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W ehaveexam ined theperform anceoftheanalyticHartree-Fock-Slater(HFS)m ethod forvarious

� values and em piricaly determ ined the optim al� value by m inim izing the m ean absolute error

(M AE) in atom ization energies ofthe G 2 set ofm olecules. At the optim al� the HFS m ethod’s

perform anceisfarsuperiorwith theM AE of14kcal/m olthan thatofthelocaldensityapproxim ation

(M AE � 36 kcal/m ol) or the Hartree-Fock theory (M AE � 78 kcal/m ol). The HFS exchange

functionalwith � = 0:7091 perform ssigni�cantly betterthan the K ohn-Sham exchange functional

for equally weighted atom s H-K r. W e speculate that use ofthis single � value m ay be usefulin

param etrization ofem piricalexchange-correlation functionals.

PACS num bers:

K eywords: analytic density functionaltheory,exchange potential,Slater’s X �,H artree-Fock-Slater

The problem swith num ericalintegration in quantum

m echanicalcalculations are wellknown.1,2 Thus,allab

initio electronic structure calculations can be divided

into two classes. In the �rst class, historically called

ab initio, allquantum m echanicalm atrix elem ents are

com puted to m achine precision.3 The second class of

electronic structure calculations require num ericalinte-

gration and m achine-precision m atrix elem ents are to-

tally im practical,and thus,except for atom s,m achine-

precision energies are out of the question. Untilvery

recently this second class included alm ost all density-

functionalcalculations.4 Recently,fully analyticHartree-

Fock-Slater5 (HFS)variantofthedensity functionalthe-

ory (DFT)wasim plem ented using G aussian basissets.1

This approach em ploys �tting ofthe potentialto inte-

grablefunctionalform ,ratherthan by �tting orintegra-

tion on num ericalgrid.Thetechniqueiscom putationally

very e�cient in com parison with the grid-based im ple-

m entation and providessm ooth potentialenergy surfaces

and exactenergy gradients.1 W e haverecently extended

this schem e to allow for the atom -dependent exchange

param eters� thatscaletheexchangepotentialby m eans

ofa m u�n-tin (M T)-like approach.6 In ourm ethod m a-

trix elem ents are com puted to m achine accuracy. Fur-

ther,in contrastto earlierM T im plem entation,herethe

energy is both m eaningfuland stationary. O ne can re-

quirethatatom sdissociateinto theirexactexperim ental

rather than approxim ate Hartree-Fock (HF) electronic

energies.Thisapproach7 when applied to a standard set

ofm oleculesthatare used in perform ance testsofDFT

m odels yields results that are interm ediate between ei-

ther the localdensity approxim ation (LDA) or the HF

appoxum ation and m oresophisticated hybrid orgeneral-

ized gradientapproxim ations(G G A).8

In theHFS5 m odel,thenonlocalexchangepotentialin

theHartree-Fock m ethod isreplaced by a localexchange

potentialthatisgiven by

vx(~r)= �
3

2

�
3

�

�1=3
��

1=3
: (1)

Here,theparam eter�,calledSlater’sstatisticalexchange

param eter,isunity.Sim ilarexpression forthe exchange

energyofthehom ogeneouselectron gaswasobtained ear-

lierby Dirac.9 Later,G �asp�ar10 and K ohn-Sham 11 (G K S)

obtained thevalueof2=3 for� by variationally m inim iz-

ing the totalenergy functional. In the following years,

� was taken purely as an adjustable param eter to ob-

tain desired atom icproperties.12,13,14,15 The �rst16 HFS

calculations with m eaningfulnum erically integrated to-

talenergies used a uniform � value of0.7. Since then

the HFS m ethod hascom e to m ean this� value.Later,

the electronic structure calculations using the LDA by

showed that the LDA give sim ilar17 but not superior18

binding energies to the HFS m ethod. Severalstudies

since then have shown thatthe LDA hasa generalten-

dency to overbind.19

HF theory being analyticallowscheap geom etry opti-

m ization despiteitsN 4 cost.In an analyticm ethod one

optim izes tens of linear-com bination-of-atom ic-orbital

param eters per atom , rather than hundreds of plane-

wavesper pseudoatom ,or thousands ofnum ericalinte-

gration pointsperall-electron atom .W ith orwithoutthe

M T-like advance,an N
3 analytic m ethod m ight prove

to bea practicalgeom etry-optim ization toolifappropri-

atechoice(s)ofthe exchangeparam eter(s)is(are)m ade.

