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Uniquenessofe�ective interaction de�ned in an extension ofthe K ohn-Sham theory isproved,if

them odelwith a non-degenerateground stateexistsand to reproducea correlation function aswell

asthesingle-particle density ofan electron system .Thetwo-body interaction term isregarded asa

Hubbard-typeshortrange interaction term . The interaction strength isa functionalofan elem ent

ofa two-body reduced density m atrix oftheelectron system .Theuniquenesstheorem givesa basic

principle fore�ective description ofelectron system s.

PACS num bers:31.15.Ew,71.15.M b,71.10.-w,71.10.Fd

Progress in theoretical description of m any-electron

system s and the high-perform ance-com putationaltech-

niques have allowed us to predict new functionality of

m aterialsand even to design unknown m aterialsby theo-

reticalm odelcalculations.Thedensity-functionaltheory

(DFT)[1,2,3,4,5]hasplayedacentralroletorealizereli-

ableand powerfulskillsforthem aterialscientists.M ore-

over,DFT isvaluableforpurephysicssinceitprovidesa

way to create an e�ective Ham iltonian ofan interacting

quantum system .

By introducing an idea that the single-particle den-

sity is reproduced by an e�ective m any-body system ,

K usakabederived a kind ofextension oftheK ohn-Sham

theory.[6]In ourextended K ohn-Sham schem e,we have

an e�ectivem any-body Ham iltonian expressed in second

quantization. The creation and annihilation operators

for arti�cial particles are de�ned using single-particle

wave functions which m ay be expanded in K ohn-Sham

orbitals. The e�ective potentialforourm odi�ed K ohn-

Sham single-particle equation is de�ned with a resid-

ualexchange-correlation energy functionalE rxc[n].Here

n(r)isthe electron density.Thisresidualterm isdeter-

m ined via selection ofthe interaction term s introduced

explicitly in the m odel.Ifan interaction term iswritten

in term s ofa localized orbital,the interaction m ay be

interpreted astheHubbard-typeshort-rangeinteraction.

Shiftin interaction strength m ay changeE rxc[n],butthe

form ulation holds without uncertainty. This arbitrari-

nessm eansthatoure�ective theory isnotuniquely de-

term ined within thefram ework ofthedensity-functional

theory.

This problem of uncertainty is solved in this paper

by form ulating thetheory asa density-m atrix-functional

theory (DM FT).DM FT is originally written as an ex-

tension ofDFT.In the usualDM FT,m -body reduced

density m atrices m (r
0
1;� � � ;r0

m ;r1;� � � ;rm ) are used as

the basic variable.[7,8]Here ri isa spacecoordinatefor

electrons.Sincea two-body reduced density m atrix gives

the exact interaction energy,knowledge ofthe reduced

�Electronic address:kabe@ m p.es.osaka-u.ac.jp

density m atrices determ ines the true ground state en-

ergy ofa m any-electron system .However,thererem ains

the N -representability problem in the known DM FT.

O n theotherhand,anaturalform oftwo-bodyreduced

density m atrices appears in our extended K ohn-Sham

schem e.[6]Theform representing density uctuation can

be a density-density correlation function in a localized

orbital. W e willshow thatthe sim plestform ispositive

real-valued and itsrangeisfrom 0 to 1.O urm odelgives

am inim ization processofawave-function functionaland

the m inim um ofthe m odelis shown to exist. Ifwe re-

questthattheuctuation in theoriginalCoulom b system

is reproduced in our m odel,which should have a non-

degenerateground state,them odelofthem any-electron

system isuniquely determ ined. In a speci�ed situation,

we willconclude an existence condition ofthe properly

de�ned extended K ohn-Sham m odelwith an interaction

param eterU asa density-m atrix functional.

W em ay chooserelevantorbitalsand introducean op-

eratordetecting uctuation pereach orbital.To sim plify

the discussion,we considerat�rstan im purity problem

with a single relevant orbital�i(r) at an atom ic center

in a bulk. Thissituation naturally givesa K ondo prob-

lem .However,itisonlytechnicaltoconsideran im purity

problem .O nceourstrategy isgiven forthistypicalcase,

furtherpossible extension becom estrivial.

