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The derivative discontinuity ofthe exchange-correlation functionalofdensity-functionaltheory

is cast as the di�erence of two types of electron a�nities. W e show that standard K ohn-Sham

calculationscan beused tocalculateboth a�nities,and thattheirdi�erencebene�tsfrom substantial

and system atic error cancellations, perm itting reliable estim ates of the derivative discontinuity.

Num ericalcalculationsforatom sand m oleculesshow thatthediscontinuity isquitelarge (typically

severaleV),and signi�cantly and consistently im provestheagreem entofthecalculated fundam ental

energy gap with the experim entalgaps. The percentage error ofthe single-particle gap isreduced

in favorable casesby m ore than one orderofm agnitude,and even in unfavorable casesby abouta

factoroftwo.

PACS num bers:31.15.E-,31.15.es,31.15.-p,71.15.M b

From spectroscopy to transport,there is hardly any
property ofa quantum m any-particle system that does
not in som e way depend on whether there is a gap in
the energy spectrum ,and what the size ofthis gap is.
The fundam entalgap is a ground-state property ofthe
N -body system ,de� ned [1,2,3]in term softhe ground-
stateenergy E (N )asE g = [E (N � 1)� E (N )]� [E (N )�
E (N + 1)],whereE (N � 1)� E (N )istheenergy change
upon rem oving the N ’th particle from the N particle
system and E (N )� E (N + 1) that upon rem oving the
N + 1st particle from the N + 1 particle system . In
a noninteracting system ,this de� nition reduces to the
fam iliarenergy gap between single-particlelevels.

Forinteracting system s,approxim ate m any-body cal-
culations of total energies and energy gaps are typ-
ically perform ed within the fram ework of density-
functionaltheory (DFT)[1,2,3]or,forsm all� nite sys-
tem s,Hartree-Fock (HF) and post-Hartree-Fock m eth-
ods.DFT provides,in addition to theground-stateden-
sity and related quantities,also a set ofsingle-particle
eigenvalues, the so-called K ohn-Sham (K S) spectrum .
The di� erence between the energy ofthe highest occu-
pied and lowestunoccupied ofthesesingle-particlelevels
is the K S gap,which in extended system s becom e the
band structure gap. Neither the K S northe HF single-
particle gaps correspond to the experim entalgap, the
form ertypically being too sm alland thelattertoo large.

G enerally,one can write E g = E K S
g + � xc,which de-

� nes�xc asthe di� erencebetween the exactfundam en-
talgap and the exactK S single-particle gap. In atom ic
physics and quantum chem istry, the im portance of a

�Electronic address:capelle@ ifsc.usp.br

nonzero� xc forchem icalhardnessiswellknown [2,4,5].
Neglectof� xc hasalsobeen shown tolead tolargeerrors
in the calculation ofRydberg excitations [6,7],charge-
transfer processes and transport [8,9,10,11],and the
ionization probabilityofatom sexposed tostrongelectro-
m agnetic� elds[12].In sem iconductors,approxim ateen-
ergy gapscalculated in DFT often drastically underesti-
m atetheexperim entalgap[13,14].In M ottinsulators,in
particular,theentiregap isdueto � xc [15,16].Recently
it was pointed outthat a sim ilar discontinuity problem
can also appearin thespin-DFT calculation ofspin gaps
in m aterials relevant for spintronics [17]. The question
whether the neglect of� xc or the error in E K S;approx

g

is responsible for the underestim ate ofthe band gap in
solids is considered in a standard textbook in the � eld
to be ‘oftrem endous practicalim portance’[1],and the
calculation of� xc is ranked in a recent m onograph as
‘certainly one ofthe m ajor outstanding problem sin con-

tem porary DFT’[3],butno generalanswerisknown.

In the presentpaperwe draw attention to an alterna-
tive representation of� xc,which castsitasa di� erence
ofsingle-particleeigenvalues,sim ilarto the K S gap.W e
pointoutthatthisrelation providesa sim plephysicalin-
terpretation oftheelusivexcdiscontinuity,and useitto
estim ate xcdiscontinuitiesofatom sand m olecules.The
resulting correction � est

xc substantially im proves agree-
m entwith experim entalfundam entalgaps,reducing the
percentage deviation from experim ent by m ore than a
factorof10 in favorable casesand by abouta factorof
two in lessfavorableones.

Thestandard representation of� xc isbased on ensem -
ble DFT foropen system s,where allthree quantitiesin
E g = E K S

g + � xc can be related to derivative disconti-
nuitiesofuniversaldensity functionals[15,18,19]. The
fundam entalgap isthederivativediscontinuity oftheto-
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TABLE I:Experim entalgap,E
exp
g = I

exp � A
exp

,K S single-particle gap,E
K S
g ,and K S gap corrected by adding ourestim ate

for the discontinuity,E
D F T
g = E

K S
g + �

est
xc ,for atom s Li(Z = 3) to C a (Z = 20),with exception ofthe nobelgases. The

valuesfor�
est
xc were obtained from Eq.(7)using the B88LYP functionaland the 6-311G (d)basissets.Alldata in eV .

