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W e have exam ined the perfom ance ofthe analytic H artree ¥ ock-Slater HF S) m ethod for various

values and em piricaly detem ined the optim al
M AE) in atom ization energies of the G2 set of m olecules. At the optim al

value by m inin izing the m ean absolute error
the HF' S m ethod’s

perform ance is far superiorw ith theM A E of14 kcal/m olthan that ofthe localdensity approxin ation

MAE

36 kcal/m 0l) or the HartreeFock theory M AE

78 kcal/mol). The HFS exchange

functionalwith = 0:7091 perform s signi cantly better than the K ohn-Sham exchange functional

for equally weighted atom s H-Kr. W e speculate that use of this single

value m ay be usefil in

param etrization of em pirical exchange-correlation fiinctionals.

PACS num bers:

K eywords: analytic density functional theory, exchange potential, Slater’s X

The problem s w ith num erical integratijon In quantum
m echanical calculations are well known @ Thus, all ab
initio electronic structure calculations can be divided
Into two classes. In the rst class, historically called
ab initio, all quantum m echanicalm atrix elem ents are
com puted to m achine precjsjon;? The second class of
electronic structure calculations require num erical Inte—
gration and m achineprecision m atrix elem ents are to—
tally im practical, and thus, except for atom s, m achine—
precision energies are out of the question. Until very
recently this second class ncluded aln ost all density—
functionalcalculations# R ecently, fully analytic H artree-
Fock-Slater? HFS) variant ofthe density ﬁmctjonalthel.—
ory OFT) was in plem ented using G aussian basis sets¥
This approach emplys tting of the potential to Inte—
grable functional form , rather than by tting or integra-
tion on num ericalgrid. T he technigque is com putationally
very e cient In com parison with the grid-based Inple—
m entation and provides sm goth potentialenergy surfaces
and exact energy gradients® W e have recently extended
this schem e to allow for the atom -dependent exchange
param eters that scale the exchangg potentialby m eans
ofamu n-tin M T)-lke approach ¥ T ocurm ethod m a—
trix elem ents are com puted to m achine accuracy. Fur-
ther, in contrast to earlierM T in plem entation, here the
energy is both m eaningfiil and stationary. O ne can re—
quire that atom s dissociate into their exact experin ental
rather than approxin ate HartreeFock HEF) electronic
energies. This approadq:z when applied to a standard set
ofm olecules that are used In perform ance tests of DFT
m odels yields results that are intermm ediate between ei-
ther the local densiy approxim ation (LDA) or the HF
appoxunm ation and m ore sophisticated,hybrid or general-
ized gradient approxin ations GGA )£

1!
In the HF $¥ m odel, the nonlocalexchange potential in
the H artreeFock m ethod is replaced by a localexchange

, H artreeFock-Slater
potential that is given by

vy B)= = : 1)

Here, the param eter , called Slater’s statisticalexchange
param eter, is unity. Sin ilar expression for the exchange
energy ofthe hom ogeneousejectron gasw asobtained ear-
lierby D irac® Later, G asp &4 and K chn-Sham %3 GXK S)
obtained the value 0of2=3 for by variationally m inin iz—
ng the total energy functional. Tn the follow ing years,

was taken purely as an adjistalkle param eter,to ob—
tain desired atom ic properties!d23242% The rst9 HFS
calculations w ith m eaningfiil num erically integrated to-—
tal energies used a uniform  value of 0.7. Since then
the HF S m ethod has com e to m ean this value. Later,
the electronic structure calculatiops using the LDA by
showed that the LDA give sin ilat? but not superiorty
binding energies to the HFS method. Several studies
since then have shawn that the LDA has a general ten—
dency to overbind 29

HF theory being analytic allow s cheap geom etry opti-
m ization despite #sN 4 cost. In an analytic m ethod one
optim izes tens of linear-com bination-ofatom ic-orbital
param eters per atom , rather than hundreds of plane-
w aves per pseudoatom , or thousands of num erical inte—
gration pointsperallelectron atom . W ih orw ithout the
M T -lke advance, an N ° analytic m ethod m ight prove
to be a practical geom etry-optin ization tool if appropri-
ate choice(s) of the exchange param eter(s) is(@re) m ade.
In this article we asses the perfom ance of analytic HF
m odel for the GK S and the Slater values of by com —
puting the m ean absolute error M AE) in atom ization
energies of a set of 56 molecules (G2 set). W e then de-
termm ine the optimn alvalie of by m Inim izing the M AE
for the G2 set of m okecules. The calculations are per—
form ed for various basis sets in order to study the basis
set dependence of the optin al value. O ur calculations
show that the analytic HFS m odel w ith the optim al
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value perfomm s better than the HF theory or the LDA

and hence provides a com putationally e cient schem e to

study large system s at m odest accuracy. Furthem ore,
by m Inin izing the M AE between the HF and the HFS

totalenergies for atom sH through Kr,we nd thatbest
perform ance of the exchange finctional in Eq.i'_]:) is ob—
tained for = 0:7091.