W e introduce an operatorde�ning a correlation func-

tion hn2ii,which is the density-density correlation func-

tion on �i(r).

hn
2

ii� h(ni;" + ni;# � �ni;" � �ni;")
2
i (1)

Here,�i(r)isnorm alized and de�nesassociated creation

and annihilation operatorsdenoted by c
y

i;� and ci;�.The

num ber operator ni;� = c
y

i;�ci;� is used. Expectation

values�ni;� � h	jn i;�j	iaretaken fora m any-body state

j	i,which isa trialstateunlessexplicitly speci�ed.

Thedensity n(r)and theexpectation valuehn2iigiven

by j	iare the fundam entalvariablesin ourtheory. For

the ground state j�G i ofthe Coulom b system ,nG (r),

hn2iiG given by j�G iwillbe used. W e are seeking fora

m odelin which nG (r)and hn
2
iiG arereproduced exactly.

W e �rstshow the nextlem m a.
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Lem m a 1

hn2iiisreal.The nextinequality holds.

0 � hn
2

ii� 1: (2)

Proof:Since ni;� isHerm itian,hn2iiisrealand positive-

sem i-de�nite.Arbitrary j	iisexpanded as,

j	i= A 0j	 0i+ A 1c
y

i;"
j	 1i+ A 2c

y

i;#
j	 2i+ A 3c

y

i;"
c
y

i;#
j	 3i:

Here each j	 ii(i= 0;1;2;3)satis�esci;�j	 ii= 0. Co-

e�cients A i satis�es a norm alization condition jA 0j
2 +

jA 1j
2 + jA 2j

2 + jA 3j
2 = 1.Using A i,wehave

hn
2

ii

= 2jA 3j
2 +

�

jA 1j
2 + jA 2j

2 + 2jA 3j
2
�

�
�

1�
�

jA 1j
2 + jA 2j

2 + 2jA 3j
2
�	

: (3)

Thisexpression hasthem axim um value1,only ifjA 0j=

jA 3j= 1=
p
2 and jA 1j= jA 2j= 0.

W erequirehn2iitobereproduced in ourm odelsystem .

Therearesom epossiblem annerstoform ulatethedensity

m atrix functionaltheory.O nem ightconsidergeneraliza-

tion ofconstrained search ofLevy[9]in orderto m ake a

densitym atrixfunctionaltheory.However,thisisnotthe

only way. W e utilize Levy’suniversalenergy functional

F [n]given by

F [n]= m in
	 0! n

h	 0
ĵT + V̂eej	

0
i;

to form ulate ourtheory. Using the electron �eld opera-

tors y
�(r)and  �(r),the kineticenergy operator T̂ and

the Coulom b interaction V̂ee aregiven by,

T̂ = �
~
2

2m

Z

d
3
r
X

�

lim
r
0! r

 
y
�(r

0)� r �(r):

V̂ee =
1

2

Z

d
3
rd

3
r
0 e2

jr� r0j

X

�;�0

 
y
�(r) 

y

�0(r
0) �0(r0) �(r):

Itisknown thata m inim izing 	 0in thede�nition ofF [n]

exists,although the convexity ofF [n]isdenied.[5]

Now we considerthe reduced interaction term ,which

m ay be regarded ascorrelation oructuation given by,

h	jV redj	i=
U

2
h	jn2ij	i: (4)

W e de�ne a functional �G [	],which is an extension of

Hadjisavvas-Theophilou’sfunctional.[6,10]

�G [	] = h	j T̂ + V̂redj	i� m in
	 0! n	

h	 0
ĵT + V̂redj	

0
i

+ F [n	 ]+

Z

d
3
rvext(r)n	 (r)

= h	jT̂ + V̂redj	i+
1

2

Z
n	 (r)n	 (r

0)

jr� r0j
d
3
rd

3
r
0

+ E rxc[n	 ]+

Z

d
3
rvext(r)n	 (r): (5)

Here,the residual-exchange-correlation functionalis,

E rxc[n	 ]

= m in
	 0! n	

h	 0
ĵT + V̂eej	

0
i� m in

	 0! n	

h	 0
ĵT + V̂redj	

0
i

�
1

2

Z
n	 (r)n	 (r

0)

jr� r0j
d
3
rd

3
r
0
:

In general,the de�nition ofVred determ inesE rxc.Vary-

ing U m ay changeE rxc.Any U isallowed to determ inea

m odel.However,alm ostallofthem odelsarenotproper,

sinceuctuation m ay notbereproduced.To m akeU de-

pendence explicit,weutilize a sym bol �G U [	]below.