Z 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 19 20 rm s

Li Be B C N O F Na M g Al Si P S Cl K Ca error

E
K S
g 1.40 3.56 0.614 0.598 3.76 0.860 0.820 0.917 3.38 0.272 0.188 2.01 0.215 0.146 0.601 2.36 7.67

E
D F T
g 4.59 9.01 8.12 10.1 14.4 13.2 15.1 4.42 7.19 5.09 6.43 8.45 7.64 8.88 3.63 5.32 0.606

E
exp
g 4.77 9.32 8.02 10.0 14.5 12.2 14.0 4.59 7.65 5.55 6.76 9.74 8.28 9.36 3.84 6.09 -

talenergy

E g =
�E [n]

�n(r)

�
�
�
�
N + �

�
�E [n]

�n(r)

�
�
�
�
N ��

; (1)

the K S single-particlegap thatofthe noninteracting ki-
netic energy

E
K S
g =

�Ts[n]

�n(r)

�
�
�
�
N + �

�
�Ts[n]

�n(r)

�
�
�
�
N ��

; (2)

and the rem aining piece,� xc,thatofthe xcenergy

� xc =
�Exc[n]

�n(r)

�
�
�
�
N + �

�
�Exc[n]

�n(r)

�
�
�
�
N ��

= v
+
xc(r)� v

�
xc(r):

(3)
In theseequations� standsforan in� nitesim alvariation
ofthesystem ’sparticlenum ber.Equation (3)showsthat
� xc isasystem -dependentshiftofthexcpotentialvxc(r)
as it passes from the electron-poor to the electron-rich
side ofintegerN .
Theses three relations are useless to calculate gaps

from m ostcurrently availableapproxim atedensity func-
tionals,which typically have no discontinuities.Fortwo
ofthe three quantitiesabove,alternative waysofcalcu-
lation,m ore usefulin practice,are widely known. Total
energiesarecalculated easily from DFT,so thatonecan
em ploy the de� nition ofionization energy I = E (N �
1)� E (N )and electron a� nity A = E (N )� E (N + 1)
to calculatethe fundam entalgap from

E g = E (N + 1)+ E (N � 1)� 2E (N )= I� A: (4)

Single-particle energiesare obtained from the K S equa-
tion,asabyproductofcalculatingthetotalenergies,and
yield the K S single-particlegap

E
K S
g = �N + 1(N )� �N (N ); (5)

where �M (N ) denotes the M ’th eigenvalue of the N -
electron system . The third term ,the xc discontinuity
� xc,has resisted allattem pts ofdescribing it directly
by com m on density functionals,such asLDA and G G A,
which are continuousas a function ofN and thus have
no xcdiscontinuity.
However,we note that I and A can be calculated in

DFT notonly from ground-stateenergies,butalso from

single-particle eigenvalues, via I = � �N (N ) and A =
� �N + 1(N + 1) (the analogue ofK oopm ans’theorem in
DFT)[1,20].By using theserelationsand thede� nition
ofE K S

g one� nds,upon com bining Eqs.(4)and (5)[21],

E g = �N + 1(N )� �N (N )+ � xc = �N + 1(N + 1)� �N (N );
(6)

which im plies

� xc = �N + 1(N + 1)� �N + 1(N )= A K S � A: (7)

In the laststep we used the factthatthe a� nity ofthe
K S system ,A K S,issim ply the negativeoftheenergy of
the lowestunoccupied orbital.
O newaytoestim ate� xc isbysubtractingEq.(5)from

(4).In thefollowing,weuseEq.(7),which isequivalent
in principle,butsim plerin practice[22].Italso provides
an intuitiveinterpretation ofthediscontinuity:in an in-
teracting system ,the electrons repell,hence the energy
costofrem oving the outerm ostelectron from the nega-
tive species(which ism easured by the electron a� nity)
isreduced,A < A K S,and a positive� xc results.
Ifthe right-hand side ofEq.(7) could be calculated

exactly,thisprocedurewould determ inetheexactxcdis-
continuity.An estim ateof� xc isthusobtained by using
in (7) the K S eigenvalues obtained in two approxim ate
K S calculations,onefortheneutralspecies,theotherfor
the anion.
Such approxim ate calculations involve two distinct

