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Abstract

W e show that the Hartree-Fock (HF) results cannot be reproduced within the

fram ework ofK ohn-Sham (K S)theory because the single-particle densitiesof�nite

system s obtained within the HF calculations are not v-representable, i.e., do not

correspond to any ground state ofa N non-interacting electron system s in a local

externalpotential. For this reason,the K S theory,which �nds a m inim um on a

di�erentsubsetofalldensities,can overestim atetheground stateenergy,ascom pared

to theHF result.Thediscrepancy between the two approachesprovidesno grounds

to assum e that either the K S theory or the density functionaltheory su�ers from

internalcontradictions.
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TheHartree-Fock m ethod (HF),�rstproposed in thepioneering worksofHartreeand Fock [1,2]

isknown tobesuccessfulin calculatingpropertiesofelectron system s,in particular,theground state

properties ofatom s. Based on a variationalprinciple,the HF m ethod estim ates the ground state

energy E ofan electron system from above,i.e.,E H F � E ,where E H F isthe ground state energy

calculated within theHF m ethod.Iftheground statewavefunction ofN electronsisapproxim ated

by a singleN -electron Slaterdeterm inant,theHF solution deliversthem inim um valueE H F on the

setofallsuch determ inants.Agreem ent,orotherwise,with theHF resultsisoften used to estim ate

thesuccessofotherapproxim atecom putationalschem es.

TheDensityFunctionalTheory(DFT)exploitstheone-to-onecorrespondencebetween thesingle-

particleelectron density and an externalpotentialactingupon thesystem and relieson theexistence

ofa universalfunctionalF[�(r)]which can be m inim ized in orderto �nd the ground state energy

[3]. The Kohn-Sham (KS)theory goesfurtherin reducing the problem ofcalculating ground state

propertiesofa m any-electron system in a localexternalsingle-particlepotentialto solving Hartree-

like one-electron equations[3,4].Successfulsolution ofthese equationsallowsto predict,atleastin

principle,theatom ic,m olecular,clusterand solid bodiesbindingenergies,phonon spectra,activation

barriersetc.,seee.g.[5].

Itisnatural,therefore,toaskwhethertheHF ground stateenergy can besuccessfully reproduced

in theKohn-Sham approach.W enote�rstthata universaldensity functionalFH F [�]can bede�ned

with thehelp oftheconstrained-search technique[6].Had theexplicitform ofFH F [�]been available,

the HF and the DFT approach would have yielded the sam e results for the ground state energy,

E H F = E D H F ,and the electron density,�H F (r)= �D H F (r),[6]. Here,E D H F and �D H F (r)are the

exactDFT Hartree-Fock energy and density respectively,while �H F (r)isthe HF density.Unfortu-

nately,thecorrespondencetheorem [3,6]establishestheexistenceofthefunctionalonly in principle,

and providesnouniquepracticalrecipeforitsconstruction.Rather,forpracticalcalculationsonehas

to resortto theKS approach.Exhaustive calculations[7{9]oftheground stateenergiesofdi�erent

atom sshow that,iftheKS approach isused,theresulting energy E K SH F usually exceedstheenergy

E H F obtained by theHF m ethod,

E K SH F � E H F : (1)

Recently,there have been suggestions that this disagreem ent m ay point to intrinsic aws in both

theDFT and theKS theories.Onem ightsuspect,therefore,thatan exactlocalexchangepotential

doesnotexistforground statesoftypicalatom s(see[8,9]and referencestherein).W ewill,however,

argue that the discrepancy (1) between the HF and KS is due to the di�erent dom ains on which

the respective functionals are de�ned. M ore speci�cally,we willshow that while a KS density is

v-representative,aHF density isnot,i.e.,itcannotbeobtained astheground statedensity ofany N

non-interactingelectronsin alocalpotential.Asaresult,theKS m ethod sim ply deliversam inim um

on adi�erentclassofelectron densities,and itsdisagreem entwith theHF approach doesnotindicate

theexistence ofany internalcontradictionseitherin KS orDFT approach.

