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T he electronic structure of noblegas solids is calculated w ithin density func—
tional theory'’s exact-exchange m ethod (EX X ) and com pared w ith the results from
the localdensity approxim ation (LDA ). It is shown that the EXX m ethod does not
reproduce the fundam ental energy gaps as well as has been reported for sem icon-
ductors. H owever, the EX X K ohn-Sham energy gaps for these m aterials reproduce
about 80 $ ofthe experim entalopticalgaps. T he structuralproperties of noblegas
solids are described by the EXX m ethod as poorly asby the LDA one. This is due
tom issing Van der W aals interactions in both, LDA and EX X fiinctionals.
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I. NTRODUCTION

D ensity FunctionalT heory O FT) isnowadaysby farthegm est popularab initio m ethod to calcu-
late ground, state properties of atom s, m olecules and solids¥ {2 s generalization to tin e-dependent
phenom ena? extended the scope of applied DFT to electronic excitations. DFT ’s successes rely
on the construction of accurate and practical approxin ations to the exchange-correlation part of
the en functional. The localdensity approxin ation (LDA) proposed at the very beginning
of DFTY? was and rem ains a sin ple tool to use, whose accuracy, however, is surprisingly good
given the sim plicity of the approxin ation. O ver the years, LDA has been applied to practically
all system s of interest. In m ost cases, LDA describes ground state properties, such as equilbbriim
structures, adiabatic phonons, to m ention only a few, surprisihgly well, even for m aterials w ith
strongly inhom ogeneous electron densities. O n the other hand, attem pts to describbe energy gaps,
E 4, or electronic excitations brought rather Iim ited success.

The case of E4 is a special one because E4 is de ned as the di erence between the ionization
potential, I, and electron a nity, A. Hence, E 4 can be written in temm s of total ground-state
energies of system sw ith di erent num bers ofelectrons, so it is In principle a ground state property :
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HereEN +1],EN ]J,andE N l]areﬂletotalgmprp,d—stateenergjesofﬂle systemswith N + 1,N
and N 1 electrons respectively. Tt hasbeen shown2#® that E4 can be re-expressed in the ollow ing
form :
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is the Kohn-Sham K S) gap and . is the discontinuiy in the exchange-correlation potential
under adding and subtracting an in niesin al fraction, !, of the integer particle number, N :
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Applying LDA to calculate E4 from Eg. (1), one faces the basic problem that LDA does not
bind the N + 1 atom ic electron system . On the other hand, using Eq. (2) wihin LDA resuls in
the equality ofthe LDA K S gap and the findam entalgap since the discontinuity x. vanishes in
this approxin ation. A s iswellknown, the LDA K S absolute gap is alwaysmuch sn aller than the
experin entalgap, In som e cases, i is even qualitatively w rong. Nam ely, LD A predicts zero gap, a
m etal, where in nature the system is a sam iconductor.

A m ost Interesting developm ent In density-fiinctionaltheory during last few yearswas the appli-
cation ofthe exactexchange K S m ethod (EXX) to the case of crystalline solids. For thism ethod,
the totalenergy functional is given by:
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is the exact exchange energy functional. Tg h] is the kinetic-energy tem of non-interacting elec—
trons and the correlation-energy term E: ] rem ains to be approxin ated, for exam ple, by LDA .
The orbials y In the expression orEy areK S orbitals, that is the orbitalswhich m inin ize Tg ]



for a given density, n (r), and are therefore fuinctionals of the electron density. For this reason, Tg
and Ex are both in plicit functionals of the density, n (r), and the K S equations can be derived:
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where the K S exchange potentialVy hl(x) = Ex hF n (r) is obtained by the chain—rule di eren—
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Here Vi 5 h](r) is the total K S potential corresponding to the density, n (r) . Neglecting correla—
tion, the totalenergy finctionalhas apparently the form ofa H artreeFock expression for the total
energy. However, the EXX m ethod and the H artreeFock m ethod di er because the H artreeFock
and K S orbitals  are not the sam e. In the H artreeFock m ethod these orbitals obey an equation
w ith a non-localpotential (the Fock operator), whereas in the K S m ethod they are determ ined by
a K S Ham ittonian w ith a local, m ultiplicative potential.

