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Abstract

W e show that the HartreeFock HF) resuls cannot be reproduced w ithin the
fram ew ork of K ohn-Sham (K S) theory because the singleparticle densities of nie
system s cbtained wihin the HF calculations are not v-representable, ie., do not
correspond to any ground state of a N non-interacting electron system s in a local
extemal potential. For this reason, the K S theory, which nds a mninum on a
di erent subset ofalldensities, can overestim ate the ground state energy, as com pared
to the HF result. T he discrepancy between the two approaches provides no grounds
to assum e that either the K S theory or the density functional theory su ers from
intemal contradictions.
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The HartreeFock method HF), rstproposed in the pioneering works ofH artree and Fock [1,2]
isknown to be sucoessfill in calculating properties of electron system s, in particular, the ground state
properties of atom s. Based on a varational principle, the HF m ethod estin ates the ground state
energy E of an elkctron system from above, ie., Eyr E,where Eyr is the ground state energy
calculated w ithin the HF m ethod. If the ground state wave function of N electrons is approxin ated
by a singke N electron Slater determ inant, the HF solution delivers them ninum valie Eyy on the
set of all such detem inants. A greem ent, or otherw ise, w ith the HF resuls is often used to estin ate
the sucoess of other approxin ate com putational schem es.

TheD ensity FunctionalT heory O FT ) exploits the one-to-one correspondence betw een the single—
particle electron density and an extemalpotential acting upon the systam and relies on the existence
of a universal functional F [ (r)] which can be m inin ized In order to nd the ground state energy
B]. The Kohn-Sham (K S) theory goes further In reducing the problem of calculating ground state
properties of a m any-electron system In a local extermal single-particle potential to solving H artree-
like one—electron equations [3,4]. Successfiil solution of these equations allow s to predict, at least In
principle, the atom ic, m olecular, cluster and solid bodiesbinding energies, phonon spoectra, activation
barriers etc., see eg. Bl.

Tt isnatural, therefore, to ask whether the HF ground state energy can be successfully reproduced
in the Kohn-Sham approach. W e note rst that a universaldensity functionalFy ¢ [ ] can be de ned
w ith the help ofthe constrained-search technique [6]. H ad the explicit form ofFyr [ ]been available,
the HF and the DFT approach would have yilded the sam e resuls for the ground state energy,
Eur = Epar, and the electron density, ur (£) = pur &), bl. Here, Epgr and pur () are the
exact DFT HartreeFodk energy and density respectively, while yr (r) isthe HF density. Unfortu—
nately, the correspondence theorem [3,6] establishes the existence of the functionalonly In principle,
and provides no unique practical recipe for its construction. R ather, for practical calculations one has
to resort to the K S approach. E xhaustive calculations [7{9] of the ground state energies of di erent
atom s show that, ifthe K S approach isused, the resulting energy E¢ sy r Usually exoeeds the energy
Eyr Obtained by the HF m ethod,
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R ecently, there have been suggestions that this disagreem ent m ay point to Intrinsic aw s in both
the DFT and the K S theories. O ne m ight suspect, therefore, that an exact local exchange potential
does not exist for ground states of typical atom s (see B,92] and references therein) . W e w ill, how ever,
argue that the discrepancy (1) between the HF and K S is due to the di erent dom ains on which
the respective functionals are de ned. M ore soeci cally, we will show that whilk a KS density is
v-representative, a HF density isnot, ie., i cannot be obtained as the ground state density ofany N
non-interacting electrons in a localpotential. A sa resul, the K S m ethod sin ply delivers a m Inin um
on a di erent class ofelectron densities, and its disagreem ent w ith the HF approach doesnot indicate
the existence of any Intemal contradictions either in KS orDFT approadch.