ThepurposeofthisLetteristoshow thatHF resultscannotbereproduced within thefram ework

ofKS theory because the single-particle densities of�nite N electron system s obtained within the

HF calculationsarenotv-representable.Thism eansthattheHF densitiescannotbeobtained asthe

ground state density ofany N non-interacting electronsin a localpotential.Thus,thediscrepancy

between the two approaches,which m anifests itselfin the inequality (1),provides no grounds to

assum ethateithertheKS theory ortheDFT su�ersfrom internalcontradictions.
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W ebegin ourstudy with considering theHF ground stateenergy which isgiven by theequation

E H F = �
1

2

NX

j= 1

nj

Z

�
�

j(r)r
2
�j(r)dr+

1

2

NX

j= 1;i= 1

njni

Z
��j(r1)�

�

i(r2)�j(r1)�i(r2)

jr1 � r2j
dr1dr2 (2)

+ E x +
X

j= 1

nj

Z

�
�

j(r)�j(r)v(r)dr:

W e use an atom ic system ofunits: e = m = �h = 1,where e and m are electron charge and m ass,

respectively. Here N isthe totalnum berofelectrons,ni arethe occupation num bers:ni = 1 ifthe

corresponding single-particlelevelisoccupied,otherwiseni= 0.Foran atom onehasv(r)= �Z=r,

whereZ isthenuclearcharge.Theexchangeenergy E x can berepresented asfollows

E x = �
1

2

Z
�0(r1;r2;iw)+ 2��(r1)�(w)�(r1 � r2)

jr1 � r2j

dw

2�
dr1dr2 (3)

= �
X

k;i

nkni

Z "
��i(r1)�i(r2)�

�

k(r2)�k(r1)

jr1 � r2j

#

dr1dr2;

and �0(r1;r2;!)isthelinearresponsefunction,which isoftheform

�0(r1;r2;!)=
X

i;k

ni(1� nk)�
�

i(r1)�i(r2)�
�

k(r2)�k(r1)

"
1

! � !ik + i�
�

1

! + !ik � i�

#

; (4)

with !ik de�ned as!ik = "k � "i,"k and functions�k(r1)being respectively theone-particleenergies

and wave functionsofthe HF equations;and � isthe in�nitely sm allnum ber,� ! 0. Varying Eq.

(2)with respectto thesingle-particlewavefunctions�i(r),oneobtainstheHF system ofequations:

"

�
r 2

2
+ v(r)

#

�
H F
i (r)+

NX

j= 1

Z
dr0

jr� r0j

h

j�
H F
j (r

0
)j
2
�
H F
i (r)� �

H F �
j (r

0
)�

H F
i (r

0
)�

H F
j (r)

i

= E
H F
i �

H F
i (r)

(5)

Theseequationsdi�erfrom an ordinary Schr�odingerequation in two essentialaspects:they arenon-

linearin �H F
i (r)and thesecond term underthesum on thelefthand sideofEq.(5)thatrepresents

theso-called Fock’spotentialisnon-local.

The asym ptotic behavior in r of �H F
i (r), contrary to the case of an ordinary one-particle

Schr�odingerequation,isnotdeterm ined by E H F
i and doesnothavetheform

�i(r)jr! 1 � exp(�

q

2jE H F
i jr): (6)

On thecontrary,itwasshown in [10]thatatr! 1 thefunction �H F
i (r)isnotdeterm ined by E H F

i

butbehavesas

�
H F
i (r)jr! 1 �

X

l
Cl[exp(�

q

2jE H F
F jr)]=r

l+ 1
; (7)

where E H F
F is the energy ofthe so-called Ferm i-level(with wave function �H F

F (r)),which is the

sm allestbinding energy oftheoccupied single-particlelevelsam ong allE i in theconsidered system ,

and
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Cl=

+ lX

m = �l

Z

�
H F �
F (r)r

l
Y lm (r=r)�

H F
i (r)dr; (8)

and Y lm (r=r)isthel
th ordersphericalpolynom ial.Theuniform behavioroftheoccupied levelsgiven

by Eq. (7)isa consequence ofthe long range nature ofthe non-localFock potential. The uniform

behavior(7)leadsto a num berofvery speci�cfeaturesoftheground statewavefunction,which,as

wewillsee,cannotoccurin theKS equationsand m akesitim possiblefortheKS equations(seeEq.

