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M om entum space properties from coordinate space electron density
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Electron density and electron m om entum density,while independently tractable experim entally,

bear no direct connection without going through the m any-electron wave function. However,in-

voking a variant ofthe constrained-search form ulation ofdensity functionaltheory,we develop a

generalschem e(valid forarbitrary externalpotentials)yielding decentm om entum spaceproperties,

starting exclusively from thecoordinate-spaceelectron density.Num ericalillustration oftheschem e

isprovided forthe closed-shellatom ic system sHe,Be and Ne and for1s
1
2s

1
singletelectronic ex-

cited state forHelium by calculating the Com pton pro�lesand the hp
n
iexpectation valuesderived

from given coordinate space electron densities.

PACS num bers:31.15 Ew,32.89 Cy

K eywords:Com pton Pro�le,Electron M om entum D ensity,Electron D ensity

Fora quantum m echanicalN-electron system such as

an atom ,m olecule ora solid,the coordinate space one-

electron density n(~r)isderived from thepertinentcon�g-

uration spacem any-electron (antisym m etric)wavefunc-

tion 	(~r1;~r2;~r3;:::;~rN ) through the m arginaldistribu-

tion n(~r) = N
R

j	(~r;~r2;~r3;:::;~rN )j
2
d3r2d

3r3 :::d
3rN

(electron spins m ay also be included). Analogously,

the one-electron m om entum density 
(~p) is obtained

from the N-electron m om entum space wave func-

tion �(~p1;~p2;~p3;:::;~pN ) via the reduction 
(~p) =

N
R

j�(~p;~p2;~p3;:::;~pN )j
2
d3p2d

3p3 :::d
3pN : The wave

functions	 and � in thecom plem entary spacesarecon-

nected by am any-particleFourier-Diractransform ation :

�(~p1;~p2;:::;~pN ) =
1

(2�)3N =2

Z

	(~r1;~r2;:::;~rN )

� e
i
P

j= 1

N
~pj:~rj

d
3
r1d

3
r2 :::d

3
rN :

(1)

(Hartree atom ic units,viz. jej= 1;m e = 1;�h = 1 have

been used throughout).Experim entally,the coordinate-

spacedensity istractablethrough a coherentand elastic

x-ray scattering process[1]wherethescattered intensity

is directly proportionalto jf(~k)j
2

,f(~k) being the form

factor which is the Fourier transform ofn(~r). O n the

other hand,the electron m om entum density 
(~p) m an-

ifests itself m ore directly in term s of the (directional)

Com pton pro�le J(q) [2]obtained in an inelastic high

energy (X-ray or
-ray)Com pton scattering process:

J(q)=

Z 1

� 1

dpx

Z 1

� 1

dpy
(px;py;q): (2)

Foratom ic and m olecularsystem sin gaseousstate,a

spherically sym m etric Com pton pro�le results from the

corresponding spherically averaged electron m om entum

density 
sph(p)=
1

4�

R


(~p)d
p̂,whence

Jsph(q)q> 0 = 2�

Z 1

q


sph(p)p dp; (3)

which isa m onotonic decreasing function ofq.Theoret-

ically,the expressionsin Eqs.(2)and (3)areessentially

the im pulse approxim ation (IA) pro�les [3]. Equation

(3)readily leadstoan inverserelation 
(p)= � 1

2�p

dJ(p)

dp
,

where here and henceforth,the subscript \sph" willbe

understood.

Itm ustbeem phasized herethatthem appingsn �! 	

and 
 �! � areboth in generalone-m any and although

for the ground state the form er is unique [4], the ex-

plicitprescription forthe m ap isunknown.Hence while

there existsa Fourierconnection between 	  ! �,no

such directrelation ispossiblebetween thedensitiesn(~r)

and 
(~p)in the two com plem entary spaces. O n the ba-

sisofquasi-classicalphase-space considerations(akin to

the Thom as-Ferm itheory),there existsa proceduredue

to Burkhardt [5], K �onya [6], and Coulson and M arch

[7],called the BKCM schem e,to estim ate electron m o-

m entum density,given itsposition-spacecounterpart[8].