W enextprovea setofexactstatem entsin ourtheory.

Lem m a 2 Assum e thatthe ground state ofa Coulom b

system given by vext(r)isnon-degenerate.i)The ground

state 	 of a corresponding extended-Kohn-Sham m odel
�G U [	]with a given positive U exists. ii)For �xed n(r),
�F (U )= m in	 ! nh	jT̂ +

U

2
n2ij	iisa continuousfunction

ofU . iii) Ifa state j	i is the ground state of �G U 1
[	]

and �G U 2
[	]with 0 � U 1 < U2 sim ultaneously,j	iis the

ground state of �G U [	]in a �nite range [U 1;U2]ofU .

Proof: The ground state,which gives the m inim um of
�G U [	],satis�es two conditions. (1) j	i ! n G (r). (2)

j	im inim izesh	j T̂ + U

2
n2ij	i. The �rststatem enti)is

proved following the sam e argum entin the proofofthe

theorem 3.3 in [5]. The only requirem ent which has to

beshown isthathT̂ + U

2
n2iiisa positivequadraticform ,

which istrivialfrom the de�nition.

The second statem ent ii) is now discussed. Assum e

that �F(U )isnotcontinuouswhen U = U0 > 0. Thisis

equivalent to a statem ent that 9" > 0; 8� > 0;9U >

0; s:t: fjU � U0j < � & j�F (U )� �F (U0)j > "g. For

sim plicity,let us further assum e that 0 < U � U0 < �

and �F (U )� �F (U0)> ".Ifwelet� = ",wehave,

m in
	 0! n

h	 0
ĵT +

U

2
n
2

ij	
0
i

> m in
	 0! n

h	 0
ĵT +

U0

2
n
2

ij	
0
i+ "

= h	 0ĵT +
U0

2
n
2

ij	 0i+ "

= h	 0ĵT +
U

2
n
2

ij	 0i+
U0 � U

2
h	 0jn

2

ij	 0i+ "

> h	 0ĵT +
U

2
n
2

ij	 0i�
�

2
+ "

= h	 0ĵT +
U

2
n
2

ij	 0i+
"

2
:

Herewehaveutilized the lem m a 1.Thisinequality con-

tradicts the de�nition ofm in	 0! nh	
0ĵT + U

2
n2ij	

0i. In

otherpossiblecases,wehavethe sam econclusion.

Thethird statem entiii)isshown asfollows.W ede�ne

H G = fj	 0ijj	 0i ! nG (r)g. Assum e that a j	i m ini-

m izesboth �G U 1
[	]and �G U 2

[	].Then forany j	 0i2 H G
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we have the nextinequality with two param eters� � 0

and � � 0,which do notsim ultaneously becom ezero.

�h	 0
ĵT +

U1

2
n
2

ij	
0
i+ �h	 0

ĵT +
U2

2
n
2

ij	
0
i

� �h	jT̂ +
U1

2
n
2

ij	i+ �h	j T̂ +
U2

2
n
2

ij	i:

Thisinequality ensuresthatforU 0=
U 1�+ U 2�

2(�+ �)

h	 0
ĵT +

U 0

2
n
2

ij	
0
i� h	jT̂ +

U 0

2
n
2

ij	i:

A m inim izing j	 0iof �G U 0[	]is given by j	i. Thusj	i

hasto be alwaysa ground state of �G U [	],ifU satis�es

U1 � U � U2.

