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M om entum space properties from coordinate space electron density
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E lectron density and electron m om entum density, while independently tractable experin entally,
bear no direct connection w ithout going through the m any-electron wave function. However, in—
voking a variant of the constrained-search form ulation of density functional theory, we develop a
general schem e (valid for arbitrary extemalpotentials) yielding decent m om entum space properties,
starting exclusively from the coordinate— space electron density. N um erical ilustration ofthe schem e
is provided for the closed-shell atom ic system s He, Be and Ne and for 1s' 2s' singlt electronic ex—
cited state for Helium by calculating the C om pton pro Js and the hp" i expectation values derived

from given coordinate space electron densities.
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For a quantum m echanicalN -electron system such as
an atom , m olecule or a solid, the coordinate space one-
electron density n (¢) isderived from the pertinent con g—
uration space m any-electron (antisym m etric) wave fiinc-
tion (@®Eq1;2;7 ;R'::;rN ) through the m arginal distrdbu—
tion n®) = N )jzd3r2d3r3 sy
(electron spins may also be inclided). Analogously,
the oneelctron momentum density (o) is obtained
from the N-elctron momentum space wave func-
tion  (1/P2iPsiiiiipy ) via the reduction (o) =
N 3 (p2ips;iiiidy )PP dps 1i:d’py ¢ The wave
functions and in the com plem entary spaces are con—
nected by a m any-particle FourierD irac transform ation :
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H artree atom ic units, viz. £#j= 1;m. = 1;h = 1 have
been used throughout). E xperin entally, the coordinate—
space density is tractable through a coherent and elastic
X-ray scattering process I] w here the scattered intensity
is directly proportional to i (k)jz, f K) being the fom

factor which is the Fourder transform ofn ). On the
other hand, the electron m om entum density (o) m an-—
ifests itself m ore di In tem s of the (directional)
Compton pro e J (@) L] obtained in an inelastic high
energy X —ray or -ray) Com pton scattering process :
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For atom ic and m olecular system s In gaseous state, a
spherically symm etric Com pton pro I results from the
corresponding spher_iﬁaﬂy averaged electron m om entum
density oon ) = - ®)d p, whence
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which is a m onotonic decreasing finction of g. T heoret—
ically, the expressions in Egs. ) and W) are essentially

the in pulse approxin ation (IA) pro ls I]. E quation
W) readily leadsto an inverse relation (o) = %di—gj),

where here and henceforth, the subscript \sph" svﬂlbe
understood.

Ttm ustbe em phasized here that them appingsn !
and ! are both In generalonem any and although
for the ground state the fom er is unique 1], the ex—
plicit prescription for the m ap is unknown. Hence while
there exists a Fourier connection between ! , NO
such direct relation is possible between the densitiesn (x)
and (p) In the two com plem entary spaces. On the ba-
sis of quasiclassical phase—space considerations (@kin to
the Thom asFem itheory), there exists a procedure due
to Burkhardt l], K onya I], and Coulson and M arch
I], called the BKCM schem e, to estim ate electron m o—
m entum density, given its position-space counterpart I].
However, this m ethod ism arred by is artifacts ofa di-
vergent (0) anda nitecuto for ) . Incidentally, the
so temm ed \W igner function" I,.,ﬁ] cannot represent
a Ppint probability n phase space for not being strictly
positive sem ide nite. In their phase-space approach to
density fiunctionaltheory OFT) M), Parret al. ] pre—
scribbed a phase-space entropy m axin ization, in posing a
given coordinate density and a given kinetic energy den-
sity (at each point ¥) as constraints. T his enabled them
to obtain a positive sem ide nite phase—space distrbution
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 other inform ation), could one estim ate the
quantum -m echanical electron m om entum density (and
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hence the Com pton pro l)?

Tt is the spirit underlying this letter to dem onstrate
an a m ative answer to the above question, w ithin the
density fiinctionaltheory pertinent featuresofw hich have
been as highlighted below .