For m ore than two decades, the EXX m ethod, som etin es, Hnder the nam e optim ized e ective
potential (OEP), has been applied to atom s and m olecules?# Total ground-state energies were
always found to be extrem ely close to the H artreeFock values whilk the singleparticle spectrum
- yilding, for exam ple, a Rydberg series for nite system s — is strongly In proved over H artree—
Fock. O n]y .recen‘dy, how ever, has this m ethod been applied to buk sam iconductors, Insulators
and metals?{td A surprising result of EXX calculations for sp-sem iconductors is that the K S
energy gaps between occupied and unoccupied states are very close to experim ental gaps. This
contrasts typical LDA results in which the gaps are always too am all. In the EXX case, a larger
gap than In LDA is to be expected because the EXX potential is selfinteraction free and, thus,
bindsm ore strongly than the LDA potential. For exam ple, the EXX K S electron binding energies
In atom s are greater n m agnitude than their LDA counterparts and closer to experin ent. Since
the occupied valence states generally have a greater self-interaction contrbution than the m ore
delocalized unoccupied states, the EXX-K S gap should widen as com pared to the LDA . If the
findam entalgap is evaluated from Eqg. (1) w ith totalenergies in H artreeFock approxin ation, one
obtains
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Evaliating, on the other hand, the gap n EXX ,Egs. (2) and (3) yied
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where ; isthe X-only discontinuity. A ssum Ing that, ke for nite system s, the totalenergies in
HartreeFock and the total energies in EXX are very close, one would,expect that Egs. (9) and
(10) yield very sim ilar values for the band gap. T his is lndeed the cased W hat is surprising and
still not well understood iswhy the EX X K S gaps alone, ie. w thout adding the discontinuity, are
50 close to the experim ental gaps for sp-sam iconductors. The prevailing belief is that the exact
K S gaps are an aller than the true gaps for solids. A s there are no exact K S potentials for solids
avaibble, this belief is yet unveri ed. It is not known how large the discontinuiy, xc, given by
Eg. @), of the exact exchange-correlation density-functional is. In any case, the EXX m ethod
is the only K S m ethod so far yielding the electronic structure close to experin ent, provided one
does not add the discontinuity which should, n principle, be considered. This success has som e
In portant practical consequences. O ne of them is the possibility of using the one-electron energy
spectrum as a rst, approxin ate description of excitations and as a fast toolto Interpret experi-
m ents. A nother, perhapsm ore In portant, is a better starting point ©orm ore accurate calculations
of excitations via the tin edependent density-fiinctional theory.

In this paper, we explore the perform ance of the EXX m ethod form aterials very di erent from
sp-sam iconductors, nam ely, the crystalline noble gases. Solid Ne, Ar, Kr and Xe are soecial sys—
tem s since these m aterdals are com posed of alm ost ndependent atom s. In fact, the shape of the



charge density of superim posed isolated atom s is rather sim ilar to the charge density of the solid
and we m ight expect the energetics to be sin ilar as well. T he individual tightly bound close-shell
atom s bind very weakly with one another. T herefore these system s are a di cult case for LDA .
Indeed, aswillbe seen in Tabl IV, the LDA description of the equilbrium structural properties
forthese solids ism uch less satisfactory than usual. T hese solids are large-gap nsulatorsw ith their
experin ental energy gaps ranging between 214 &V for neon and 9.8 €V for xenon. Furthem ore,
they have a large exciton binding energy on the order of several €V . Since the noblegas solids are
a loosely bound ensem ble ofatom s, a com parison betw een various electronic properties in the solid
phase and in isolated atom s is m eaningfiil and interesting. W e w ill Investigate both cases w ithin
the LDA and EX X m ethods. A swillbe seen later, in the atom ic case the EX X w ithout correlation
resem bles highly accurate K ohn-Sham results when they are availbble. Adding LDA ocorrelation
to the exact exchange potential usually worsens the quality of results. However, for the physical
quantities nvolving totalenergies di erences an account of correlation seem s to be necessary.