types oferrors,one associated with the approxim ations
used forthe xc functional,the otherwith the � nite size
ofthebasisset.Asa consequence,each ofthetwo a� ni-
ties in Eq.(7) is predicted wrongly by standard com -
binations offunctionals and basis sets. Typically,the
self-interaction errorinherentin com m on LDA and G G A
type functionalsshiftsthe eigenvaluesup,in som e cases
so m uch that the anionsbecom e unbound [23]. O n the
otherhand,the� nitenessofthebasissetarti� cially sta-
bilizes the anion [23]. As a consequence of this error
cancellation,practicalm ethods for calculating a� nities
from LDA and G G A areavailable[23,24,25,26].
O urkey argum entisthatderivativediscontinuitiesare

protected from functionalerrorsand basis-seterrorsby
a distinctadditionalerrorcom pensation,independentof
the one just described. Nam ely, Eq.(7) casts � xc as
a di� erence oftwo a� nities. Even ifeach is predicted
wrongly on itsown,theirdi� erence isexpected to bene-
� tfrom substantialadditionalerrorcancellation.In fact,
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ifallK S eigenvaluesareshifted up by roughly the sam e
am ount,energy di� erencesarepreserved,and even posi-
tiveeigenvalues(unbound anions)can providereasonable
discontinuitiesforthe bound neutralsystem .
W e callthis calculation of� xc by m eans ofEq.(7)

an estim ate,and notan approxim ation,to stressthatit
exploitsan errorcancellation thatishard to quantify a

priori. However,in recent work on m odels ofharm on-
ically con� ned system s [27]this estim ate was found to
lead to signi� cantly im proved gaps.Hereweexplorethe
perform anceofEq.(7)in abinitio calculationsforatom s
and m olecules.
In Table Iwe com pare,for16 lightatom s,the experi-

m entalgap,theK S single-particlegap,and theDFT gap,
de� ned asthe sum ofthe K S gap and the estim ated xc

discontinuity.The K S calculationswere perform ed with
theGAUSSIAN 98 [28]program ,using theB88-LYP func-
tionaland the 6� 311G (d;p)basis sets. Table Ishows
thatthe errorofthe K S gap issigni� cantly and consis-
tently reduced by adding the estim ated xc discontinuity
to the K S gap,dropping by m orethan an orderofm ag-
nitude | from 7:67eV to 0:606eV | overthe data set
in Table I. Thislarge drop,togetherwith the factthat
theim provem entissystem atic(obtained notonly on av-
erage, but in every individualcase), strongly suggests
thatEq.(7)isa reliableand usefulway ofobtaining the
discontinuity.
Figure 1 is a plot of the data in Table I, revealing

that� xc roughly followstheatom icshellstructure.Par-
ticularly sm alldiscontinuities are found for atom s with
one electron outside a closed shell,such as Liand N a.
Thelargestdiscontinuitiesare,however,notobserved for
closed-shellsystem sbutforsystem soneelectron shortof
a closed shell,as is seen com paring F with N e or C l
with Ar. W e interpret this by m eans ofEq.(7) as a
consequenceofthe factthat� xc isrelated to two a� ni-
ties,which involve negative species with one additional
electron,leading to a closed shellforF � and C l� .
Speci� cally forthe B e atom ,we can furthercom pare

with independent theoreticalexpectations,because the
discontinuity ofthisatom haspreviously been estim ated
by Jones and G unnarsson (JG ) [29]by com paring the
experim entalgap to a near-exactK S gap obtained ear-
lierby Pedroza and Alm bladh [30]from CIdensitiesand
approxim ate inversion of the K S equation. O ur value
� B e
xc = 5:5eV isencouragingly closeto � B e;JG

xc = 5:7eV .
Next,we turn to m olecules. In Table IIwe com pare

our estim ate of � xc to m any-body values of � xc and
to experim entalfundam entalgaps.The m any-body dis-
continuity isobtained [31]by perform ing coupled-cluster
calculationsto generatea near-exactdensity,followed by
inversion ofthe K S equation to obtain the correspond-
ing near-exactK S potential,solution oftheK S equation
with thatpotentialto obtain thenear-exactK S gap,and
subtraction ofthatgap from theexperim entalfundam en-
talgap [31]. The � rststep isim practicalforlargersys-
tem s,whereasthelaststep involvesusingtheexperim en-
talgap,which m akes the m ethod em pirical. For these
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FIG .1:Plotofthedatain TableI:K ohn-Sham single-particle

gap (triangles),experim entalfundam entalgap (open squares)

and K ohn-Sham single-particle gap corrected by adding our

estim ate ofthe discontinuity (fullcircles),for16 lightatom s.

