account. W e insert
Eq. 812) nto Eq. B10),

pert; pert; X\]
n ) = LT @ (@ i@ @
=1 =1
-yl
= L@y @+ coit 0 (%);  B13)

i=1

where ', (r) is de ned as the second tem on the
right-hand side of Eq. g]_312 ) divided by . ObVJously,
’.,’1(r ; @), and thus Eq. {Bg)JsexacUyEq €L)

APPENDIX C:NUMERICAL ASPECTS OF THE
ITERATIVE CONSTRUCTION

In this A ppendix we sum m arize som e ofthem ore tech—
nicaldetails ofthe iterative solution ofthe O EP equation.

W e rst discuss the convergence of the iteration based
on Eq. £3) or the exact-exchange-only OEP . The test
system here is the Be atom . The K ohn-Sham equatJons
were solved on a logarithm ic radialgrid. Tabl -]It s
trateshow m any irerations going back and forth betw een
Eqg. (:_4) and Eq. @Q‘) are necessary for a given num ber of
( ; 7vxc )—cycles to converge the totalenergy and eigen—
values to the OEP values w ith an accuracy of 0.1 m har.
T he starting point isthe K LIpotential. T he totalenergy



is correct after one iteration in allcases (the di erence is
an all to begin w ih), but also the eigenvalies which are
noticeably di erent n KLI and OEP converge quickly:
W ith jast 5 ( ; ;Vxe )-cycles per iteration, it takes only
5 itterationsto reach theexact O EP .W e also note that for
the second and later feration steps, the self-consistent so—
Jution ofthe K ohn-Sham equations proceedsm uch faster
than the rst self-consistent solution that isneeded to get
the starting approxin ation. T his has two reasons. F irst,
we need to recalculate the uy.; only once at the begin—
ning ofeachnew ( ; ;Vx. )-cycleand not at each step in
the selfconsistent solution of the K ohn-Sham equations
(since vy iskept xed during the latter). Second, the or-
bitals and shifts from the previous iteration are already
a good starting guess for the next one. Therefore, the
w hole schem e converges very rapidly.

However, Eq. {_éé) requires dividing by the density, and
this is a disadvantage if it is to be used for nite sys—
tem s. The st term under the sum is unproblem atic.
Tt is asym ptotically dom inated by the highest occupied
orbital which also dom inates the densiy. Thus, even if
the density in the denom nator has decayed to the extent
that its num erical representation becom es highly naccu—
rate, the sam e Inaccuracies show up In the num erator,
and the correct result is still obtained. This cancella-
tion does not occur In the second or gradient term , and
the resulting mnaccuracies can m ake the schem e unsta—
ble. For spherical system s, the problem can easily be
soled. In the asym ptotic region, the K LI potential is
already correct, therefore the second term need not be
evaluated num erically there. A nd the asym ptotic region
for a spherical system can easily be identi ed by going
out from the system ’s center and m onitoring when the
density starts to be dom inated by the highest occupied
orbial. In this way, calculations for spherical atom s can
be done sim ply.

But the accuracy of the m ethod depends rather sensi-
tively on the cut-o point: W ith a cut-o too close to the
system ’s center, too m uch ofthe second tem is lost; w ith
acut-o thatistoo faraway, the iteration becom esunsta—
ble. In the spherical, e ectively one-dim ensional calcula—
tions, the num erical param eters can be chosen such that

nding an appropriate cut-o radiusispossble. O urreal

TABLE III: Number of iterations necessary to converge all
eigenvalues of the Be atom to their exact OEP valuesE =

145724, " = 4:1257,", = 03092, for a given num ber of
(; ;Vxe )—cycles. The totalenergy is correct after one itera—
tion. Startingpoint istheK LIapproxin ation E = 14:5723,
" o= 4:1668, ", = 03089, all energies in hartree). Note
that convergence is achieved w ith very m oderate e ort.

(3 ;Vxe )cycles iterations| ( ; ;Vkec )—Cycles iterations
1 24 5 5
2 10 10 3
3 9 20 3
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Interest, however, is In non-spherical system s of possi-
bly com plex shape. W e found that for three-dim ensional
(3D ) system s, the technical di culties are m ore severe.

T he coarser grids that com putationalnecessity forces on
us lead to larger inaccuracies n the evaluation of the
derivatives that appear In the second tem and allow for
lss ne tuning of the cuto point. Furthem ore, the
asym ptotic region w ill start at di erent distances In dif-
ferent directions and m ust bem apped outm ore carefully.