Our results show that the EXX approxin ation, w ith and w ithout LDA correlation, w idens the
LDA Kohn-Sham gaps of noblegas solids by about 1.3 —34 &V . However, the K S energy gaps
are not as close to the experin ental gaps as reported for sp-gam iconductors. A long w ith previous
observations that the EXX K S gaps for diam ondt? and M gO ¢ are sm aller than experin entalgaps,
our resuls suggest that, at least for largegap nsulators, the EXX theory does not perform aswell
as it does for so-sam iconductors.

Tt has been suggested that for atom s the exact K S gap between the highest occupied and the
low esf; unoccupied state represents an approxin ation of the optical gap rather than quasiparticle
gapﬁqﬂlf . The Jatter represents a nonneutral excitation or a totalenergy di erence between the N
and N 1 particle system s whilke the form er is the gap between the ground and excited states of
the N —electron system . T his concture hasbeen explicitly veri ed in the caseswhere aln ost exact
K ohn-Sham atom ic potentials have been caloulatedt®}. Our EXX resuls fr nobl-gas atom s
(Section IT) support this congcture aswell. In regard to the solids, the picture isnot as clear. For
sam iconductors, the exciton binding energy is very sm all, of the order ofm €V , the cbserved agree—
m ent between the EXX K S gaps and experim ental gaps could support the concture of Refs. [
:_[g,:_l-j] as well. However, unlss better approxin ations to the correlation-energy fiinctional are
known this rem ains as a rather inconclusive speculation. O ur results for noblegas solids, system s
w here optical and quasiparticle gaps di er by several €V and where electronic structure in the
solid phase is sin ilar to the structure of energy levels in isolated atom s, could shed som e light on
the validiy ofthis concture. W hat we have found is that the EXX gaps for noblegas solids are
—unlke the case of sam iconductors — signi cantly sm aller than the quasiparticle gaps. H ow ever,
they are also an aller than the experin ental optical gaps, reproducing about 80 $ of their values.
A fundam ental question rem ains then: would an exact treatm ent of correlation align the K S and
optical gaps for noblegas solids as well, or does correlation in the solid phase have a qualitatively
di erent character and role than for nite, atom ic system s, so that the con gcture ofR efs. [J;-6_:,:£7_:]
is not correct for solids ?

T he next section is devoted to results for isolated atom s. E lectronic properties of the noblegas
solids are presented and discussed in Section ITT.

II.NOBLE-GASATOM S:NE,AR,KR AND XE

Since noblegas solids consist of loosely bound individual atom s, i is instructive to start the
Investigation by analyzing the properties of isolated atom s. In addition, the densiy-finctional
m ethods for atom s are m ore advanced than in extended system s and can be used as a test orvar-
Jous approxin ations. T hjis js for two mwasons. F irst, highly accurate K S potentials are available for
a fw light atom s lke N 429 and A d. Second, ©r nite system s it is com putationally feasble to
calculate the fuindam entalgap, Eq. (1), from totalenergy di erences. N ote that for nie system s,
the findam entalgap as given by Eq. (1) isusually called the chem icalhardness. For sim plicity, we
keep the term \findam entalgap" forboth nite and In nite system s. In the ©llow Ing we present



several results for the noblegas atom s and draw som e conclusions about the validity of certain
approxin ations.

In Tables I and IT we present the K S eigenvalues for the Ne and the Ar atom , respectively.
Results using LDA, pure EXX EXX), EXX plus LDA correlation XX c) and highly accurate
(@In ost exact) K S potentials forNe and A ratom sare presented. T he colum n denoted QM C In Ta—
ble I show s eigenvalues resulting from the K S potential obtained by Um rigar and G onzetd through
a Quantum M onte Carlo calculation of the ground-state density of the Ne atom,.-. The colum n
denoted CI in Tables I and IT show s the results obtained by M orrison and Zhac%d from highly
accurate densities w hich were calculated through the con guration-interaction approach. T he col-
um n called Expt. contains the negative of the experin ental rst ionization potential of each atom
which should be com pared to the uppem ost occupied K S eigenvalue. T he colum n also containsthe
experin entalbinding energies of a few excited states. T he latter are de ned as the negative of the
di erence between the experim ental ionization potential and the experim ental optical energy gap
between the ground state and the relevant excited state. For the optical gap we take a weighted
average of singlet and triplet gaps. A s for the occupied levels, we report only the experin ental
lonization potential, ie. the binding energy of the highest occupied state. This is because it is
unclear how the lower K S eigenvalues com pare w ith the physical binding energies. H owever, for
unoccupied states, it hasbeen suggested that the K, S gigenvalues are a good approxin ation to the
experip.ental binding energies of the gxcited atom £927%. This idea has been explicitly veri ed for
helim 29, beryIlium 24 and neon atom £%; and som e plausble argum ents have been put Hrward to
explain w hyEq