In their exciting work, Zhao and Parr (ZP) ] devel-
oped a novelm ethod to obtain the K ohn-Sham orbitals
for a given co-ordinate space densiy. Their m ethod is
based on Levy’s constrained search approach 1] that
generalizes the Hohenberg — K ohn formulation of DFT .
Constrained search approach which obtains the K ohn—
Sham \wave finction", a single Slater determ inant P
form ed out of the lowest occupied orbitals ofa localpo—
tential, by m inin izing the non-interacting kinetic energy

Tshl=min< " §3° >; @)
where P =) n (¥);thegiven density; T istheN -electron
kinetic energy operator and P is an antisymm etric,
nom alized (hence L2) N-electron wave fiinction of in—
dependent electrons. ZP accom plished the search on the
right side of Eq. ) through varation of the orbitals
f ;@)dL, yilding a density n ¢). This density would
equal the given density ng (®) at every point ¥, via the
m Inin ization of the positive sem ide nite finctional
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whose m lnimnum value zero would be reached 1 n (¥) =
no ) 8. Them Inm ization Tsh]+ C wih respect to
the orbitals £ ;g gives a set of Kohn-Sham lke equa—
tions :
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where the sum v () Z=r
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yet theyprocjiuct C rem aining nite, gives the e ective
K ohn-Sham potential [1].

M orrison and Zhao 1] applied thism ethod to atom s
while Thgam ells and Handy 1] extended the work to
m olecular systam s. Recently, Harbola []] observed that
the Zhao-P arr procedure could also be applied to obtain
K ohn-Sham orbitals for an excited-state density, thereby
dem onstrating the general applicability ofthe m ethod to
ground-as w ell as excited-states.

Our scheme to e ect n (¢) ! ) \transform ation"
is : Start from a given density ng ) ) Obtain the
Kohn - SBam orbials ;@) via the Zhao — Parr pre-
scription 550§ i) F = ne Fourier transfom
i) ! i) Obtain ()= 53 i@ F;hence
the Com pton pro ¥ J (@) and otherm om entum expecta—
tion values. T his procedure thus starts from only a given
no (¢¥) and estin ates J (@) and hp" i values. W e illustrate
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FIG.1l: Elctron M om entum D ensity obtained within the
present schem e

this \rdensity to m om entum -gpace properties" RDM P)
schem e for the follow ing atom ic system s :

A ccurate coordinate space densities em ployed as start—
Ing points for ground state are due to Koga et al. 1]
forHe, E squiveland Bunge 1] and Bunge and E squivel

] for Be and Ne respectively while the Coolidge and
Jam es [[]] density was used for He excited state. The
valie of (cf. eq. ) was sst to 5000, lading to a
su ciently accurate selfconsistent K ohn-Sham potential
converged to ve places.

A oollage of the (p) derived from n () under the
present schem e isdepicted in Fig.ll. W hikeallthe -plots
com pare extrem ely wellw ith their HF -counterparts (not
shown), the features of nonm onotonicity of (o) forN eon
is also reproduced (cf. Ref. [1]; Fig. 1), In confom iy
w ith the fact that atom sw ith their ultin ate p-shellsdou-
bly occupied orm ore evince such nonm onotonicity [H].

The HartreeFock data (zeroth-order correlated) for
the wave-function are given for com parison and as a da—
tum . Particularly striking is the fact that forexcited H e,
the electron m om entum density EM D) is overwheln —
Ingly preponderant around low m om entum values along
w ith a very sharp asym ptotic alto .

Tables B through Il give the CP’s via the RDMP
schem e with their other theoretical and experim ental



TABLE I:Compton Pro les for helium

TABLE II:Compton Pro ls for G round State of B eryllium

F irst E xcited State
Present W ork

G round State

g PresentW ork HF® Experin ent®

0.00 1.075 1.070 1.071 15% 2.947
020 1.020 1.017 1.019 1464
040 0879 0.878 - 0465
0.60 0.700 0.700 0.705 0.337
0.80 0.525 0.527 - 0287
1.00 0380 0382 0.388 0233
150 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
2Reference | ]; PReference |]
R,
com parators. Each CP is nom alized as o Y (@)dg =

N =2, as is custom ary. T here is a rem arkable agreem ent
between the CP ’s derived from coordinate space atom ic
electron densities w thin the in pulse approxim ation and
the Hartree -Fock HF') orexperimn entalCP'’s. From Ta—
b, the considerablk redistrbution of electron m om en—
tum density of He excited state n com parison w ith its
ground state counterpart is evident. E xcitation brings
In a slower decay in the coordinate space which is, by
Fourier reciprocity, m apped on to a peak Com pton pro—

le value. As the transition 1s'2s' ! 1s® is dipole-
forbidden, this singlet H eexcited state is long-lived (life
tine l—losec); while there have been no Com pton pro—

les (CP's) reported for this system , the present schem e
accom plishes this.