W e now de�ne a conceptof\a properm odel". In the

present context,a m odelis properly determ ined,ifits

lowestlevelisnon-degenerateand ifitreproducesnG (r)

and hn2iiG atthesam etim e.Thesecond condition should

bechanged,ifthede�nition ofVred ischanged.Thecen-

tralproblem ofthe presentstudy is sum m arized in the

nextquestion. Ifwe �nd a properm odel �G U [	]by op-

tim izing U ,is there another U 0 which do give a proper

m odel? O uruniquenesstheorem given below deniesex-

istence ofthe otherm odel.

Suppose we found a properm odelwith U = U1. The

ground state j	i of �G U 1
[	]is non-degenerate and thus

unique.IfweshiftU ,j	im ay found asa ground stateof
�G U 2

[	]with e.g.U 2 > U1,in which thelowestlevelm ay

be degenerate. Lem m a 2 iii)tellsusthat,in a �nite re-

gion [U1;U2],j	iisalwaystheground stateofthem odel
�G U [	].The ground state j	iofthe m odeldoesnotfeel

the shortrange interaction by U . W e callthe situation

\theirrelevantU case"Thishappenswhen �iisoutofthe

system with no electron occupying �i or �i is occupied

by a singleelectron withouthybridization.Anothercase

iswhen the system showsthe com plete ferrom agnetism .

W e do not intend to consider these situations. In real

m aterials,we have �nite hybridization m atrix elem ents

between �i and a neighboring orbital.W ithoutthelarge

m agnetic �eld,the true com plete ferrom agnetism never

existsin realsolids. Thuswe assum e thatj	idoesnot

appear as a ground state of �G U [	]except for U = U 1.

W e do not assum e,however,that �G U [	]m ay have de-

generacy atU 6= U1.W e now stateourm ain theorem .

T heorem 3 Assum ethatthe ground state ofa Coulom b

system isnon-degenerate.A properextended-Kohn-Sham

m odelgiven by �G U [	]which hasa non-degenerateground

state and reproduces both nG (r) and hn2iiG is uniquely

determ ined,or itdoesnotexist.

Proof:Assum e thatwe have U1 6= U2 and two extended

K ohn-Sham m odels,i.e. �G U 1
[	]and �G U 2

[	],reproduce

nG (r) and hn2iiG . Because we do not consider an irrel-

evant U case,j	 U 1
i and j	 U 2

i are di�erent with each

other.Letusde�neE
(i)

G S
betheground-stateenergy and

E
(i)
rxc[nG ]be the residualexchange-correlation energy of

thesem odels.(i= 1;2.) W e havethe nextinequality.

E
(2)

G S

� h	 U 2
ĵT +

U2

2
n
2

ij	 U 2
i+ E

(2)

rxc[nG ]

+
e2

2

Z

d
3
rd

3
r
0nG (r)nG (r

0)

jr� r0j
+

Z

d
3
rvext(r)nG (r)

= h	 U 2
ĵT +

U1

2
n
2

ij	 U 2
i+ E

(1)

rxc[nG ]

+
e2

2

Z

d
3
rd

3
r
0nG (r)nG (r

0)

jr� r0j
+

Z

d
3
rvext(r)nG (r)

+
1

2
(U2 � U1)h	 U 2

jn
2

ij	 U 2
i+ E

(2)

rxc[nG ]� E
(1)

rxc[nG ]

> h	 U 1
ĵT +

U1

2
n
2

ij	 U 1
i+ E

(1)

rxc[nG ]

+
e2

2

Z

d
3
rd

3
r
0nG (r)nG (r

0)

jr� r0j
+

Z

d
3
rvext(r)nG (r)

+
1

2
(U2 � U1)h	 U 1

jn
2

ij	 U 1
i+ E

(2)

rxc[nG ]� E
(1)

rxc[nG ]

= h	 U 1
ĵT +

U2

2
n
2

ij	 U 1
i+ E

(2)

rxc[nG ]

+
e2

2

Z

d
3
rd

3
r
0nG (r)nG (r

0)

jr� r0j
+

Z

d
3
rvext(r)nG (r):

This contradicts that j	 U 2
i is the ground state of a

m odel �G U 2
[	].The aboveargum entdoesnotdeny non-

existenceofsuch a m odel.

