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Uniqueness of e ective interaction de ned In an extension of the K ohn-Sham theory is proved, if
them odelw ith a non-degenerate ground state exists and to reproduce a correlation fiinction aswell
as the singleparticle density of an electron system . T he two-body Interaction tem is regarded as a
Hubbard-type short range interaction tem . T he interaction strength is a functional of an elem ent
ofa twobody reduced density m atrix of the electron system . T he unigueness theorem gives a basic
principle for e ective description of electron system s.

PACS numbers: 31.15Ew, 71.15M b, 7110w, 7110 Fd

P rogress in theoretical description of m any-electron
system s and the high-perform ance-com putational tech—
nigues have allowed us to predict new functionality of
m aterials and even to design unknow n m aterialsby theo—
reticalm odelcalculations. T he density—fuinctionaltheory
OFT) E},:g,:;,@, E] hasplayed a centralrole to realize reli-
able and pow erfi1l skills for the m aterial scientists. M ore—
over, DFT isvaluable for pure physics since it provides a
way to create an e ective H am iltonian of an interacting
quantum system .

By Introducing an idea that the single-particle den—
sity is reproduced by an e ective m any-body system ,
K usakabe derived a kind of extension of the K ohn-Sham
theory. [d] In our extended K ohn-Sham schem e, we have
an e ective m any-body H am iltonian expressed in second
quantization. The creation and annihilation operators
for arti cial particles are de ned using single-particlke
wave fiinctions which m ay be expanded in K ohn-Sham
orbials. The e ective potential for our m odi ed K ohn—
Sham sihgleparticle equation is de ned with a resid—
ualexchange-correlation energy fiinctionalk . h]. Here
n (r) is the electron density. This residual temm  is deter—
m Ined via selection of the Interaction tem s introduced
explicitly in the m odel. If an interaction term is w ritten
In tem s of a localized orbital, the interaction m ay be
Interpreted as the H ubbard-type short-range interaction.
Shift In interaction strength m ay change E . Ih], but the
form ulation holds without uncertainty. This arbitrari-
ness m eans that our e ective theory is not uniguely de—
term Ined w ithin the fram ew ork of the density-finctional
theory.

This problem of uncertainty is solved in this paper
by form ulating the theory as a density-m atrix-fiinctional
theory OMFT).DMFT is origihally written as an ex—
tension of DFT . In the usual DM FT, m -body reduced
density m atrices , ; O oy ; m Jrare used as
the basic varjable.fj, -'g] Here r; is a space coordinate for
electrons. Since a tw o-body reduced density m atrix gives
the exact Interaction energy, know ledge of the reduced

E lectronic address:

density m atrices determ nes the true ground state en—
ergy of a m any-electron system . H ow ever, there rem ains
the N -representability problem in the known DM FT.

O n the otherhand, a naturalform oftwo-body reduced
density m atrices appears in our extended K ohn-Sham
schem e.t_é] The form representing density uctuation can
be a density-density correlation function In a localized
orbial. W e will show that the sin plest orm is positive
realvalied and is range is from O to 1. O urm odelgives
am Inin ization process ofa wave-function functionaland
the m nimum of the m odel is shown to exist. Ifwe re—
quest that the uctuation in the originalC oulom b system
is reproduced in our m odel, which should have a non—
degenerate ground state, the m odelof the m any-electron
system is uniquely detem ned. Tn a speci ed siuation,
we will conclide an existence condition of the properly
de ned extended K ohn-Sham m odelw ith an Interaction
param eter U as a density-m atrix functional.

W em ay choose relevant orbitals and introduce an op—
erator detecting uctuation pereach orbital. To sim plify
the discussion, we consider at rst an in puriy problem
with a single relevant orbital ; (r) at an atom ic center
In a buk. This situation naturally gives a K ondo prob—
Jem . However, i isonly technicalto consider an in purity
problem . O nce our strategy is given for this typical case,
further possble extension becom es trivial.

W e introduce an operator de ning a correlation func-
tion m?i, which is the density-density correlation finc—
tion on ; (r).

m?i

{1 h@ir+ nip Ny ng)’i @

Here, ;(r) isnom alized and de nes associated creation
and annihilation operators denoted by CZ andc;; .The
num ber operator nj; CZ c; is used. Expectation
values nj; h i Jjiaretaken foram any-body state
j i, which is a trial state unless explicitly speci ed.

T he density n (r) and the expectation value l'g?li given
by j i are the fundam ental variables in our theory. For
the ground state j ¢ i of the Coulomb system, ng (¥),
m?i; given by j ¢ iwillbe used. W e are seeking for a
m odelin which ng (r) and l'gflg are reproduced exactly.

W e rst show the next lemm a.
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Lemmal
21 s . .
In7i is real. T he next inequality holds.