O ur calculations In the SlaterR oothaan (SR) m ethod
require using the Gaussian basis sets to t the or-
bitals and the K ohn-Sham poteptjal. W e have used the
vaknce trple- ,TZ) 6-311G *®2%2% and the DG aus®a
valknce double- 23 basis sst (D ZVP) for the orbitals.
The stype tting bases gre obtained by scaling the s—
part of the orbial basis24 For the non-zero angular
mom eptum  com penents the resolution-ofthe-identity-J
RTI-J)2% and A 2223 basis sets are used for the K ohn-
Sham potential tting. Thus, ur sets 6311G **/R IJ,
6311G **/A2,DZVP /RI-J, and D ZVP /A 2 of bases were
used for optim izing the valie. The molculs were
optim ized using the B royden-F letcherG oldfarb-Shanno
BFGS) algorithm 24 The m inin ization wasperform ed
using pow erflil P erl scripts that drive the analytic DFT
code.

Our st attem pt to determm ine the optim al isbased
on the atom ic calculation. These calculations are nu-—
m erical and therefore are free from the basis setse ects.
Herewem inin ize theM AE In the HF and the HF' S total
energies for atom s H through Ar. Them ininum occurs
for = 07267 wih the MAE 0f0.101 au. The opti-
mal value decreases slightly to 0.7091 when the target
set is extended to include the atom s up to krypton. At
this value the M AE is 033 au. These errors are an or—
der ofm agniude an aller than the M AE (238 au.) for
the = 2=3. The exchange functional in Eqg. (il:) w ith

= 0:7091 is therefore better approxin ation than the
GK S functional, at last for the atom ic system s.

W e now exam ine the perform ance of the HF S m odel
forthe GK S and Slater values. T he perform ance ofthe
analytic HF S m odel in prediction of the atom ization en—
ergies for the G 2 set ofm olecules isgiven In Tab]e:_i. The
com putation of atom ization energies is a stringent test
for com putationalm odels and hasbeen routinely used in
the appraisal of the com putationalm odels. The G2 set
ofm olecules used In the perform ance analysis is the set
of 54 m okcules In 56 electronic states due to Poplg and
cow orker2” and is often used for perform ance tests24
is apparent from the Table :_i that the errors are consid—
erably an aller for the GK S value of than for Slater
T he atom ization energies are overestin ated for Slater
with a m ean error of 52 4 kcal/m olwhile for the GK S
the m olecules are by and large underbound. The m Ini-
m zation ofthe M AE lads to the value close to 0.7.
T he atom ization energies for the G 2 set at the optin al
values are also shown in Tab]e:_i. G oing from the GK S
to theoptinal ,theM AE reducesby about 2 kcal/m ol
while the m ean errors decreases by 6-7 kcal/mol. The
reduction In the mean error mainly occurs because it
changes sign for m ore m olecules. For the GKS , the

error ism axinum (61.49 kcal/m ol) or the ShHg. It is
alsom axin alforSiHg attheoptinal . CO ; isanother
m olcul for which the error is com parable to this error
at the optim al

In order to investigate the role of basis sets on the
optinal valie, we optin ized the for our di erent
basis sets. The optinal values are 0.70650, 0.69937,
0.7032, and 0.698 for the 6311G **/R I-J, 6311G **/A 2,
DZVP/RIJ,and DZVP /A2, regpectively. The M AE (in
units of kcal/m o) at these optin alvalues are 135, 134,
128, and 12 8, respectively. A 1l optin al values are close
to 0.7 and are e ectively Insensitive to the orbital basis
sets. A am alldependence on the tting basis set is how -
ever noticeable. T he best perform ance is obtained forthe
D ZVP /A2 basis set forwhich theM AE is 12.8 kcal/m oL

W e also carried out the perform ance test of the m odel
In predicting the bond distances. For this purmpose we
selected all (15 in total) diatom icm olecules belonging to
the G2 set. Our results show that the MAE in bond
distances also is an aller at the optimal value. For
the 6311G **/RI-JtheM AE at optimalvalue is0.0194,
0.013 A gnallerthan attheGKS (0.032 A).Thebasis
set e ects show that the larger 6311G **/R I-J perfom s
better than the DZVP /A2 basis. The M AE at their op-
tinal values for these two bases are 0.019 and 0.048
A, respectively. T hese are com parable orbetter than the
LDA (0.024A) orHF (0.028 A) errors??