In this article we asses the perform ance ofanalytic HF

m odelfor the G K S and the Slater values of� by com -

puting the m ean absolute error (M AE) in atom ization

energiesofa setof56 m olecules(G 2 set). W e then de-

term ine the optim alvalue of� by m inim izing the M AE

for the G 2 set ofm olecules. The calculations are per-

form ed forvariousbasissetsin orderto study the basis

setdependence ofthe optim al� value.O urcalculations

show that the analytic HFS m odelwith the optim al�
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value perform s better than the HF theory or the LDA

and henceprovidesa com putationally e�cientschem eto

study large system s at m odest accuracy. Furtherm ore,

by m inim izing the M AE between the HF and the HFS

totalenergiesforatom sH through K r,we�nd thatbest

perform ance ofthe exchange functionalin Eq.(1)isob-

tained for� = 0:7091.

O urcalculationsin the Slater-Roothaan (SR)m ethod

require using the G aussian basis sets to �t the or-

bitalsand the K ohn-Sham potential. W e have used the

valence triple-� (TZ) 6-311G **20,21 and the DG auss22

valence double-�23 basis set (DZVP) for the orbitals.

The s-type �tting bases are obtained by scaling the s-

part of the orbital basis.24 For the non-zero angular

m om entum com ponents the resolution-of-the-identity-J

(RI-J)25 and A222 basis sets are used for the K ohn-

Sham potential�tting. Thus,four sets 6311G **/RI-J,

6311G **/A2,DZVP/RI-J,and DZVP/A2 ofbaseswere

used for optim izing the � value. The m olecules were

optim ized using the Broyden-Fletcher-G oldfarb-Shanno

(BFG S)algorithm .26 The� m inim ization wasperform ed

using powerfulPerlscriptsthatdrive the analytic DFT

code.

O ur�rstattem ptto determ inethe optim al� isbased

on the atom ic calculation. These calculations are nu-

m ericaland thereforearefreefrom thebasissetse�ects.

Herewem inim izetheM AE in theHF and theHFS total

energiesforatom sH through Ar. The m inim um occurs

for � = 0:7267 with the M AE of0.101 a.u. The opti-

m al� valuedecreasesslightly to 0.7091 when thetarget

setisextended to include the atom sup to krypton. At

this value the M AE is 0.33 au. These errorsare an or-

derofm agnitude sm allerthan the M AE (2.38 a.u.) for

the � = 2=3. The exchange functionalin Eq. (1) with

� = 0:7091 is therefore better approxim ation than the

G K S functional,atleastforthe atom icsystem s.

W e now exam ine the perform ance ofthe HFS m odel

fortheG K S and Slater� values.Theperform anceofthe

analyticHFS m odelin prediction ofthe atom ization en-

ergiesfortheG 2 setofm oleculesisgiven in TableI.The

com putation ofatom ization energies is a stringent test

forcom putationalm odelsand hasbeen routinely used in

the appraisalofthe com putationalm odels. The G 2 set

ofm oleculesused in the perform ance analysisisthe set

of54 m oleculesin 56 electronic statesdue to Pople and

coworkers27 and isoften used forperform ancetests.28 It

isapparentfrom the Table Ithatthe errorsare consid-

erably sm allerforthe G K S value of� than forSlater�.

The atom ization energiesare overestim ated forSlater�

with a m ean errorof52.4 kcal/m olwhilefortheG K S �

the m olecules are by and large underbound. The m ini-

m ization ofthe M AE leads to the � value close to 0.7.