Thus,wehaveshown thatU isuniquely determ ined,if

a properm odelexists.DoesU really exist? Ifwehavea

case (called a case IIbelow)in which �G U [	]hasalways

a unique ground state irrespective ofU ,we can show a

su�cientcondition forexistenceoftheproperm odel.W e

havea nextcorollary.

T heorem 4 Assum ethattheground stateofa Coulom b

system is non-degenerate and that we have a case II.

An expectation value hn2ii given by the m inim izing j	i

of �G U [	]is a function ofU . The m ap from [0;1 ]to

[0;1]isone-to-one,continuousand thusm onotone.

Proof:SincewehaveLem m a1,wehavetoshow thatthe

m ap isa one-to-onem apping at�rst.Letusassum ethat

we havetwo Uis(i= 1;2),satisfying 0 � U1 < U2 < 1 ,

for which the m inim izing j	 U i
i of �G U i

[	] reproduces

nG (r)and expectation valueshn
2
iiatthesam etim e.Us-

ing the sam e inequality used in the proofofTheorem 3

weseethatthe�rstassum ption isin contradiction to the

assum ption ofthe caseII.

O n the continuity,let us assum e the contrary. Then

wehaveatleastoneU0 on theU axis,wherethediscon-

tinuity occurs.In anotherword,

9
"> 0;9

Ui > 0(i= 1;2;� � � 1 );s:t:flim
i! 1

Ui = U0

& jh	 U i
jn

2

ij	 U i
i� h	 U 0

jn
2

ij	 U 0
ij> "g:
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Thiscondition m eansthatj	 U i
i6= j	 U 0

i.Now,thecon-

tinuity of �F (U )shown by Lem m a 2 ii)and the selection

axiom ensuresthat

8
"> 0;9

i;s:t:j�F (Ui)� �F (U0)j< ":

Nam ely,j	 U i
iis also the ground state of �G (U0). How-

ever,since j	 U i
i6= j	 U 0

iforallUi,thisleadsto a con-

tradiction totheuniquenessofj	 U 0
iassum ed in thecase

II.Im m ediately,m onotonousbehaviorisconcluded.

Now we de�ne a set of num bers R �i
= frjr 2

[0;1];9 U s:t:r = h	 U jn
2
ij	 U ig. W e have im m ediately a

nextcorollary due to Theorem 4.

C orollary 5 There exists a one-to-one onto-m apping

from R �i
onto [0;1 ],which isde�ned by an inverse m ap

ofthe function ofU in Theorem 4.

W e de�ne a way ofm odelling ofthe Coulom b system

asa processto �nd �G U [	]by determ ining � i and U .W e

haveim m ediately a nextphysicaltheorem .

C orollary 6 If and only if hn2iiG is in R �i
, a proper

extended Kohn-Sham m odelexists.

Proof:Thestatem entistrivialdue to Theorem 5.

Herewede�nethreem inim izingstates,j	 0i,j	 U iand

j	 C i,given by

m in
	 0! n	

= h	 0ĵTj	 0i;

m in
	 U ! n	

= h	 U ĵT +
U

2
n
2

ij	 U i;

m in
	 C ! n	

= h	 C ĵT + V̂eej	 C i:

Apparently,	 C � 	 G S. W e have hn2ii0 � h	 0jn
2
ij	 0i,

hn2iiU � h	 U jn
2
ij	 U i, hn

2
iiC � h	 G Sjn

2
ij	 G Si. These

de�nitionsand statem entsaboveconcludethefollowings.

Lem m a 7 The following holds.

1.hn2iiU = 1 = m in	 ! n	
hn2ii.

2.hn2iiG S � hn2iiU = 1 .

Due to Theorem 4 we can say the following condition

forU to exist.

T heorem 8 Consider a case II. Then, R �i
=

[hn2iiU = 1 ;hn2ii0]. Ifhn
2
iiC < hn2ii0,the proper extended

Kohn-Sham m odelexistsand theuniqueU given by The-

orem 3 exists.

Now we discussseveralrem aining problem s. W e m ay

search for�i to �nd a properm odel.However,weshould

notethatboth hn2iiG and R �i
shift,if�i ischanged.For

a lattice,wem ay consider

hVredi=
U

2

X

i

hn
2

ii: (6)

The sam e argum entasthe above is possible. Then one

would �nd U [hn2jiG ].