However,thism ethod ism arred by itsartifactsofa di-

vergent
(0)and a�nitecut-o�for
(p).Incidentally,the

so term ed \W ignerfunction" [9,10,11]cannotrepresent

a joint probability in phase space for not being strictly

positive sem ide�nite. In their phase-space approach to

density functionaltheory (DFT)[4],Parretal.[12]pre-

scribed a phase-spaceentropy m axim ization,im posing a

given coordinatedensity and a given kineticenergy den-

sity (ateach point~r)asconstraints.Thisenabled them

toobtain apositivesem ide�nitephase-spacedistribution

through which m om entum density could be extracted.

Let us,however,pose a question : G iven exclusively

the electron density in coordinate space as a starting

point(and no otherinform ation),could oneestim atethe

quantum -m echanical electron m om entum density (and

http://arxiv.org/abs/physics/0502010v1
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hence the Com pton pro�le)?

It is the spirit underlying this letter to dem onstrate

an a�rm ative answerto the above question,within the

densityfunctionaltheorypertinentfeaturesofwhich have

been ashighlighted below.

In theirexciting work,Zhao and Parr(ZP)[13]devel-

oped a novelm ethod to obtain the K ohn-Sham orbitals

for a given co-ordinate space density. Their m ethod is

based on Levy’s constrained search approach [14]that

generalizes the Hohenberg -K ohn form ulation ofDFT.

Constrained search approach which obtains the K ohn-

Sham \wave function",a single Slater determ inant 	 D

form ed outofthe lowestoccupied orbitalsofa localpo-

tential,by m inim izing thenon-interacting kineticenergy

Ts[n]= m in
	 D

< 	 D
ĵTj	 D

> ; (4)

where	 D =) n(~r);thegiven density;T̂ istheN-electron

kinetic energy operator and 	 D is an antisym m etric,

norm alized (hence L2) N-electron wave function ofin-

dependentelectrons.ZP accom plished thesearch on the

right side ofEq. (4) through variation ofthe orbitals

f i(~r)g
N
i= 1 yielding a density n(~r). This density would

equalthe given density n0(~r) at every point ~r,via the

m inim ization ofthe positivesem ide�nite functional

C �

Z
[n(~r)� n0(~r)][n(~r

0)� n0(~r
0)]

2j~r� ~r0j
d
3
rd

3
r
0
; (5)

whose m inim um value zero would be reached i� n(~r)=

n0(~r)8~r. The m inim ization Ts[n]+ �C with respectto

the orbitals f ig gives a set ofK ohn-Sham like equa-

tions:

�

�
r 2

2
+ �~v(~r)� Z=r

�

 i(~r)= �i i(~r);(i= 1;:::;N )

(6)

where the sum �~v(~r) � Z=r � �v(~r) =

�
R

[n(~r0)� n0(
~r0)]

j~r� ~r0j
d3r0 in the lim it � ! 1 ;C ! 0,

yet the product �C rem aining �nite,gives the e�ective

K ohn-Sham potential[13].

M orrison and Zhao [15]applied thism ethod to atom s

while Ingam ells and Handy [16]extended the work to

m olecularsystem s.Recently,Harbola [17]observed that

theZhao-Parrprocedurecould also beapplied to obtain

K ohn-Sham orbitalsforan excited-statedensity,thereby

dem onstrating thegeneralapplicability ofthem ethod to

ground-aswellasexcited-states.

O ur schem e to e�ect n(~r) ! 
(~p) \transform ation"

is : Start from a given density n0(~r) ) O btain the

K ohn - Sham orbitals  i(~r) via the Zhao - Parr pre-

scription
P occ

i= 1
j i(~r)j

2
= n(~r) ) Fourier transform

 i(~r)�! �i(~p)) O btain 
(~p)=
P occ

i= 1
j�i(~p)j

2
;hence

theCom pton pro�leJ(q)and otherm om entum expecta-

tion values.Thisprocedurethusstartsfrom only a given

n0(~r)and estim atesJ(q)and hpnivalues. W e illustrate

H e 1s
2 1

S (ground state con�guration)

H e 1s
1
2s

1 1
S (singletlowestexcited state con�guration)