The atom ization energies for the G 2 set at the optim al

valuesarealso shown in TableI.G oing from theG K S �

to theoptim al� ,theM AE reducesby about2 kcal/m ol

while the m ean errors decreases by 6-7 kcal/m ol. The

reduction in the m ean error m ainly occurs because it

changes sign for m ore m olecules. For the G K S �,the

errorism axim um (-61.49 kcal/m ol)forthe Si2H 6. Itis

alsom axim alforSi2H 6 attheoptim al� .CO 2 isanother

m olecule forwhich the erroriscom parable to thiserror

atthe optim al� .

In order to investigate the role of basis sets on the

optim al� value,we optim ized the � for four di�erent

basis sets. The optim al� values are 0.70650,0.69937,

0.7032,and 0.698 for the 6311G **/RI-J,6311G **/A2,

DZVP/RI-J,and DZVP/A2,respectively.TheM AE (in

unitsofkcal/m ol)attheseoptim alvaluesare13.5,13.4,

12.8,and 12.8,respectively.Alloptim alvaluesareclose

to 0.7 and are e�ectively insensitive to the orbitalbasis

sets.A sm alldependence on the �tting basissetishow-

evernoticeable.Thebestperform anceisobtained forthe

DZVP/A2 basissetforwhich theM AE is12.8 kcal/m ol.

W ealso carried outtheperform ancetestofthem odel

in predicting the bond distances. For this purpose we

selected all(15 in total)diatom icm oleculesbelonging to

the G 2 set. O ur results show that the M AE in bond

distances also is sm aller at the optim al� value. For

the6311G **/RI-J theM AE atoptim alvalueis0.019 �A,

0.013 �A sm allerthan attheG K S � (0.032 �A).Thebasis

sete�ects show thatthe larger6311G **/RI-J perform s

betterthan the DZVP/A2 basis.The M AE attheirop-

tim al� values for these two bases are 0.019 and 0.048
�A,respectively.Thesearecom parableorbetterthan the

LDA (0.024 �A)orHF (0.028 �A)errors.29

In Table IIwe havesum m arized theresultsofpresent

calculations.In com parison with theLDA orHF thean-

alyticHFS m odelperform anceissigni�cantly better.Its

perform ance is even better than the SR-HF or the SR-

Exact-Atom ic m odels. These m odels are sim ilar to the

presentonebutm akeuseofatom dependent�;which in

case ofSR-HF and SR-Exact-Atom icuses� valuesthat

givetheHF atom icand theexactenergiesforatom icsys-

tem s,respectively. The overallim provem entin the per-

form anceobtained herebym inim izingtheM AE in atom -

ization energiesalso suggestthatthe SR m odelcan also

besim ilarly im proved by m ultidim ensionalm inim ization

ofM AE in the � space. There are severaldensity func-

tionalcom putationalschem es that use the generalized

gradientapproxim ation(G G A),thehybrid G G A orm eta

G G A(Seeforexam ple,Ref.19).Theaccuraciesofthese

m odels for the G 2 set range from 3-8 kcal/m ol,but to

datethey requirenum ericaltreatm ent.Although itsan-

alytic im plem entation iscom putationally m oste�cient,

the optim alvaluescan also be used in any existing den-

sity functionalcode,albeitwith som e reduction in com -

putationalperform ance.Itshould also bebornein m ind

thatthe G 2 set used in obtaining optim al� value con-

tains sm allm olecules consisting ofatom s belonging to

the �rstand second rowsofthe periodic table.

W e have also exam ined the perform ance ofthe ana-

lytic HFS m odelforthe extended G 2 setcontaining 148

m olecules.Reoptim izing the � in orderto m inim ize the

M AE forthislargerG 2 setm ovesoptim al� signi�cantly

farin the direction ofthe G K S’s� value. The analysis

oferrors for individualm olecules in this dataset shows
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TABLE I:The atom ization energies D 0 (kcal/m ol) for the 56 set ofm olecules for two di�erent basis sets. The two basis

sets chosen are I:6311G **/RIJ,II:D ZVP/A2. The � values are G aspar-K ohn-Sham ’s alpha (= 0.66666667),Slater’s alpha

(= 1.0000),and the optim al� forwhich m ean absolute errorism inim um .The lastcolum n containsthe exactvalues.