Asa rsttest case fora 3D inplem entation of our al-
gorithm , we chose the ®llium clister Nag. It is a good
test case because it is spherical, ie. the OEP can be
obtained from the established direct solution of the inte—
gralequation for com parisori34 . But unlke the diverging
atom ic nuclear potential, £llium Nag can also be repre-
sented on the 3D Cartesian grid which we use for a re—
alistic, pseudopotentiatHoased description of m etal clis—
ters. The Seitz radius (s = B=@¢ n)I~3) of the £k
Ium background density was rs = 3:93ay, correspond—
Ing to a sphere of radius 786ay. W e st calculated
the K LT approxin ation and com pared a spherical, one—
din ensional calculation on a logarithm ic grid to a 3D
calculation (Cartesian grid, 65 points in each direction,
spacing 0:7ap, damped gradient iteration with nite-
di erence m ultigrid relaxationi®) that does not explbit
the soherical sym m etry. B oth yield identicalenergiesand
eigenvalues to within 0.1 m har. This con m s the accu—
racy ofour3D code. W e then constructed the OEP itera—
tively on the sam e grid for di erent cuto radiibetween
43y and 19ay. Only with cuto scloseto 6ap wasthe i—
eration unproblem atic and converged to the correct total
energy E=-03735 har. However, the lowest eigenvalue
was still 0 4 m har above its correct value 0 2081 har, ie.,
halfway between the OEP and KLI valies. Obtaining
the OEP via Eq. C_Z-;;) for the real, non-spherical clusters
tumed out to be even m ore com plicated. T he situation
can be Inproved with ner grids, but using Eq. @-é) n
3D calculations is rather tedious.

T he iteration based on Eqg. C_Z-Ej) does not su er from
these problem s. T he convergence is slower than for the

rst m ethod, but the com putational e ort is still very
m oderate: For the test system £llum N ag, the totalen-
ergy and all eigenvalues converge w ithin 5 iterations if
10 cycles are used. W ith Eq. C_Z-é), the 3D calculation
now also yields exactly the sam e energy and eigenval-
ues as the Is?her:lcal, direct solution ofthe OEP integral
equation?%3 . D uring the iterations, the relative error in
the exchange virial relation f2lls by two orders of m ag—
nitude com pared to the KLI approxin ation, and Sy ax
decreases to 2 10 ® . Further ierations reduce both
quantities further. T hus, the sin pl iteration very accu—
rately yields the exact OEP also for 3D system s.

T he param eter ¢ used in the iteration was chosen by
trial and error. If c is chosen too large, the iteration
diverges, and w ith ¢ too am all, i does not converge as
quickly as possble. In all cases we studied, nding ap—
proprate values for ¢ was unproblem atic and there was
a range of suitable values. W e used c’s between 3 hara?



and 0.75 hara] frthe atom s, and c= 30 haral Hrallthe
cluster calculations. Thus, ¢ was sin ilar for sin ilar sys-
tam s, ie., s of about 1 were appropriate or the atom s
w ith their singular nuclear potential, and larger ¢’s could
beused forthe non-singularpseudopotential calculations.

These values can be understood on the basis of Eq.
Ld). ForNas, eg, v ()=@n () takes valies be-
tween 30 haral and 40 hara} i the interior region of
the cluster. A yet sin pler and cham Ing argum ent can
bem ade based on thebuk lim it. For a hom ogenous sys—
tem, wve=n= (9 =4)*3r2hara, 1:92r2 hara,. For
buk sodium , rs = 3:93a9,s0 vy=n 30 hara}, and for
atom s, the average density is about rs = lag, sO  Vvx=n
is about 2 hara?. These estin ates agree nicely w ith the
values we found by tratand-error. Finally, we want to
rem ark that the iteration could also be used wih some
suiably chosen c(r), but for our present purposes a con—
stant was satisfactory.

APPENDIX D:ON THE DIFFERENCE
BETW EEN KLIAND OEP ORBITAL SHIFTS

LookingatF jg.:}', onem ight ask the follow ing question :
TheKLIand OEP orbitalsare rather sin ilar. T herefore,
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n Eqg. {_2-21) the operator on the left-hand side and all
quantities on the right-hand side should be sim ilar, too.
But then, also the orbital shifts that are calculated from

Eq. 1) should be sim ilar. So how can it be that we
observe the pronounced di erence between the KLI and
OEP orbialshift ; (r) shown in the lowest part ofF ig.
12

The answer to this equestion is that although the
K ohn-Sham orbialscbtained from theK LIpotentialand
the OEP are sim ilar, the respective right-hand sides in
Eqg. {_2-1:) nevertheless show a qualitative di erence. The
higher K ohn-Sham orbial’ , (r) has a nodal surface in
the xy plane, ie. is orbital density vanishes there.
T herefore, in this plane the K LI potential is just given
by uy: €) k1 Uyx1). Ifthis is Inserted for vy (r) In the
right-hand side of Eq. {21), the right-hand side vanishes.
But for the OEP, there is an additional contribution to
vy (r) from the tem ofEq. @-:i;) that involves the deriva—
tives of the K ohn-Sham orbitals and their orbital shifts,
and this term m akes a non-vanishing contribution in the
x-y plane. The qualitative di erence between OEP and
K LTI orbial shift is thus a direct consequence of a quali-
tative di erence of the respective right-hand sidesin Eq.
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