Tables Iand II show thatthe LDA K S eigenvalues are an aller in m agniude than theirEX X and
EX X c counterparts. The m agniude is largely a consequence of the self-interaction error Inherent
in the LDA m ethod. Another consequence of this selfinteraction error In LDA is the absence of
none higher but the rst bound, unoccupied state. These facts are well known. W hat is m ore
Interesting for this study is that EXX eigenvalues for Ne and A r are degper than the exact ones.
These factsarewellknown. W hat ism ore interesting forus isthat EXX eigenvaluies forNeand Ar
are deeper than the exact ones. Thism eans that the EXX m ethod binds atom ic states ofNe and
A rtoo strongly and exact correlation would correct for this overbinding. W hen LDA correlation
are added to the exact exchange EXXcmethod) the situation worsens. For exam ple, the EXX
uppem ost occupied eigenvalues are roughly 1.5, 0.3 €V deeper than the exact eigenvalues forNe
and A r respectively. In the EX X cm ethod the di erence growsto 32 and 1.7 €V respectively. It is
Interesting to note that for occupied states this expected behavior of exact correlation ofthe K S
theory is sin ilar to the role of correlation in the m any-body G reen’s functions approach. T here,
the m any-body correlation shift the eigenvalues, or rather the poles of the oneparticle G reen’s
functions, In the opposite direction as the HartreeFock shift. The wellknown e ect is that bind—
Ing energies of occupied states are much too strong w thin HartreeFock. It tums out that the
EXX K S occupied states are also m ore bound than the expected exact K S states, but the e ect is
much sn aller than in the H artreeFock theory. T he analogy brakes down for em pty states. In this
case, EXX results in still degper unoccupied states than in experim ent and adding LDA correla—
tion m akes them even deeper. O n the other hand, H artreeFock theory hardly binds at all. This
striking di erence between the EXX and Hartreetock theories is because H artreeFock only has
an asym ptotic 1=r potential for the occupied states and has an exponentially decaying potential
for the em pty states. In contrast, the K S Vy ¢ potentialhas a Coulom bic tail for all states. O ne
says, that the H artreeFock potential is selfinteraction free only for occupied states, whereas the
K S potential (exact and EX X ) is self-nteraction free for all states.

For the heavier atom sKr and Xe, we perform a full relativistic OEP calculation as relativistic
e ects should be in portant. In these cases, we do not have exact K S potentials or eigenvaluesw ith
w hich to com pare the results. H owever, a com parison w ith the experin ental rst ionization poten—
tial show sthat, when the soin-orbi interaction is neglected, the exact exchange calculation gives a
slightly overdbound uppem ost occupied level. Here again, LDA correlation lower the eigenvalues
too far. It is clear that for all noblegas atom s adding LDA correlation to exact K S exchange
deteriorates the one-electron properties.



So farwehave com pared LDA ,EXX and EXX cK S eigenvaluesw ith the exact ones, w here avail-
able, and w ith the experin ental rst lonization potentialand binding energies ofunoccupied states.
For nite systam s, it is possble to relate certain excitations w ith totalenergy di erences. This is
the case forthe rstionization potentialI=E N 1] EN J,electrona niyA=EN ] E N + 1],
and the energy gap E4, Eq. (1). The electron a nity, A, asde ned by a totalenergy di erence is
zero w thin LD A theory form ost atom s. T his isbecause in LDA the corresponding N + 1 electron
systam is not bound. In the case ofnoblegas atom s, how ever, the experin entala niy does van—
ish, and the LDA result is ortuiously correct. Since the a niy vanishes, the gap m ust equalthe
lonization energy. T he sam e argum ent is valid for EXX .On the other hand, EXXc givesa anall
but nite value for the a nity. Table III show s the atom ic energy gaps E 4, both experim ental
and calculated from totaltenergy di erences wihin LDA, EXX and EXXc. These energy gaps
are com pared to the K S eigenvalie di erences y+1 O ) y O ). In addition, the (triplet-singlet
averaged) rst opticalgap is presented o, aswell as a calculated in each m ethod totakenergy
optical gap = E N ] E N ]J. Here. E N ] is the total ground-state energy and E N ] is the
self-consistent total energy of an excied state In which there is a hole in the uppem ost p-shell
and an electron in the next sshell.