BasisI BasisI BasisI BasisII BasisII BasisII

� 0.666667 1.00000 0.70650 0.666667 1.00000 0.69800 Exact

H 2 81.56 91.53 82.76 84.16 94.13 84.90 103.50

LiH 33.44 48.59 34.86 30.89 41.90 31.49 56.00

BeH 46.62 79.40 50.09 25.52 46.23 27.11 46.90

CH 63.16 74.57 64.46 64.95 75.70 65.78 79.90

CH 2 (
3
B 1 ) 172.67 242.62 180.69 175.69 244.94 181.41 179.60

CH 2 (
1
A 1 ) 144.13 187.45 149.03 148.50 190.34 151.92 170.60

CH 3 269.96 359.08 280.32 274.91 362.50 282.28 289.20

CH 4 369.54 484.63 382.87 375.72 490.08 385.38 392.50

NH 62.39 77.94 64.13 65.12 79.59 66.21 79.00

NH 2 144.46 186.28 149.20 150.51 189.84 153.69 170.00

NH 3 247.52 327.10 256.68 256.44 332.45 262.79 276.70

O H 91.11 116.00 94.03 94.17 116.74 96.03 101.30

H 2O 205.36 281.07 214.13 213.20 283.90 219.17 219.30

HF 129.94 181.58 136.01 136.08 183.42 140.19 135.20

Li2 6.75 7.78 6.65 5.74 9.69 5.66 24.00

LiF 127.73 200.55 135.59 118.91 192.70 124.75 137.76

C 2H 2 380.64 508.89 395.62 375.39 495.61 385.98 388.90

C 2H 4 514.63 688.39 534.80 519.43 688.06 534.03 531.90

C 2H 6 640.65 858.65 665.79 649.78 864.88 668.10 666.30

CN 175.85 226.64 180.87 168.49 210.50 171.89 176.60

HCN 291.80 371.10 300.99 284.76 354.24 291.08 301.80

CO 262.44 327.45 269.96 251.66 307.16 257.01 256.20

HCO 279.07 370.60 289.35 274.94 359.47 282.37 270.30

H 2CO 357.03 476.46 370.63 356.06 469.07 365.93 357.20

CH 3O H 468.42 640.15 487.97 476.56 643.49 490.71 480.80

N 2 206.16 233.59 209.47 196.84 212.00 198.89 225.10

N 2H 4 371.99 512.35 387.70 386.51 519.20 397.56 405.40

NO 153.63 186.81 157.31 146.96 171.38 149.52 150.10

O 2 144.97 191.03 149.76 141.18 183.86 145.09 118.00

H 2O 2 255.11 356.29 266.06 262.57 361.22 270.64 252.30

F2 60.99 86.35 63.10 60.70 91.54 63.08 36.90

CO 2 413.28 554.85 429.25 398.39 524.83 409.85 381.90

SiH 2 (
1
A 1 ) 116.69 140.69 119.57 119.85 146.07 121.96 144.40

SiH 2 (
3
B 1 ) 110.16 149.90 114.64 112.65 153.60 115.87 123.40

SiH 3 179.61 229.59 185.47 183.25 234.73 187.39 214.00

SiH 4 260.34 326.68 268.22 264.75 333.84 270.39 302.80

PH 2 119.12 139.95 121.62 123.02 147.19 124.89 144.70

PH 3 191.36 229.18 195.93 197.19 240.50 200.61 227.40

H 2S 154.22 188.60 158.33 158.87 199.34 162.23 173.20

HCl 95.69 118.24 98.50 96.37 123.43 98.65 102.20

Na2 5.47 3.85 5.20 5.59 4.66 5.42 16.60

Si2 68.36 90.14 70.80 68.42 92.93 70.48 74.00

P2 91.33 101.21 92.69 91.67 103.08 92.73 116.10

S2 102.03 137.80 106.19 103.03 141.76 106.46 100.70

Cl2 57.18 92.08 60.88 58.37 95.81 61.29 57.20

NaCl 80.52 121.13 84.89 81.00 127.66 84.84 97.50

SiO 182.85 239.02 189.13 182.19 239.66 187.07 190.50

CS 165.02 202.06 169.50 163.97 202.37 167.64 169.50

SO 128.41 177.03 133.65 133.04 183.35 137.30 123.50

ClO 69.56 104.25 72.98 74.70 111.20 77.59 63.30

ClF 69.97 109.07 73.98 74.16 116.73 77.61 60.30

Si2H 6 438.03 562.19 452.72 445.26 576.48 456.04 500.10

CH 3Cl 361.67 484.96 375.92 366.70 492.51 377.46 371.00

H 3CSH 423.74 560.88 439.59 432.27 574.77 444.35 445.10

HO Cl 156.11 222.91 163.21 163.22 234.11 168.94 156.30