(13))to reproducetheHF density.Thatis,itm akestheHF densitiesbenon-v-representable.

Consider next the HF calculations based on the constrained-search form ulation ofDFT which

em ploystheHF density functionalFH F [�][6].ThefunctionalFH F [�]isobtained by m inim izing the

expectation valueFH F [�]= (	[�]jĤ j	[�])overallsingle-electron Slaterdeterm inantsconsistentwith

a �xed density �(r).TheHam iltonian Ĥ isoftheform

Ĥ = �
1

2

Z

 ̂
�
(r)r

2
 ̂(r)dr+

1

2

Z
 ̂�(r1) ̂

�(r2) ̂(r2) ̂(r1)

jr1 � r2j
dr1dr2: (9)

From them annerin which thefunctionalFH F [�]isconstructed itisclearthattheresulting ground

stateenergy E D H F equalsthatobtained in theHF m ethod,E H F ,

E D H F = E H F = FH F [�D H F ]+

Z

v(r)�D H F (r)dr: (10)

Obviously,�D H F (r)= �H F (r),where�H F (r)istheHF density obtained upon solving Eq.(5),while

thedeterm inant	 H F ,which yieldsthem inim um value,iscom posed oftheeigenfunctionsofEq.(5)

[6].

To give proofofthe non-v representability ofthe HF densities,we assum e for a m om entthat

�H F (r)isnon-interactingv-representablei.e.,thatitcan berepresented astheground statedensityof

N non-interacting electronsdescribed by the Schr�odingerequation with som e localpotentialvL(r).

Equivalently, we assum e that the functionalFH F [�]is de�ned in the dom ain of v-representable

densities. Asa result,the HF functionalFH F [�]can be represented asFH F [�]� Fx[�]with Fx[�]

being a functionalde�ned in thedom ain ofv-representabledensities,

Fx[�]= Tk[�]+
1

2

NX

j= 1;i= 1

njni

Z
��j(r1)�

�

i(r2)�j(r1)�i(r2)

jr1 � r2j
dr1dr2 + E x +

Z

v(r)�(r)dr: (11)

The second term in Eq. (11)being the Hartree term isobviously a functionalofthe density. The

KS kineticenergy functionalTk[�]isknown to bede�ned in thedom ain ofv-representabledensities

[4,7]and so isthe fourth term sin Eq.(11).Thus,theexchange energy E x given by Eq.(3)isalso

tobea functionalE x[�],de�ned on thev-representabledensities,ashasbeen shown in [11],with the

help ofthe representation (3).Ithasalso been dem onstrated in [11]thatthe variationalderivative

ofE x[�]existsand can beevaluated explicitly to producetheKS exchangepotential[11]

Vx(r)=
�Ex[�]

��(r)
: (12)

W ecan then proceed to obtain theeigenvalues"i and thewavefunctions�i(r)in Eqs.(4)and (11),

by solving theKS single-particleequations
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0

@ �
r 2

2
+

NX

j= 1

Z
dr0

jr� r0j
j�j(r

0
)j
2
+ Vx(r)+ v(r)

1

A �i(r)= "i�i(r): (13)

and com putethedensity �(r)as

�(r)=
X

i

nij�i(r)j
2
: (14)

W e note that due to the constrained-search technique [6]the m inim um ofthe functionalFx[�]is

given by

Fx[�]= (�K SjĤ j�K S)+

Z

v(r)�(r)dr; (15)

where �K S is a single N -electron Slaterdeterm inant which delivers the lowest energy expectation

valueofĤ given by Eq.(9).Thisdeterm inantiscom posed ofthesingle-particlewavefunctions�i(r)

which are the solutionsofone-particle equations(13). Thus,we are led to the conclusion thatthe

determ inant	 H F hasto coincidewith thedeterm inant	 K S.Then theHF wavefunctions�H F
i and

theeigenvaluesE H F
i given by Eq.(5)m ustbeequalto thewave-functions�i and theeigenvalues"i

given by Eq. (13). However,itisseen from Eq. (7)thatallsingle-particle HF functionshave the

sam easym ptoticbehaviordeterm ined bythesm allestorbitalenergy[10],even thoughtheeigenvalues