0 mii 1: @)

Proof: Since n;; is Hem itian, m?i is realand positive-
sem ide nite. A rbitrary j i is expanded as,

jj_: A Oj ol+ Alci,,j 1i+ Azcz;#j 21+ A3C&£;.,C§;#j 3i:

Hereeach j ;i = 0;1;2;3) satisescy; j ;1= 0. Co-
e cients A ; satis es a nom alization condition AF +
A1 F+ AoF+ AsF=1.UshgA;, wehave

mii

1

= 2n3F+ AT+ poF+2nsd
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T his expression hasthem aximum valie 1, only if Ao J=
RAs3j=1= 2and A1j= P2)= 0.

W e require n?1 to be reproduced in ourm odelsystem .
T here are som e possblem annersto form ulate the density
m atrix functionaltheory. O nem ight consider generaliza—
tion of constrained search of Levy iﬁ] in order to m ake a
density m atrix finctionaltheory. H ow ever, this isnot the
only way. W e utilize Levy’s universal energy fiinctional
F h]given by

Fhl= minh  + Veed %
!'n

to formm ulate our theory. U sing the electron eld opera-—
tors Y (r) and (r), the kinetic energy operator T and
the Coulom b interaction \?ee are given by,

A ~2 z X
T= — &r Im Y . @:
2m 0! r
N 1 z e X
Vee = = Frd’r’- . Vo) 1) o @ :
2 r 3,
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It isknown that am inin izing °in the de nition ofF h]
exists, although the convexity of F ] is denied.f]

Now we consider the reduced Interaction temm , which
m ay be regarded as correlation or uctuation given by,

.. Uu_ 5.,
h¥rqji= Eh 5jic 4)
W e de ne a functional G [ ], which is an extension of
H ad jisavvasT heophilou’s functional. [§, :_L(_i]

Gll=hjT+Veadi min h %+ Vel %
!'n
Z
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Here, the residualtexchange-correlation functional is,

Emch 1
= rOnjnhOjITA+\?eej % minh %+ Vgl 4
. n n
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In general, the de niion 0fV 4 detem nesE .. Vary—
IngU may changeE .. Any U isallowed to determ Ine a
m odel. H owever, alm ost allofthe m odels are not proper,
sihce uctuation m ay not be reproduced. Tom ake U de-
pendence explicit, we utilize a symbolGy [ ] below .

W e next prove a set of exact statem ents In our theory.

Lem m a 2 Assum e that the ground state of a Coulomb
system given by vext (r) is non-degenerate. i) T he ground
state of a corresponding extended-K ohn-Sham m odel
Gy [ Jwith a given positive U exists. i) For xed n (),
FU)=mi  sh T+ %gfj i is a continuous finction
of U. ii) Ifa state j i is the ground state of Gy, [ ]
and Gy, [ Jwith 0 U ; < U, simulaneously, j i is the
ground state of Gy [ 1in a nite range U 1;U,]10fU .

Proof: The ground state, which gives the m ininum of
Gy [ ], satds es two conditions. (1) ji! n ¢ (©). @)
jimiinizesh 3T + $n?ji. The rststatementd) is
proved follow ing the sam e argum ent in the proof of the
theorem 33 in E_ES]. The only requirem ent which has to
be shown is that Hf + Ungijsapos:irjye quadratic form ,
w hich is trivial from the de nition.

The second statem ent i) is now discussed. A ssume
that F (U) is not continuouswhen U = Uy > 0. This is

equivalent to a statement that °" > 0; 8 > 0; °U >
0; st: £ Ugj< & ¥§U) F Up)j> "g. For
sin plicity, let us further assume that 0 < U Uy <
andF U) F Ug)> ".Ifwelt = ",wehave,
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Here we have utilized the ]anma:}'.Thjsjnequa]jty con—
tradicts the de nition ofmin o ,h °f + Zn?j %. W
other possible cases, we have the sam e conclusion.

T he third statem ent iii) is shown as ollow s. W e de ne
Hg = £ %49 4! ng (X)g. Assume that a §imini
m izesboth Gy, [ Jand Gy, [ ]. Then forany j %2 Hg



w e have the next inequality w ith two param eters 0
and 0, which do not sin ultaneously becom e zero.

h °f + —nfj e n O+ —Znfy O

LU . U
th+71g§ji+ th+72g21ji:

U; +U,

- . 0_
T his lnequality ensures that forU “= 20+ )

0 0

h %+ =n?9 % hif+ —nlii:
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A miinizing 7 %4 ofGyo[ ] is given by ji. Thus ji

has to be always a ground state of Gy [ ], f U satis es

Uy 8] Us.