In Tablk :ﬁwe have sum m arized the results of present
calculations. In com parison w ith the LDA orHF the an—
alytic HF S m odelperform ance is signi cantly better. Tts
perform ance is even better than the SR-HF or the SR—
E xact-Atom ic m odels. These m odels are sin ilar to the
present one but m ake use of atom dependent ;which in
case of SR-HF and SR-Exact-Atom icuses valuesthat
givethe HF atom ic and the exact energies for atom ic sys—
tem s, respectively. T he overall In provem ent in the per—
formm ance obtained hereby m inim izing theM AE in atom —
ization energies also suggest that the SR m odelcan also
be sin ilarly i proved by m ultidin ensionalm inin ization
ofM AE in the space. There are severaldensity func—
tional com putational schem es that use the generalized
gradient approxim ation (GGA),thehybrid GGA ormeta
GGA (See for exam ple, Ref. :_lg) . The accuracies of these
m odels for the G2 set range from 3-8 kcal/m o], but to
date they require num erical treatm ent. A though its an—
alytic in plem entation is com putationally m ost e cient,
the optin alvalues can also be used In any existing den—
sity functional code, albei w ith som e reduction In com —
putationalperform ance. It should also be bome in m ind
that the G2 set used In ocbtaining optimal valie con-—
tains an all m olecules consisting of atom s belonging to
the st and second row s of the periodic table.

W e have also exam Ined the perform ance of the ana-
Iytic HF S m odel for the extended G 2 set containing 148
m olecules. Reoptin izing the 1n order to m inim ize the
MAE forthislargerG 2 setmovesoptim al signi cantly
far in the direction of the GK S’s value. The analysis
of errors for ndividual m olecules In this dataset shows



TABLE I: The atom ization energies Do (kcal/m ol) for the 56 set of m olecules for two di erent basis sets. The two basis
sets chosen are I: 6311G **/R1J, II: DZVP /A2. The valies are G asparK ohn-Sham ’s alpha (= 0.66666667), Slater’s alpha
(=1.0000), and the optin al forwhich m ean absolute error ism Inin um . T he last colum n contains the exact values.

Basis I Basis T Basis T Basis IT Basis IT Basis IT

0.666667 1.00000 0.70650 0.666667 1.00000 0.69800 Exact
H, 81.56 91.53 82.76 84.16 9413 84.90 103.50
LH 33.44 48.59 34.86 30.89 41.90 31.49 56.00
BeH 46.62 79.40 50.09 2552 4623 2741 46.90
CH 63.16 74 .57 64 .46 64.95 75.70 65.78 79.90
CH, (B1) 172 .67 242 62 180.69 175.69 244 94 18141 179.60
CH, (A1) 14413 187.45 149.03 148.50 19034 151.92 170.60
CHs 269.96 359.08 28032 274 91 362.50 28228 28920
CHg4 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 6621 79.00
NH, 144 46 18628 14920 150,51 189.84 153.69 170.00
NH; 247 52 32710 256.68 256 .44 33245 262.79 276.70
OH 91.11 116.00 94 03 9417 116.74 96.03 101.30
H20 20536 281.07 21413 21320 283.90 21917 21930
HF 129.94 181.58 136.01 136.08 18342 140.19 13520
Li 6.75 7.78 6.65 5.74 9.69 5.66 24 00
LF 127.73 200,55 13559 118.91 192.70 124.75 137.76
CH; 380.64 508.89 395.62 37539 495.61 385.98 388.90
C2Hg4 514.63 688 .39 534 .80 51943 688.06 534.03 531.90
C2Hs 640.65 858.65 665.79 649.78 864 .88 668.10 666.30
CN 175.85 226 .64 180.87 168.49 21050 17189 176.60
HCN 291.80 37110 300.99 284.76 35424 291.08 301.80
co 262 .44 32745 269.96 251.66 307.16 257.01 25620
HCO 279.07 370.60 28935 274 94 35947 28237 27030
H,CO 357.03 476 .46 370.63 356.06 469.07 365.93 35720
CH30H 468 42 640.15 487.97 476 .56 643.49 490.71 480.80
N2 206.16 23359 20947 196.84 212.00 198.89 22510
N,Hg4 371.99 51235 387.70 386.51 51920 397 .56 405 40
NO 153.63 186.81 15731 146.96 17138 149,52 150.10
(oF} 144 .97 191.03 149.76 141.18 183.86 145.09 118.00
H,0, 25511 35629 266.06 26257 36122 270 .64 25230
F, 60.99 86.35 63.10 60.70 91.54 63.08 36.90
CO» 41328 554 .85 42925 398.39 524 .83 409.85 381.90
SH, (A;) 116.69 140.69 11957 11985 146 .07 121.96 144 40
SH, (B1) 11016 149.90 114 .64 112.65 153.60 11587 123.40
SiH 3 179.61 22959 18547 18325 234.73 187.39 214 .00
SiH 4 26034 326.68 26822 264.75 333.84 27039 302.80
PH» 11912 139.95 121.62 123.02 14719 124 .89 144.70
PH3 19136 22918 195.93 197.19 24050 200.61 227 .40
H,S 154 22 188.60 158.33 158.87 19934 16223 17320
HC1 95.69 11824 98.50 96.37 12343 98.65 10220
N az 547 3.85 520 559 4.66 542 16.60
Si 68 .36 90.14 70.80 68.42 92.93 70 .48 74.00
P, 91.33 10121 92.69 91.67 103.08 92.73 116.10
S 102.03 137.80 106.19 103.03 141.76 10646 100.70
Ck 57.18 92 .08 60.88 58.37 95.81 6129 5720
NaCl 80.52 12113 84 .89 81.00 127 .66 84 .84 97.50
S 182.85 239.02 189.13 182.19 239.66 187.07 190.50
Cs 165.02 202.06 169.50 163.97 20237 167.64 169.50
SO 12841 177.03 133.65 133.04 18335 137.30 12350
co 69.56 104 25 72.98 74.70 11120 77.59 63.30
CF 69.97 109.07 73.98 74 .16 116.73 77.61 60.30
SihHs 438.03 562.19 452.72 44526 576 .48 456.04 500.10
CH3C1 361.67 484 .96 375.92 366.70 492 51 377 .46 371.00
H3CSH 423.74 560.88 439.59 43227 574.77 444 35 44510
HOC1 156.11 22291 16321 16322 23411 168.94 156.30
SO 2 250.06 356.02 261.65 254 36 360.56 26342 254 .00