ForBe and Ne (Tablesill and ) ground states, the
CP'’s via the present scheam es give better overall agree—
m ent w ith their accurate correlated counterpartsthan do
the HF€CP’s. This is indicative of the correlation piece
picked up by the Zhao-P arr schem e.

To gauge the overall quality of the electron m om en—
tum density \derived" from the coordinate space den—
sity, we have com puted the hp” i valuesunder the RDM P
schem e and have com pared w ith those derived from ac—
curate, correlated atom ic wave functions 1], aswell as
from the nearH artreeFock wave functions [ 1]. Tabklll
lustrates that the present RDM P schem e successfully
obtains the Ip" i values (orn = 2, -1, 1, 2, 3 and 4)
in agreem ent w ith both their HF and correlated counter
parts. For the case ofH e excited state, preponderance of
electron m om entum density around very sm allaswellas
large p values is conspicuous.

Since the Kohn —Sham theory, in its very spirit, pro-—
vides an e ective Iocal one- body potential in which
the mutually noninteracting electrons are inm ersed,
the quantal exchange-correlation e ects of the electron—

q Present W ork HF?® C orrelated®
0.00 3.061 3.159 2.953
030 1.958 1.950 1.936
0.50 1.068 1.032 1.098
0.70 0.621 0.600 0.658
0.80 0516 0503 -
1.00 0413 0.409 0432
150 0310 0309 0312
2.00 0224 0224 0224
2.50 0153 0153 -
3.00 0.102 0102 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 -
2Reference |]; PReference |11

TABLE III: Com pton Pro les G round State of N eon

q Present W ork HF E xperim ent®
0.00 2.748 2.727 2.762
020 2.716 2.696 2.738
0.40 2610 2593 2.630
0.60 2423 2413 2427
0.80 2170 2.168 2.162
1.00 1.883 1.889 1.859
150 1216 1228 -
2.00 0.764 0.771 0.765
250 0499 0501 0501
3.00 0346 0.346 0359
350 0254 0253 0277
400 0195 0194 0210
5.00 0125 0125 0126
6.00 0.085 - -
7.00 0.060 - -
8.00 0.044 - -

3R eferences 1] - ]

e]ecttﬁn Interactions @fter Itering out the \classical"
part n@)Fr= jr 2 j;n V53 () embody a ki
netic energy like piece and a potential energy like piece.
T he kinetic piece arises out of the di erence between the
functionals T h] and Ts ], whose values albeit known,
their form s rem ain unknown. Lam and Platzman ]
and Tong and Lam '] In ported the functional form s
for a hom ogeneous electron gas and estin ated the cor—
rection to J (@) within the local densiy approxin ation.
In the present case however, the di erence as a func-—
tionalcannot be isolated from the sum totalK ohn-Sham
exchange-correlation energy.

To conclude, it is gratifying that the present m ethod
o0 ers a general prescription to estin ate quantal m o—
m entum space properties starting from coordinate space
n (¢) alone, w ith no reference to the m any—electron wave



TABLE 1V : Various expectation valueshp"i orn = 2,-1,1, 2,3 and 4

System He@ls) He(ls 2¢) Be Ne

Property PW HF® Cort® PW HF® Corr® PW HF?® Cort®

p?i 4132 4089 4101 43.047 23449 25291  21.939 5583 5.480 5553

pli 2149 2141 2139 5.889 6.122 6.318 5.909 5497 5456 5478

pti 2797 2799 2814 2.036 7.468 7434 7533 35.156 35.196 35241
e’ i 5734 5.723 5805 4318 29183 29146 29333 257183  257.09  257.751
i 1811  17.99 1840 63.86 18555 18559  186.35 358333 35843 35915
p'i 106.6 1057 - 271159.0 21472 21610 21650 966121 985100  98719.0

PW :PresentW ork, Corr : Correlated values: *Reference ||

function. This schem e could also be extended to solids
wherein directional Com pton pro ls could be derived
from an experim ental 1] three-din ensional co-ordinate
space density. Note that this procedure is not lim ited
by the form of the extemal binding potential endow Ing
the present schem e w ith generality for any bound state
problem .
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