W e now de ne a conoept of \a properm odel". In the
present context, a m odel is properly determ ined, if its
Jow est level is non-degenerate and if it reproduces ng (r)
and mfig atthe sam etim e. T he second condition should
be changed, ifthe de nition 0fV g is changed. T he cen—
tral problem of the present study is summ arized in the
next question. Ifwe nd a propermodel Gy [ ] by op—
tin izing U, is there another U° which do give a proper
m odel? O ur unigueness theorem given below denies ex-—
istence of the otherm odel.

Suppose we found a propermodelwih U = U;. The
ground state j i of Gy, [ ] is non-degenerate and thus
unique. Ifwe shift U, j im ay found as a ground state of
Gy, [ lwitheg. U, > U, In which the lowest levelm ay
be degenerate. Lemm a:_Z iii) tells us that, In a nite re—
gion U;1;U,], jiisalwaysthe ground state ofthem odel
Gy [ ]. The ground state j i ofthe m odeldoes not feel
the short range interaction by U . W e call the situation
\the irrelevant U case" Thishappenswhen ; isoutofthe
system w ih no electron occupying ; or ; is occupied
by a single electron w ithout hybridization. A nother case
iswhen the system show s the com plete ferrom agnetisn .
W e do not intend to consider these situations. In real
m aterials, we have nite hybridization m atrix elem ents
between ; and a neighboring orbital. W ithout the large
m agnetic eld, the true com plte ferrom agnetism never
exists In real solids. Thus we assum e that j i does not
appear as a ground state of Gy [ ] except or U = U ;.
W e do not assum e, however, that Gy [ ] m ay have de—
generacy at U & U;.W e now state ourm ain theoram .

Theorem 3 A ssum e that the ground state ofa Coulom b
system isnon-degenerate. A proper extended-K ohn-Sham
m odelgiven by Gy [ Jwhich has a non-degenerate ground
state and reproduces both ng (r) and n?i; is uniquely
determ ined, or it does not exist.

P roof: A ssum e that we have U; § U, and two extended
Kohn-Sham models, ie. Gy, [ ]Jand Gy, [ ], reproduce
ng (r) and m?i; . Because we do not consider an irrel
evant U case, J y,1 and j y,1 are di erent wih each

other. Let usde neE él; be the ground-state energy and

E I(;)c hg 1 be the residual exchange-correlation energy of

thesem odels. (1= 1;2.) W e have the next inequality.
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This contradicts that j y,i is the ground state of a
modelGy, [ ]. The above argum ent does not deny non-—
existence of such a m odel.

T hus, we have shown that U isunigquely determ ined, if
a properm odelexists. D oes U really exist? Ifwe have a
case (called a case ITbelow ) n which Gy [ ] has always
a unigue ground state irrespective of U, we can show a
su cient condition forexistence ofthe properm odel. W e
have a next corollary.

Theorem 4 A ssum e that the ground state ofa Coulom b
system is non-degenerate and that we have a case II.
An expectation valie m?i given by the m inim izing j i
of Gy [ ]is a function of U. Themap from [0;1 ]to
[0;1] is one-to-one, continuous and thus m onotone.

P roof: Sincewe haveLemm a :ll,wehaveto show that the
m ap isa oneto-onem apping at rst. Let usassum e that
we havetwo Ujs (i= 1;2), satisfying0 U, < U, < 1,
for which the m inim izing j y,1 of Gy, [ ] reproduces
ng (r) and expectation valiesn?iat thesametime. Us-
Ing the sam e inequality used in the proof of T heorem :_3
we see that the rst assum ption is in contradiction to the
assum ption of the case IT.

On the continuiy, let us assum e the contrary. Then
we have at least one Uy on the U axis, where the discon—
tinuiy occurs. In another word,

n> 0;°U;> 0 A= 1;2; 1); s;t'.l:J‘lf]ﬁi!rg= Uy
1.

& h v, hijv,i h oy, 0 u,i3> "g:



Thiscondition meansthat j y,i6 j y,i. Now, the con—
tinuity of F U) shown by Lemm a 2 i) and the selection
axiom ensures that

8n> 0; °4 stiF Uy) F Uo)i< ":

Namely, j y,1 is also the ground state of G Up). How—
ever, since j y,16 J y,1orallU;, this leads to a con—
tradiction to the uniquenessof j y,iassum ed in the case
II. In m ediately, m onotonous behavior is concluded.

Now we de ne a set of numbers R | = frx 2
P;11°U stir = h y 1?J yig. W e have mm ediately a
next corollary due to T heorem .-

Corollary 5 There exists a one-to-one onto-m apping
from R , onto [0;1 ], which isde ned by an inverse m ap
of the function 0of U in T heorem :fl

W e de ne a way ofm odelling of the Coulomb system
asaprocessto nd Gy [ Jby determ ning ;andU.We
have mmm ediately a next physical theorem .

Corollary 6 If and only if m?iz is in R ,, a proper
extended K ohn-Sham m odel exists.