F irst, we note that the K S gap rather poorly approxin ates the experin ental findam entalgap.
T he average deviation over the four elem ents between the K S and true gaps is 5.9, 4.0, 3.1 &V
for LDA, EXX and EXXc resgpectively. A s shown by the data, LDA K S gaps deviate the m ost.
W hen expressed In percents, LDA ,EXX and EXXcK S gapsacocount for63 %, 75 % and 80 $ of
the experin ental findam ental atom ic gaps respectively. For Ne (Tablk I), the highly accurate K S
energy gap am ounts to 77 $ of the experim entalone. For Ar (Tablk IT) we could only estin ate
the exact K S gap to be of about 68 $ of the experin ental one. The situation changes when we
com pare K S gaps to experin ental opticalgaps. It tums out that LDA , EX X and EX X ¢ reproduce
the atom ic opticalgapswith 13 %, 3 % and 9 % accuracy respectively. The highly accurate K S
gap of Ne am ounts to 99.9 $ of the opticalgap. In particular, the good agreem ent of the EXX
m ethod w ith experin ent is to be noted. An interesting question is whether sin ilar trends take
place In the solid phase. W e m ight expect the answer to be yes if the solid is com posed of a bunch
of weakly interacting atom s.

W hen we com pare the experin ental fuindam ental gap of noblegas atom s w ith the calculated
totalenergy di erences Eqg. 1) the agreem ent is fairly good. A cross four elem ents, LDA , EXX
and EX X ¢ reproduce the experim ental atom ic gapson averageto 4 $,6 $ and 3 $ accuracy re—
Soectively. P erform Ing a sim ilar atthough less rigorously justi ed totalenergy calculation ofoptical
gaps the agreement amountsto 5% ,5% and 4 $ for LDA ,EXX and EXXc regpoectively. W hat
is ram arkable is that for a totalenergy di erence calculations accounting for correlation seem s to
be very in portant. In fact, the best totakenergy di erence resuls com e from the EX X cm ethod,
the worse w ith the pure EXX one.

In the next section we w ill investigate w hether sim ilar trends take place in the solid phase.

ITII.NOBLE-GAS SOLIDS:NE,AR,KR AND XE

W e perform ed our calculations for noblegas solids w ithin the pseudopotential and plane-w ave
form alism . For each apprexin ate B, (LDA, EXX and EXXc), a pseudopotential was generated
using the sam e fupctiona®l. W e Hllowed the EX X planewave fom alisn developed-by G oringEZ:
and Stadek et al%3. This form alism had been applied in our previous publication?. The plane-
wave cuto ranged between 50 and 120 Rydbergs depending on the m aterial and whether the
structural or electronic properties were investigated. For solid krypton and xenon, the spin-orbit
Interaction was taken Into account perturbatively.

In Table IV the experim entaland calculated equilbrium foc Jattice constants are presented. T he
percent deviations from experin ent are also given. A s already noted, noblegas solids resemble



loosely bound isolated atom s. For such system s the total energy only weakly depends on the in—
teratom ic distance. The energy-volum e curve is very at and the system hardly binds. In the
absence of stronger interatom ic interactions, a theoretical determ ination of equilbriim properties
is sub Ect to a rather large uncertainty. U sual convergence criteria for totalenergy determ nation
can easily becom e Insu cient and m inor com putational details, lke for exam ple, details of the
pseudo-potential construction can m atter. For all these reasonsw,e have checked our LDA resuls
against ndependent results from publicly availble LDA codes£d%3