SO 2 250.06 356.02 261.65 254.36 360.56 263.42 254.00

m ean absolute 15.9 55.2 13.5 14.5 55.3 12.8
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TABLE II: The m ean absolute error (M AE) (kcal/m ol) in

the atom ization energy of56 m olecules belonging to the G 2

set is com pared within di�erent m odels. The num bers for

theSR-HF and SR-Exact-Atom icarefortheSlater-Roothaan

m odelwith Hartree-Fock � valuesand the� valuesthatgive

the exact-atom ic (See text for m ore details). The results of

them ore com plex PBE G G A functionalare also included for

com parison.

M odel Basis M AE

Hartree-Fock theory 78 Ref.28

LDA 36 Ref.30

PBE 8 Ref.30

SR-HF 6-311G **/RI-J 16 Ref.8

SR-HF D ZVP/A2 16 Ref.8

SR-Exact-Atom ic 6-311G **/RI-J 19 Ref.8

SR-Exact-Atom ic D ZVP/A2 18 Ref.8

HFS (Uniform � ) 6-311G **/RI-J 14 (Presentwork)

HFS (Uniform � ) D ZVP/A2 13 (Presentwork)

thatthisoccursdueto thepresenceofa largepercentof

m oleculescontaining
uorinein theextended G 2dataset.

Theerrorsforthesem oleculesarelowered by decreasing

the � value below 0.7. This is consistentwith our ear-

lier�nding thatthe exactatom ization of
uorine dim er

isobtained form uch sm aller� value of0.3.8 Thisagain

bringsoutthe lim itation ofthe uniform � HFS m ethod

and showsthatthe analytic SR m ethod hasa scope for

im provem ent.Itappearsfrom them inim ization oferrors

oftheG 2 and theextended G 2 data setsand erroranal-

ysis,aswellasfrom the m inim ization ofthe totaltotal

atom icenergiesthatoverallthevaluecloseto0.7isprob-

ably the rightchoice forthe optim al� in the uniform �

calculations.

To sum m arize,the perform ance appraisalofthe ana-

lytic Hartree-Fock-Slaterm ethod iscarried outforvari-

ous� valuesusing theG 2 databaseof56 m olecules.The

� value that gives the best perform ance is determ ined

by m inim izing the m ean absolute errorsin the atom iza-

tion energies of the G 2 set of m olecules. It is shown

that the analytic HFS m odelperform s better than the

LDA or HF as wellas the SR m ethod that uses atom

dependent � which give the exact HF or experim ental

atom icenergies.Further,by m inim izing theM AE in the

HF and the HFS totalenergies it is shown that the lo-

calexchange functionalperform ssigni�cantly betterfor

� = 0:7091 than the G aspar-K ohn-Sham exchangefunc-

tional. The M AE in form er is an order ofm agnitude

sm allerthan theM AE fortheG K S exchangefunctional.

Theuseofthisexchangefunctionalin m oresophisticated

G G As could boost their perform ance considerably,and

perform ance gain is already observed in case ofBecke’s

exchangefunctional.31

Analytic DFT,even at this stage ofdevelopm ent,is

rem arkably accurate.

TheO �ceofNavalResearch,directly and through the

NavalResearch Laboratory,and and the Departm entof

Defense’s High Perform ance Com puting M odernization

Program ,through theCom m on High Perform anceCom -

puting SoftwareSupportInitiativeProjectM BD-5,sup-

ported thiswork.
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