B e 1s
2
2s

2 1
S (ground state con�guration)

N e 1s
2
2s

2
2p

6 1
S (ground state con�guration)

FIG . 1: Electron M om entum D ensity obtained within the

presentschem e

this\~r-density tom om entum -spaceproperties"(RDM P)

schem eforthe following atom ic system s:

Accuratecoordinatespacedensitiesem ployed asstart-

ing points for ground state are due to K oga etal. [18]

forHe,Esquiveland Bunge[19]and Bungeand Esquivel

[20]for Be and Ne respectively while the Coolidge and

Jam es [21]density was used for He excited state. The

value of� (cf. eq. 6 ) was set to � 5000,leading to a

su�ciently accurateself-consistentK ohn-Sham potential

converged to �veplaces.

A collage of the 
(~p) derived from n(~r) under the

presentschem eisdepicted in Fig.1.W hileallthe
-plots

com pareextrem ely wellwith theirHF-counterparts(not

shown),thefeaturesofnonm onotonicity of
(~p)forNeon

isalso reproduced (cf. Ref. [22];Fig. 1),in conform ity

with thefactthatatom swith theirultim atep-shellsdou-

bly occupied orm oreevincesuch nonm onotonicity [22].

The Hartree-Fock data (zeroth-order correlated) for

the wave-function aregiven forcom parison and asa da-

tum .Particularlystrikingisthefactthatforexcited H e,

the electron m om entum density (EM D) is overwhelm -

ingly preponderantaround low m om entum valuesalong

with a very sharp asym ptoticfall-o�.

Tables I through III give the CP’s via the RDM P

schem e with their other theoretical and experim ental
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TABLE I:Com pton Pro�lesforhelium

G round State FirstExcited State

q PresentW ork HF
a

Experim ent
b

PresentW ork

0.00 1.075 1.070 1.071 � 1.5% 2.947

0.20 1.020 1.017 1.019 1.464

0.40 0.879 0.878 - 0.465

0.60 0.700 0.700 0.705 0.337

0.80 0.525 0.527 - 0.287

1.00 0.380 0.382 0.388 0.233

1.50 0.159 0.160 - 0.124

2.00 0.068 0.068 0.069 0.059

2.50 0.031 0.031 0.030 � 15% 0.027

3.00 0.015 0.015 0.013 0.012

3.50 0.008 - - 0.006

4.00 0.004 - - 0.003

5.00 0.001 - - 0.001

a
Reference [23];

b
Reference [24]

com parators. Each CP is norm alized as
R1

0
J(q)dq =

N =2,asiscustom ary. There isa rem arkable agreem ent

between the CP’sderived from coordinate space atom ic

electron densitieswithin the im pulseapproxim ation and

theHartree-Fock (HF)orexperim entalCP’s.From Ta-

bleI,theconsiderableredistribution ofelectron m om en-

tum density ofHe excited state in com parison with its

ground state counterpart is evident. Excitation brings

in a slower decay in the coordinate space which is,by

Fourierreciprocity,m apped on to a peak Com pton pro-

�le value. As the transition 1s1 2s1 ! 1s2 is dipole-

forbidden,thissingletHe-excited state islong-lived (life

tim e � 1

10
sec);while there have been no Com pton pro-

�les(CP’s)reported forthissystem ,the presentschem e

accom plishesthis.

ForBe and Ne (TablesIIand III)ground states,the

CP’s via the present schem es give better overallagree-

m entwith theiraccuratecorrelated counterpartsthan do

the HF-CP’s. Thisis indicative ofthe correlation piece

picked up by the Zhao-Parrschem e.

To gauge the overallquality ofthe electron m om en-

tum density \derived" from the coordinate space den-

sity,wehavecom puted thehpnivaluesundertheRDM P

schem e and have com pared with those derived from ac-

curate,correlated atom ic wave functions[28],aswellas

from thenearHartree-Fockwavefunctions[23].TableIV

illustrates that the present RDM P schem e successfully

obtains the hpni values (for n = -2,-1,1,2,3 and 4)

in agreem entwith both theirHF and correlated counter

parts.ForthecaseofHeexcited state,preponderanceof

electron m om entum density around very sm allaswellas

largep valuesisconspicuous.