To determ ine�i,wem ay seethevalueofhn
2
iiG .Prac-

tically,we can check orbitalenergy "i of�i,which isan

expectation value ofthe one-body partofthe extended

K ohn-Sham equations.[6]W ehavea Ferm ilevelE F ten-

tatively atthestep to obtain theK ohn-Sham orbitals.If

"i isfarbelow E F orfaraboveE F ,theoccupation of�i
becom es2or0.Then,weinevitablyhavehn2iiG = 0.If"i
isaround E F and ifthesystem isin adelocalized schem e,

jA 0j= jA 1j= jA 2j= jA 3j’ 1=2 and hn2iiG ’ 1=2.How-

ever,iftheCoulom b correlation m akereduction in hn2iiG
for "i is around E F ,we are required to introduce a U -

term to reproduce the density-density correlation func-

tion.Thisguidelinecan bea determ ination ruleofm in-

im alnum bersoflocalized orbitals�i,forwhich we need

to setU -term sup.Ifsingly occupied con�guration m ay

notappearinthetruegroundstate,then,jA 1j= jA 2j’ 0

and hn2iiG ’ 1.Thiscondition m ay be given ifthe state

issuperconducting.In thissituation,negativeU m ay be

required,although wecannotutilize Lem m a 2 i)forthis

case.

Lem m a 2 iii) leads us to four possible scenarios for
�G U [	]in the whole range of0 � U < 1 . Here we do

not consider the trivialdegeneracy com ing from SU(2)

sym m etry ofthe totalspin and take the highestweight

stateasa representativestate.

C ase I A single state j	iisalwaysthe ground state of
�G U [	].

C ase II For each U ,a unique state j	i di�erent from

othersappearsasthe ground stateof �G U [	].

C ase III In a �niteregion [U 1;U2]ofU ,a statej	iisa

ground state of �G U [	].Forany otherU ,the state

j	ineverbecom esthe ground state.

C ase IV For any U0, a ground state of �G U 0
[	]never

becom es a ground state of �G U [	]with U 6= U 0.

ThereisaU ,forwhich two(orm ore)statesbecom e

the ground stateof �G U [	].

ThecaseIisan irrelevantU case.Ifj	ireproduceshn 2
ii

in a caseIII,thisisan irrelevantU case.In the case III

orin the case IV,we have atleastone phase transition

with respectto U in the m odel. Ifhn2iiG is reproduced

by a ground stateofa degeneratem odelin a caseIV,we

haveto deny them odel,sincethedegeneracy isarti�cial

and the m odelisim proper.

If we do not have a case II for a Coulom b system ,

although �F(U )iscontinuous,hn2iigiven byj	 U im aynot

beuniquebecauseofpossibledegeneracyand m ayhavea

jum p asa function ofU .Thevalueofhn2iiG m ightbein

thisjum p.In thiscase,them odelhasan arti�cialphase

transition and thus the m odelis not proper. Therefor,

wehaveto search fora properm odelwith transferability

againstchange in environm entby changing �i. Ifthere

existdiscontinuity in hn2iialongtheU axis,itisdetected

by a jum p in hT̂i,which isconcluded by Lem m a 2 ii).
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Finally, we would like to com m ent on conceptual

fram ework ofthe whole study. You m ay think thatthe

case IIm ay be special. Arbitrarinessrem ainsin the se-

lection of�i.However,wecan saythatTheorem s3and 8

are new guiding principlesto constructan e�ective the-

ory of com plicated correlated system s. In our m odel,

we m ay choose only one U -term ,ifappropriate. This

is im possible for a m ethod to m ake an e�ective m odel

using reduction ofthe whole phase space by choosing a

seem ingly proper basis. O ur m ethod is com pletely dif-

ferentfrom the renorm alization group approach. In our

m ethod,we keep the property that nG (r) is always re-

producedand obtainable.O therwise,an inverseproblem ,

e.g.the m aterialsdesign,would notbe solved properly.
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