Asshown in Tabl IV, the structural equilbrium properties of noblegas solids are very poorly
described by the allm ethods. For exam ple, the error in the estin ate of the lattice constant for
neon ismore than 13 % . T his discrepancy is unusually large; orm ost solids, LDA gives a lattice—
constant estin ate w ithin about 12 % . ForAr, Krand X e, the LDA discrepancy is on the order of
5 % . A though not as dram atic as for N g, this disagreem ent is stillm uch larger than usual. U sing
the EXX m ethod w ithout correlation does not help much; the disagreem ent w ith experin ent is
Just as large as In the other two cases. In contrast to the LDA which underestin ates the lattice
Soacing, the EXX m ethod overestin ates it for Ar, Kr and Xe. W ih the exosption of neon, the
com bined m ethod, exactexchange plus LDA correlation EXXc), isthe closest to experin ent, but
it is still not perfect. This result is sim ilar to what was seen In the previous section’s atom ic
calculations. For total energy di erences, the EXX cm ethod gives the m ost accurate results. Tt
is worth noting, that none of these approxin ations properly account for the longrange Van der
W aals interactions that are responsible for the binding of noblegas solids. It is not surprising that
structural properties di er so m uch from experim ent.

Figures I-IV show theband structures along the L—- X directions forNe,Ar,Krand Xewith Kr
and X e being treated relativistically. T he solid lines represent the EX X band structure, the dashed
lines correspond to the LDA one. In TablesV -V ITI the K S energies at high sym m etry points , X
and L arepresented. In Table IX the K S energy gaps are com pared w ith the experin entalabsolute
energy gaps and w ith the corresponding opticalgaps for solid Ne, Ar, Kr and X e. It is n portant
to keep In m ind that for this special class of elem ents, the description of the electronic structure
provided by LDA, EXX and EX X cm ight be expected to work less accurately In the solid phase
than for isolated atom s. T his isbecause in addition to only approxin ating short-range correlation,
our functionals do not account for the longrange Van der W aals e ects.

N evertheless, it is interesting to consider how wellLDA ,EX X and EXX c describe the electronic
structure of noblegas solids. In LDA , the K S gaps are on average 55 $ of the experin ental gaps.
This is a typical result for solids, and though slightly less accurate than for the atom ic lim it given
by LDA . For noblegas solids EXX and EXXc reproduce about 68 % of the fuindam ental gap,
whereas In the atom ic lim it the K S gap ranged on average to 74 % and 79 % ofthe experim ental
fundam entalgap or EXX and EX X c respectively. The fact that the EXX and EXXcK S gaps in
noblegas solids are not very close to the experin ental findam ental gaps is a central result of our
Investigation. T he atom ic results suggested that the EXX K S gaps should be close to the optical
gaps. Since the noblegas solids have a Jarge exciton binding energy, the opticalgap is appreciably
an aller than the fundam entalgap. W hat we observe In Table IX isthat the EXX and EXXcKS
gaps are still signi cantly am aller than optical gaps in noblegas solids. T hey am ount to about 80
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% —81l % ofthe experim ental algaps, whereas the agreem ent is 97 $ In the atom ic lim it.

T he valence bands show very little dispersion in F igs. 1 through 4. Furthem ore, the energy dis—
tance between occupied s and p bands is very close to the K S energy gap between s and p valence
states In the isolated atom s. This con m s the popular picture that rare-gas solids are com posed
of alm ost undisturbed atom s. H ow ever, the conduction bands exhbi a rather pronounced disper—
sion. It would be interesting to verify this result experin entally. C learly, an indirect con m ation
is the fact that the experim ental optical gap of the solid is always larger than the optical gap in
the corresponding atom : The hole and the electron attract each other strongly if they are both
localized on the same atom . In the solid, on the other hand, the hol is sim ilarly localized as
in the atom , while the electron In the conduction band is m ore delocalized, leading to a weaker
interaction w ith the hole.



Another ram arkable result is that the total valenceband w idth resulting from LDA is an aller
than the one from EXX forneon. Forargon, both w idths are com parable. For krypton and xenon,
the EXX width is smaller. W e recall that previous EXX calculations have shown that for sp-
sam iconductors, EX X leads to narrow er totalvalenceband w idths than in LDA .0 nly for diam ond
w as the opposite ocbserved.