Since the K ohn -Sham theory,in itsvery spirit,pro-

vides an e�ective local one- body potential in which

the m utually noninteracting electrons are im m ersed,

the quantalexchange-correlation e�ects ofthe electron-

TABLE II:Com pton Pro�lesforG round State ofBeryllium

q PresentW ork HF
a

Correlated
b

0.00 3.061 3.159 2.953

0.30 1.958 1.950 1.936

0.50 1.068 1.032 1.098

0.70 0.621 0.600 0.658

0.80 0.516 0.503 -

1.00 0.413 0.409 0.432

1.50 0.310 0.309 0.312

2.00 0.224 0.224 0.224

2.50 0.153 0.153 -

3.00 0.102 0.102 0.102

3.50 0.068 0.068 -

4.00 0.045 0.045 0.045

5.00 0.021 0.021 0.020

6.00 0.010 0.010 -

7.00 0.005 0.005 0.005

8.00 0.003 0.003 -

a
Reference [23];

b
Reference [25]

TABLE III:Com pton Pro�lesG round State ofNeon

q PresentW ork HF Experim ent
a

0.00 2.748 2.727 2.762

0.20 2.716 2.696 2.738

0.40 2.610 2.593 2.630

0.60 2.423 2.413 2.427

0.80 2.170 2.168 2.162

1.00 1.883 1.889 1.859

1.50 1.216 1.228 -

2.00 0.764 0.771 0.765

2.50 0.499 0.501 0.501

3.00 0.346 0.346 0.359

3.50 0.254 0.253 0.277

4.00 0.195 0.194 0.210

5.00 0.125 0.125 0.126

6.00 0.085 - -

7.00 0.060 - -

8.00 0.044 - -

aR eferences [26]-[27]

electron interactions (after �ltering out the \classical"

part
R

n(~r0)d3r0= j ~r � ~r0 j in vK S
eff

(~r)) em body a ki-

netic energy like piece and a potentialenergy like piece.

Thekineticpiecearisesoutofthedi�erencebetween the

functionals T[n]and Ts[n],whose values albeit known,

their form s rem ain unknown. Lam and Platzm an [30]

and Tong and Lam [26]im ported the functionalform s

for a hom ogeneous electron gas and estim ated the cor-

rection to J(q) within the localdensity approxim ation.

In the present case however,the di�erence as a func-

tionalcannotbeisolated from thesum totalK ohn-Sham

exchange-correlation energy.

To conclude,it is gratifying that the presentm ethod

o�ers a general prescription to estim ate quantal m o-

m entum spacepropertiesstarting from coordinatespace

n(~r)alone,with no referenceto them any-electron wave
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TABLE IV:Variousexpectation valueshp
n
iforn = -2,-1,1,2,3 and 4

System He(1s
2
) He(1s

1
2s

1
) Be Ne

Property PW HF
a

Corr
b

PW PW HF
a

Corr
c

PW HF
a

Corr
d

hp
�2
i 4.132 4.089 4.101 43.047 23.449 25.291 21.939 5.583 5.480 5.553

hp
�1
i 2.149 2.141 2.139 5.889 6.122 6.318 5.909 5.497 5.456 5.478

hp
1
i 2.797 2.799 2.814 2.036 7.468 7.434 7.533 35.156 35.196 35.241

hp
2
i 5.734 5.723 5.805 4.318 29.183 29.146 29.333 257.183 257.09 257.751

hp
3
i 18.11 17.99 18.40 63.86 185.55 185.59 186.35 3583.33 3584.3 3591.5

hp
4
i 106.6 105.7 - 271159.0 2147.2 2161.0 2165.0 96612.1 98510.0 98719.0

PW :PresentW ork,Corr:Correlated values:
a
Reference [23];

b
Reference [28];

c
Reference [25];

d
Reference [29]

function. This schem e could also be extended to solids

wherein directionalCom pton pro�les could be derived

from an experim ental[31]three-dim ensionalco-ordinate

space density. Note that this procedure is not lim ited

by the form ofthe externalbinding potentialendowing

the presentschem e with generality for any bound state

problem .
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