T he purpose ofthis Letter isto show that HF results cannot be reproduced w ithin the fram ew ork
of K S theory because the sihgleparticle densities of nite N electron system s obtained within the
HF calculations are not v—representable. T hism eans that the HF densities cannot be obtained as the
ground state density of any N non-interacting electrons in a localpotential. T hus, the discrepancy
between the two approaches, which m anifests itself in the nequality (1), provides no grounds to
assum e that either the K S theory orthe DFT su ers from Intemal contradictions.
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W e begin our study w ith considering the HF ground state energy which is given by the equation
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W e use an atom ic system ofunits: e= m = h= 1, where e and m are ekctron charge and m ass,
resoectively. Here N is the total num ber of electrons, n; are the occupation numbers: n; = 1 ifthe
correspoonding single-particle level is occupied, otherw ise n; = 0. Foran atom onehasv () = Z=r,
where Z is the nuclar charge. T he exchange energy E ; can be represented as follow s
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wih !y denedas !y = "¢ ", "x and functions (1) belhg respectively the oneparticle energies
and wave functions of the HF equations; and isthe In nitely anallnumber, ! 0. Varying Eq.
(2) w ith respect to the singleparticle wave functions ;(r), one obtainsthe HF system ofequations:
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T hese equations di er from an ordinary Schrodinger equation In two essential agoects: they are non—
lnearin {7 (r) and the second temm under the sum on the keft hand side ofEq. (5) that represents
the socalled Fock’s potential is non—Jlocal.

The asym ptotic behavior n r of {F (r), contrary to the case of an ordinary oneparticle
Schrodinger equation, is not determ ined by E ' ¥ and does not have the fom
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On the contrary, t was shown in [I0Jthatatr ! 1 the function {F (r) isnotdetem ned by E F
but behaves as
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where Ef ¥ is the energy of the so-called Fem ievel (ith wave function 17 (r)), which is the
an allest binding energy of the occupied singleparticle levels am ong allE ; In the considered system ,
and
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and Y i, (r=r) isthe I order sphericalpolynom ial. The uniom behavior ofthe occupied levels given
by Eq. (7) is a consequence of the lIong range nature of the non-local Fock potential. The unifom
behavior (7) leads to a num ber of very soeci ¢ features of the ground state wave function, which, as
we w ill see, cannot occur in the K S equations and m akes it in possibl for the K S equations (see Eqg.
(13)) to reproduce the HF density. T hat is, it m akes the HF densities be non-v-representable.

Consider next the HF calculations based on the constrained-search formulation of DFT which
em ploys the HF' density functionalFyr [ ] [6]. The functionalFyr [ ] is cbtained by m Inim izing the
expectation valueFyr [ 1= ( [ ]ﬁj [ 1) over all sihgle<electron Slater determm nants consistent w ith
a xed density (r). The Ham itonian K is of the fom
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From them anner in which the functionalFyr [ ]is constructed it is clear that the resulting ground
state energy Ep g r equals that obtained In the HF method, Eyr,
VA
Epgr = Egr = Fur [purlt V(@) pyr (@dr: (10)

Obviously, puyr () = xr (),where yr (r) isthe HF density cbtained upon solving Eqg. (5), whilke
the determ inant ¥ F , which yields them ininum value, is com posed of the eigenfiinctions ofEqg. (5)
[e1.
To give proof of the non-v representability of the HF densities, we assum e or a m om ent that
ar (r) isnon-interacting v-representable ie., that it can be represented asthe ground state density of
N non-interacting electrons described by the Schrodinger equation w ith som e local potential vy, (¥).
Equivalently, we assum e that the functional Fyr [ ] is de ned In the dom ain of v-representable
densities. As a resul, the HF functionalFyr [ ] can be represented asFypr [ ] Fxl[ Jwih Fy [ ]
being a functionalde ned in the dom ain of v-representable densities,
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The second termm n Eg. (11) being the Hartree temm is obviously a fiinctional of the density. The
K S kinetic energy functional Ty [ ] is known to be de ned in the dom ain of v—representable densities
[4,7] and so is the fourth tet s In Eq. (11). Thus, the exchange energy E ; given by Egq. (3) isalso
to be a functionalE, [ ], de ned on the vrepresentable densities, ashasbeen shown in [11], w ith the
help of the representation (3). It has also been dem onstrated n [11] that the variational derivative
ofE, [ ]exists and can be evaluated explicitly to produce the K S exchange potential [11]