IVv.CONCLUSIONS

W e have applied the exact exchange m ethod w ithin density-fiinctional theory to the noblegas
solids, Ne, Ar, Krand Xe. t was previously shown forHe, Be and N e atom s that the K ohn-Sham
energy gap com ing from a nearly exact K S potential is an excellent approxin ation to the atom ic
opticalgap but not to the findam ental (quasiparticle) gap. The EXX K S gaps for these atom sare
also in very good agreem ent (3 $ In average) w ith experin entalopticalgaps. A centralquestion of
our investigation wasw hether the sam e holds for the noblegas solids. It tums out that, In contrast
to previous resuls for sp-sem iconductors, the EXX-K S gaps In noblegas solids are appreciably
an aller than the experin ental findam ental gaps. M oreover, they are also an aller by 20% than
the experim entalopticalgaps. T he results of our investigation clearly show that the EXX m ethod
does not provide a K S band structure that agrees equally wellw ith experin ent for sem iconductors
and insulators.
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Ne LDA EXX EXXc QMC CI E xpt.
1s 824 34 -838.30 -840.38 -838.18 -838.30

2s -35.97 -46.73 -48.40 —44 .93 -45.01

2p -13.54 23.14 24.76 21.61 -21.69 2156
3s -0.07 523 5.77 -4.97 4.9
3p 311 340 -3.00 294
4s -1.95 —=2.03 -1.90 -1.89
3d -1.57 -1.63 -1.55 -1.53

TABLE I. Neon-atom energy levels (in €V ). The Kohn-Sham energies are from LD A, exact exchange
(EXX) and exact exchange wih LDA correlation EXXc). Coumn QM C gives the eigenvalues obtained
wih the alm ost exact K ohn-Sham potential of Ref. [18]. Column CI presents results of alm ost exact
Kohn-Sham calculation ofRef. R0O].

Ar LDA EXX EXXc CI E xpt.
1s -3095.39 -3112.99 311542 311382
2s -293.61 30327 -305.13 -302.59
2p -229.67 -237.46 23936 —236.85
3s —24.02 —29.90 3137 —28.79
3p -10.40 -16.07 -17.48 -14 .88 -15.76
4s -026 -4 .37 —4.94 -4 .08
4p =2.77 3.09 -2.66
3d -1.86 229 -1.83

TABLE II. Argon-atom energy lvels (in €V ).The Kohn-Sham energies are from LD A, exact exchange
(EXX) and exact exchange with LD A correlation Colum n C I presents results of alm ost exact K ohn-Sham
calculation of Ref. RO].
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E xpt: Eg 21.56 15.76 14 .00 1213
Expt: opt 16.63 1157 9.94 8.35
LDA: Eg 22.66 16.17 14 44 12.73
17.74 11.96 1032 8.87

K ohn Sham 1347 10.14 8.76 7.50

EXX: Eq 1983 14.77 1322 11.66
1516 10.96 9.58 8.32

K ohn Sham 17.91 11.70 9.81 8.12

EXXc: Eqg 2131 16.03 1461 12.79
16.08 11.72 1028 8.97

K ohn Sham 18.99 1254 10.58 8.82

TABLE III. Fundam ental energy gaps Eq=IA and optical gaps from experin ent and calculations in
neutralatom sNe,Ar,Krand Xe. opt isthemultiplet-averaged experim ental transition energy from the
ground state to p5 s' state. is the calculated totalenergy di erence between the excited atom in the
(p5 s') con guration and the ground state. K ohn sham 1S the Kohn-Sham gap.

Ne Ar Kr Xe

a" *pt 8.44 9.94 10.66 11.59
atP? 729 935 1013 11.14
136 % 59% 50% 39%

atxx 723 1013 11.07 12.66
143 % 19% 38% 92'%

atxxe 7.06 9.80 10.77 12.06
164 % 14 % 10% 41'%

TABLE IV. Equilbrium cubic lattice spacing (in au. from experin ent and calculations. Percents
show the diviations of the lattice constant from experin ent.