E H F
i arenot,in general,degenerate.On theotherhand,eigenfunctionsofEq.(13)m ay exhibitsuch

behavioronlyiftheeigenvalues"iaredegenerateasitfollowsfrom Eq.(6).Asaresult,wearrived at

contradiction.Thiscontradiction isresolved oncewerecognizethatatleastsom eoftheHF densities

are notnon-interacting v-representable. Note that exam ples ofnon-v-representable densities were

given in Ref.[13]. Obviously,a one-to-one correspondence between non-localpotentials and local

onesdoesnotexist[14].Therefore,iftheexplicitform thefunctionalsF H F [�]and Tk[�]wasknown,

wewould nothavebeen ableto obtain theHF ground statewithin theKS theory because they are

de�ned on thedi�erentsubsetsofdensities.Forexam ple,itisim possibletoreproducetheHF single-

particle eigenvaluesE H F
i within the KS theory [15].In otherwords,the two approxim ate m ethods

havedi�erentdom ainsofapplicability and arenotam enableto a directcom parison.Consequently,

the result(1)cannotbe used to prove thatthe KS m ethod orDFT isin any way de�cient,aswas

suggested in Refs.[8,9].

A few rem arksarein orderhere.A singleN -electron Slaterdeterm inantcoinciding with �K S can

beobtained in theoptim ized e�ectivepotentialm ethod with thelocalexchangepotentialVO P M [12].

Because ofone-to-one correspondence that exists between the wave function,the density and the

localsingle-particlepotential[3,6],VO P M m ustcoincidewith Vx given by Eq.(12),Vx(r)= VO P M (r)

as has been dem onstrated in [11]. Therefore,the ground state energy E O E P ofa m any-electron

system calculated in OPM hasto be equalto the corresponding energy E K SH F calculated with the

functionalFx[�],EK SH F = E O E P .Itisnow tem ptingtoassum ethatallthreeenergiesagree,i.e.,that

E H F = E K SH F = E O E P [8,9].Butitisnotthe case since the HF densitiesarenotv-representable.

Thisfactisin agreem entwith num ericalcalculationsshowing thatE H F < E K SH F [7{9].Oneshould

also m ention onespecialcase where theHF and KS theoriesgivethesam eanswer.Fora Heatom ,

the HF potentialacting on the occupied states is localand the HF density is v-representable,so

that,E O E P = E K SH F = E D H F = E H F .Thisobservation iscon�rm ed by num ericalcalculations[8].

Forallotheratom s,the HF potentialsare non-local,and the HF densitiesare notv-representable.
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Obviously,in thatcase,onehasE O E P = E K SH F > E D H F = E H F in accordance with thenum erical

calculations[8].

In sum m ary,by clarifying therelationship between thenon-localexchangeHF potentialand the

localexchange KS potential,we have shown thatthe Hartree-Fock m ethod cannot be reproduced

within the fram ework ofKohn-Sham theory because the single-particle densities of�nite system s

obtained in Hartree-Fock calculationsare notv-representable.W ehave dem onstrated thatthe fact

thatthe KS calculations of�nite electron system s lead to higher ground state energies cannot be

used toinfertheexistenceofinconsistenciesin eitherKS orDFT theory.M ostofthespeci�cfeatures

oftheHF m ethod resultfrom thenon-localnatureoftheHF potential.Forthisreason,they provide

no groundsto criticize the Kohn-Sham theory which dealswith localsingle-particle potentialsand

v-representabledensities.To conclude,itisworth m entioning thatatpresentthereisno com pelling

evidence to believe the HF m ethod to be superior to the KS approach. Am ong the drawbacks of

the HF theory isthe well-known factthatthe HF non-localsingle-particle potentialacting on the

unoccupied states fallso� exponentially. Asa result,the HF potentialcan only supportvery few

unoccupied energy levels,which leadsto di�cultiesin treating the excited states. By contrast,the

KS theory doesnotsu�erfrom thedrawbacksinherentin theHF m ethod.Thus,a furtherstudy is

needed to clarify which type ofbehavioractually occursin atom swith a large num berofelectrons

and whether the failure to agree with the HF results can,indeed,be considered a faultofthe KS

theory.
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