E[ ]
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W e can then prooeed to cbtain the eigenvalues "; and the wave functions ;(r) In Egs. @) and (11),
by solving the K S single-particle equations
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and com pute the density (r) as
X
= nj:oF: (14)
W e note that due to the constrained-search technique [6] the m nimum of the functionalF,[ ] is
given by
z
Fyl 1= (Ksj_ijS)+ v(r) (r)dr; (15)

where g isa sihgk N -electron Slater detemm inant which delivers the lowest energy expectation
value of given by Eg. (9). Thisdetem inant is com posed ofthe sngleparticle wave functions ; (r)
which are the solutions of oneparticlke equations (13). Thus, we are led to the conclusion that the
determ inant " F hasto coincide w ith the determ inant ¢ s . Then the HF wave functions ¥ and
the elgenvaluesE ' ¥ given by Eq. (5) must be equalto the wave-functions ; and the eigenvalues ";
given by Eq. (13). However, it is seen from Eqg. (7) that all shgleparticke HF functions have the
sam e asym ptotic behavior determ ined by the an allest orbitalenergy [10], even though the eigenvalues
E!F arenot, In general, degenerate. O n the other hand, eigenfunctions of Eq. (13) m ay exhibit such
behavioronly ifthe eigenvalues "; are degenerate as it follow s from Eqg. (6). A sa result, we arrived at
contradiction. T his contradiction is resolved once we recognize that at least som e ofthe HF densities
are not non-interacting v-representable. Note that exam ples of non-v-representable densities were
given In Ref. [13]. Obviously, a oneto-one correspondence between non-local potentials and local
ones does not exist [L4]. Therefore, if the explicit orm the finctionalsF®F [ Jand T, [ ]wasknown,
we would not have been able to obtain the HF ground state w ithin the K S theory because they are
de ned on the di erent subsets ofdensities. Forexam ple, it is in possible to reproduce the HF single-
particle eigenvalues E ! ¥ within the K S theory [15]. In other words, the two approxin ate m ethods
have di erent dom ains of applicability and are not am enable to a direct com parison. C onsequently,
the result (1) cannot be used to prove that the KS method or DFT is In any way de cient, aswas
suggested in Refs. B,9].

A f&w rem arksare in orderhere. A single N -electron Slater detem nant concidingwih g can
be cbtained In the optin ized e ective potentialm ethod w ith the localexchange potentialVgypy [L2].
Because of oneto-one correspondence that exists between the wave function, the density and the
local singleparticle potential [3,6], Vopu M ust coincide w ith V, given by Eq. (12),Vy (¥) = Vopu (¥)
as has been dem onstrated in [l1]. Therefore, the ground state energy Eggp of a m any-electron
system calculated in OPM has to be equal to the corresponding energy Ex sy r calculated w ith the
functionalF, [ ,Ex sur = Eorp .- Itisnow tem pting to assum e that allthree energies agres, ie., that
Eur = Exsur = Eorgp [B,9]. But i is not the case since the HF densities are not v—representable.
T his fact is In agreem ent w ith num erical calculations show ng that Eyr < Ex sar [/{9]. O ne should
also m ention one soecial case where the HF and K S theordes give the sam e answer. Fora He atom ,
the HF potential acting on the occupied states is local and the HF density is v—representable, so
that, Egep = Exsar = Epur = Exr . This dbservation is con m ed by num erical calculations B].
For all other atom s, the HF potentials are non—local, and the HF densities are not v-representable.



Obviously, in that case, onehasEggp = Exsur > Epur = Egr In accordance w ith the num erical
calculations [B].

In summ ary, by clarifying the relationship between the non-localexchange HF potential and the
local exchange K S potential, we have shown that the H artreeFodk m ethod cannot be reproduced
within the fram ework of K ohn-Sham theory because the singleparticlke densities of nite system s
obtained in HartreeFodk calculations are not v—representable. W e have dem onstrated that the fact
that the K S calculations of nite electron system s lead to higher ground state energies cannot be
used to infer the existence of inconsistencies In eitherK S orD F'T theory. M ost ofthe soeci ¢ features
ofthe HF m ethod result from the non-localnature ofthe HF potential. For this reason, they provide
no grounds to crticize the K ohn-Sham theory which deals w th local single-particle potentials and
v-representable densities. To conclude, it is worth m entioning that at present there is no com pelling
evidence to believe the HF m ethod to be superior to the K S approach. Am ong the drawbacks of
the HF theory is the welkknown fact that the HF non-local singleparticke potential acting on the
unoccupied states falls o exponentially. A s a result, the HF potential can only support very few
unoccupied energy lkevels, which leads to di culties in treating the excited states. By contrast, the
K S theory doesnot su er from the drawbacks iInherent in the HF m ethod. Thus, a firther study is
needed to clarify which type ofbehavior actually occurs in atom s w ith a large num ber of electrons
and w hether the failure to agree w ith the HF resuls can, indeed, be considered a fault ofthe K S
theory.
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