m ean absolute 159 552 135 145 553 128




TABLE II: The mean absolute error M AE) (kcal/mol) in
the atom ization energy of 56 m olecules belonging to the G 2
set is com pared within di erent m odels. The numbers for
the SR-HF and SR -E xactA tom ic are for the SlaterR oothaan
m odelw ith HartreeFock valuesand the valuesthat give
the exactatom ic (See text for m ore details). T he results of
them ore complex PBE GGA functionalare also included for
com parison .

M odel Basis MAE _

H artreeFock theory 78 Refp8

LDA 36 Ref30

PBE 8 RefBQ~

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

SR-HF DZVP /A2 16 Refi§
SR-ExactAtomic  6-311G **/RIJ 19 Refd
SR-ExactAtomic DZVP /A2 18 Refi

HFS Unibm ) 6311G**/RIJ 14 @ resent work)

HFS (Unim ) DZVP/A2 13 (P resent work)

that this occurs due to the presence of a Jarge percent of
m oleculescontaining uorine in the extended G 2 dataset.
T he errors for these m olecules are low ered by decreasing
the value below 0.7. This is consistent w ith our ear-
lLer nding that the exact atom ization of  porine dimer
is obtained ormuch smaller value of 0.3.2 This agaihn
brings out the lin ftation of the uniform HFS m ethod
and show s that the analytic SR m ethod has a scope for
In provem ent. It appears from them inim ization oferrors
ofthe G 2 and the extended G 2 data sets and error anal-
ysis, aswell as from the m inin ization of the total total

atom ic energies that overallthe value close to 0.7 isprob—
ably the right choice for the optimal in the uniform
calculations.

To sum m arize, the perform ance appraisal of the ana—
Iytic H artreeFock-Slater m ethod is carried out for vari-
ous valiesusing the G 2 database 0o£f56 m olecules. The

value that gives the best perform ance is determ ned
by m Inin izing the m ean absolute errors in the atom iza-
tion energies of the G2 set of molcules. It is shown
that the analytic HF'S m odel perform s better than the
LDA or HF as well as the SR method that uses atom
dependent which give the exact HF or experim ental
atom ic energies. Further, by m inin izing theM AE in the
HF and the HFS total energies it is shown that the lo—
calexchange functional perform s signi cantly better for

= 0:7091 than the G asparK ohn-Sham exchange func-
tional. The MAE In former is an order of m agniude
an aller than the M AE for the GK S exchange functional.
T he use ofthis exchange functionalin m ore sophisticated
G GA s could boost their perform ance considerably, and
perform ance gain is,already observed in case of Becke's
exchange finctional®%

Analytic DFT, even at this stage of developm ent, is
rem arkably accurate.

TheO e o0fNavalR esearch, directly and through the
N avalR esearch Laboratory, and and the D gpartm ent of
D efense’s H igh P erfom ance Com puting M odemization
P rogram , through the Comm on H igh P erform ance C om —
puting Softw are Support Iniiative Proct M BD -5, sup—
ported this work.
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