1N



Ne LDA

EXX EXXc

—22.98 2404 2422

0.00 0.00 0.00

1132 1415 14.76

2926 31.71 3228

X 22 .87 23.96 2414
-0.62 -0.56 -0.53

-020 022 021

1821 2124 2191

19.00 21.79 2238

L —22.90 —23.98 2416
-0.69 -0.58 -0.55

-0.07 -0.06 -0.06

17.06 1984 2042

1721 20.05 20.68

TABLE V. Nesolid Kohn-Sham eigenvalies In eV from LDA, EXX and EXX plis LDA correlation

(EXXc) at high sym m etry points.

Ar LDA EXX EXXc
-14 .57 -14 .48 -14 .51

0.00 0.00 0.00

8.16 9.61 10.14

1551 1601 1637

17.89 18.08 1837

X -14 28 -14 20 -14 25
-127 -1.14 -1.06

-0.45 -0.42 -0.39

10.85 12.02 1257

1234 1324 13.70

1489 1631 16.67

L -14 35 -14 27 -14 .32
-1.40 -125 -1.16

-0.15 -0.14 -0.14

11.03 1217 12.65

1329 14 .80 1524

1512 1569 16.09

TABLE VI. Arsolid Kohn-Sham eigenvalies n eV from LDA,EXX and EXX plus LDA correlation

EXXc) at high sym m etry points.
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Kr LDA EXX EXXc
-14 .81 -13.74 -14 .62

-0.73 -0.65 -0.67

0.00 0.00 0.00

6.47 7.87 8.02

13.18 1343 13.80

X -14 .55 -13.45 -14 39
-1.77 -1.65 -1.59

-0.88 -0.82 -0.79

-0.54 -0.52 -0.49

8.76 9.65 10.05

10.09 10.70 1111

1328 1449 14.78

16.94 17.63 17.96

L -14 .62 -13.53 -14 .45
-1.88 -1.74 -1.66

-0.59 -0.54 -0.54

-0.18 -0.18 -0.17

8.92 9.88 10.16

11.79 13.07 1341

12.77 13.09 1347

TABLE VII. K rsolid Kohn-Sham eigenvalues In eV from LDA,EXX and EXX plus LDA correlation

EXXc) at high sym m etry points. Spin-orbit splittings ncluded.

Xe LDA EXX EXXc
-13.01 -11.14 -12.71

-1.44 -127 -1.34

0.00 0.00 0.00

526 6.69 6.51

10.07 9.96 10.50

X -12.70 -10.71 -12.41
243 229 224

-120 -1.15 -1.09

-0.67 -0.66 -0.61

6.53 7.01 747

743 7.64 8.17

11.66 12.62 12.84

14.18 13.85 14 .42

L -12.77 -10.81 -12.48
-2 .48 234 227

-0.93 -0.86 -0.85

023 -023 021

6.85 7.53 7.78

9.73 9.68 1022

9.78 9.73 1028

TABLE V III. Xes0lid K ohn-Sham eigenvalues In eV from LDA,EXX and EXX plis LDA correlation

EXXc) at high sym m etry points. Spin-orbit splittings inclided.
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v E;DA ngx ngxC ngpt E xpt
Ne 1132 1415 14.76 214 174
Ar 8.16 9.61 9.95 142 122
Kr 647 7.87 8.02 116 102
Xe 526 6.69 6.51 98 8.4

EXXc

TABLE IX . Calculated and m easured energy gaps in noblegas solids in &V .E;D A,

are Kohn-Sham gaps from LDA, pure EXX and EXX plis LDA correlation respectively. ngpt is the

experin ental findam entalgap.

1D

is the experim ental optical gap.



Fig.1.
Fig.2.
Fig. 3.

Fig.4.

FIGURES

Band structure of Ne along L- X directions calculated wihin EXX
(solid lines) and LDA (dashed lines).

Band structure of Ar along L— X directions calculated wihin EXX
(solid lines) and LDA (dashed lines).

Band structure of Kr along L— X directions calculated wihin EXX
(solid lines) and LDA (dashed lines). Spin-orbit splitting included.
Band structure of Xe along L—- X directions calculated within EXX
(solid lines) and LDA (dashed lines). Spin-orbit splitting included.
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