P roof: The statem ent is trivial due to T heorem E
Herewede nethreem inim izing states, j ¢i, j vy iand
J ¢ i, given by

N N N
min = h o] oi;

o! n

) A~ U 5.
min = h g+ —nijui;
v!n 2
min = h ¢+ Ve ci:
c!n

Apparently, c cs- Wehavem?is, h oh?j oi,
iy h vy hij vi miic h gshij gsi. These
de nitionsand statem ents above conclide the follow ings.

Lem m a 7 The following holds.

1. m?

=i

. _ . 2.
-1 =min , 5 il

2.miigs Mmiiy-1 .
D ue to T heorem Eﬁwecan say the llow ing condition
forU to exist.

Theorem 8 Consider a case II. Then, R =
m?ig-1 ;m?io). I¥mlic < Mm%, the proper extended
K ohn-Sham m odelexists and the unique U given by The-
orem 3 exists.

Now we discuss several rem aining problem s. W e m ay
search for ; to nd a properm odel. H owever, we should
note that both In?i; and R , shift, if ; is changed. For
a lattice, we m ay consider

mii: ©)

i

U X
thedi= E

T he sam e argum ent as the above is possbl. Then one
would nd U m3is 1.

To determ Ine ;, wem ay see the value ofl’gfig .Prac-
tically, we can check orbitalenergy "; of ;, which isan
expectation value of the onebody part of the extended
K ohn-Sham equatjons.f_d] W ehave a Ferm ilevelEr ten-—
tatively at the step to obtain the K ohn-Sham orbitals. If
", isfarbelow Er or farabove Er , the occupation of ;
becom es2 or0. Then, we inevitably havem?is = 0. If";
isaround Er and ifthe system isin a delocalized schem g,
Poj= A1j= A2j= Asj’ 1=2andmiic ’ 1=2.How-
ever, ifthe Coulomb correlation m ake reduction in tn?ig
for "; is around Ef , we are required to introduce a U -
term to reproduce the density-density correlation func—
tion. T his guide line can be a determ nation rule ofm in—
in alnum bers of localized orbitals ;, for which we need
to set U tem s up. If sihgly occupied con guration m ay
not appear in the true ground state, then, A1J= A3 0
and m?j@ ’ 1. This condition m ay be given if the state
is superconducting. In this situation, negative U m ay be
required, although we cannot utilize Lemm a :_2 1) for this
case.

Lemma -'_2 iii) leads us to four possble scenarios for
Gyl[]lnh thewhole rangeof0 U < 1 . Herewe do
not consider the trivial degeneracy com ing from SU (2)
sym m etry of the total spin and take the highest weight
state as a representative state.

Case I A singk state j i is always the ground state of
Gy 1

C ase II For each U, a unigue state j i di erent from
others appears as the ground state of Gy [ 1.

Case IIT Tha nieregion U1;U,]0fU,a state jiisa
ground state ofGy [ 1. For any other U, the state
j i never becom es the ground state.

Case IV For any Uy, a ground state of Gy, [ ] never
becom es a ground state of Gy [ ]wih U & U g.
Thereisa U, forwhich two (orm ore) statesbecom e
the ground state ofGy [ 1.

The case Iisan irrelevant U case. If j i reproducesm ?i
in a case IT1, this is an irrelevant U case. In the case I1T
or In the case IV, we have at least one phase transition
with respect to U in themodel Ifm?i; is reproduced
by a ground state ofa degeneratem odelin a case IV, we
have to deny the m odel, since the degeneracy is arti cial
and the m odel is In proper.

If we do not have a case IT for a Coulomb system,
although F (U) is continuous, hg?ligjyen by j yimaynot
be unique because ofpossible degeneracy and m ay have a
Jum p as a function ofU . The value ofl’g?lig m ight be in
this jum p. In this case, the m odelhas an arti cialphase
transition and thus the m odel is not proper. T herefor,
we have to search for a properm odelw ith transferability
against change in environm ent by changing ;. If there
exist discontinuity in m?ialng the U axis, it is detected
by a 3mp i Hf'i, which is concluded by Lemma & 1i).



Finally, we would lke to comment on conceptual
fram ew ork of the whole study. You m ay think that the
case ITm ay be special. A rbitrariness rem ains in the se—
Jection of ;. However, we can say that T heoram s-'_j and:_é
are new guiding principles to construct an e ective the-
ory of com plicated correlated system s. In our m odel,
we may choose only one U -tem , if appropriate. This
is In possble for a m ethod to m ake an e ective m odel
using reduction of the whole phase space by choosing a
seam Ingly proper basis. O ur m ethod is com pletely dif-
ferent from the renomm alization group approach. In our
m ethod, we keep the property that ng (r) is always re—

produced and obtainable. O therw ise, an Inverse problem ,
eg. the m aterials design, would not be solved properly.
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