The lines are guides for the eye, illustrating that �
est
xc re-

covers notonly the overallvalue,butalso �ne details ofthe

behaviourasa function ofZ thatwere lostin the K S gap.

reasons,the sim ple estim ate obtained from Eq.(7)m ay
constitute a usefulalternative,provided it turns out to
be su� ciently reliable.
In fact,theestim ated valueof� est

xc dependson thecho-
sen basis set and functional,as wellas on whether the
anion geom etry isseparately optim ized (leading to adia-
batic a� nitiesand discontinuities)orhold � xed atthat
ofthe neutralspecies(verticala� nitiesand discontinu-
ities). Tests ofdi� erent com binations ofm ethodologies
indicate that best (i.e.,closest to experim ent) gaps are
obtained ifthe discontinuity is calculated from vertical
a� nities.
TableIIshowsthatthesystem sfallin two classes.For

oneclass,com prisingC O ,H 2C O ,H 2S,H C N ,N 2,P H 3,
C l2,SO 2,and C2H 4,thegap errorwith respecttoexper-
im entisreduced byasim ilarm argin asforatom s,oreven
m ore,and estim ated and calculated � xc agreewell.For
the other class,com prising H 2O ,N H 3,H F ,C H 4 and
perhapsC2H 2,the percentageerrorofthe gap dropsby
afactoroftwo,instead ofby oneorderofm agnitude,and
theestim aterecoversabout50% ofthem any-body value
of� xc. An em piricalindicator ofwhich class a system
belongstoisthesign oftheK S a� nity:ifthisisnegative
(i.e.,thelowestunoccupied K S orbitalhaspositiveeigen-
value)thesystem belongstoclassII.W enotethatthisis
nota stability criterium becauseitem ploysthe(unphys-
ical)K S a� nity and becauseforallm oleculesin TableII
(with exception ofC l2 and SO 2) the anionic species is
experim entally unstable. Rather,it indicates a partial
lossofthe errorcancellation on which ouruse ofEq.(7)
isbased.Nevertheless,even in these"unfavorable"cases,
the estim ate stillprovidesa system atic im provem enton
the K S gap,reducing the error with respect to experi-
m ent by a factor oftwo. For both classes,� est

xc clearly
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TABLE II:Com parison ofcalculated and experim entalgaps for sm allm olecules. First colum n: experim entalgap. Second

colum n: K S single-particle gap. Third colum n: percentage deviation of K S gap from experim entalgap. Fourth colum n:

derivative discontinuity estim ated from single-particle eigenvalues,obtained from the B88-LYP functionalon the 6-311G (d,p)

basissets.Fifth colum n:D FT gap.Sixth colum n:percentage deviation ofD FT gap from experim entalgap.Seventh colum n:

m any-body estim ate ofthe derivative discontinuity.Allvaluesin eV.

system E
expt:
g ,Ref.[32] E

K S
g % dev. �

est
xc ,Eq.(7) E

D F T
g = E

K S
g + �

est
xc % dev. � xc,Ref.[31]

C O 15.8 7.05 -55.4 9.04 16.09 1.83 8.44

H 2C O 12.4 3.66 -70.5 8.31 11.97 -3.43 8.16

H 2S 12.6 5.68 -54.9 5.33 11.01 -12.6 6.53

H C N 15.9 8.06 -49.3 8.24 16.30 2.53 7.89

N 2 17.8 8.24 -53.7 9.74 17.98 1.15 9.25

P H 3 11.9 6.51 -45.3 5.25 11.76 -1.18 5.99

C l2 9.20 2.38 -74.1 7.24 9.620 4.57 -

SO 2 11.2 3.25 -71.0 7.94 11.19 -0.09 -

C 2H 4 12.3 5.76 -53.2 7.10 12.86 4.57 6.53

C 2H 2 14.0 6.97 -50.2 5.34 12.32 -12.0 7.08

H 2O 19.0 6.47 -66.0 6.15 12.61 -33.6 11.4

N H 3 16.3 6.01 -63.1 5.56 11.58 -29.0 10.1

H F 22.0 8.63 -60.8 6.82 15.45 -29.8 11.7

C H 4 20.5 10.3 -49.9 4.88 15.15 -26.1 11.4

providesa quantitativecorrection to single-particlegaps,
which m ay beusefulin im proving,e.g.,theDFT descrip-
tion ofchem icalhardness[4,5]oroftransportthrough
singlem olecules[8,9].
In sum m ary,we havecastthe derivativediscontinuity

ofDFT asa di� erenceoftwo a� nities,Eq.(7),and used
approxim ateK S calculationsoftheseto obtain estim ates

forthediscontinuity in atom sand m olecules.O urresults
areconsistentwith previousresults,whereavailable,and
signi� cantly and consistently reduce the error between
calculated and m easured fundam entalgaps.

This work was supported by FAPESP,CAPES and
CNPq.
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