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T he derivative discontinuiy of the exchange-correlation fiinctional of density—-fiinctional theory
is cast as the di erence of two types of electron a nities. W e show that standard K ohn-Sham
calculations can beused to calculate both a nities, and that theirdi erencebene tsfrom substantial
and system atic error cancellations, pem itting reliable estin ates of the derivative discontinuity.
N um erical calculations for atom s and m olecules show that the discontinuity is quite large (typically
severaleV ), and signi cantly and consistently im proves the agreem ent ofthe calculated findam ental
energy gap w ith the experim ental gaps. T he percentage error of the singleparticle gap is reduced
In favorable cases by m ore than one order of m agniude, and even In unfavorable cases by about a

factor oftwo.

PACS numbers: 31.15E-31.15es,31.1590,71.15M b

From spectroscopy to transport, there is hardly any
property of a 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 of this gap is.
T he fundam ental gap is a ground-state property of the
N body system ,de nedl|l,l4,3] In tem s of the ground-
stateenergyE N )asEq= EN 1) EN)] E N)
EN +1)],whereE W 1) E (N ) isthe energy change
upon rem oving the N ’'th particle from the N particle
system and E W) E N + 1) that upon rem oving the
N + 1lst particle from the N + 1 particlke system . In
a noninteracting system , this de nition reduces to the
fam iliar energy gap between singleparticle levels.

For interacting system s, approxin ate m any-body cal-
culations of total energies and energy gaps are typ-—
ically perfomed within the framework of densiy-
functionaltheory OFT) [1,l2,13] or, oramall nie sys—
tam s, HartreeFock HF) and postH artreeFock m eth—
ods. DFT provides, in addition to the ground-state den-
sity and related quantities, also a set of singleparticle
elgenvalues, the socalled Kohn-Sham (K S) spectrum .
The di erence between the energy of the highest occu-
pied and lowest unoccupied of these single-particke levels
is the K'S gap, which In extended system s becom e the
band structure gap. Neither the K S nor the HF single-
particle gaps correspond to the experim ental gap, the
form er typically being too sm alland the latter too large.

Generally, one can write E4 = Eg 5+ 4o, which de-

nes . asthe di erence between the exact fundam en—

talgap and the exact K S singleparticle gap. In atom ic
physics and quantum chem istry, the importance of a
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nonzero . for chem icalhardness iswellknown [Z,14,5].
Neglctof 4c hasalsobeen shown to lead to large errors
In the calculation of Rydberg excitations [6, 1], charge—
transfer processes and transport [, (9, 110,[11], and the
Jonization probability ofatom sexposed to strong electro—
m agnetic elds|IZ]. In sem iconductors, approxin ate en—
ergy gaps calculated n DFT often drastically underesti-
m ate the experin entalgap [L3,114]. In M ott insulators, In
particular, the entire gap isdueto . [L5,l1€]. Recently
it was pointed out that a sim ilar discontinuiy problem
can also appear in the spin-DFT calculation of spin gaps
In m aterials relevant for spintronics [L7]. The question
whether the neglect of . or the error in E § 5#PpProx
is responsible for the underestin ate of the band gap in
solids is considered In a standard textbook in the eld
to be Yf trem endous practical In portance’ [1], and the
calculation of . is ranked In a recent m onograph as
tertain one of the m apr outstanding probkm s in con—
tem porary DFT ' [3], but no generalanswer is known.

In the present paper we draw attention to an alterna-
tive representation of ., which casts it asa di erence
of single-partick eigenvalies, sin ilarto the K S gap. W e
point out that this relation provides a sin ple physical in—
terpretation of the elusive xc discontinuity, and use i to
estin ate xc discontinuities of atom s and m olecules. The
resulting correction $3F substantially in proves agree-
m ent w ith experin ental findam ental gaps, reducing the
percentage deviation from experin ent by m ore than a
factor of 10 In favorable cases and by about a factor of
two In less favorable ones.

T he standard representation of . isbased on ensem —
bEe DFT for open system s, where all three quantities in
Eg=E§ S5 + 4o can be related to derivative disconti-
nuities of universal density fiinctionals [15,118,/19]. The
fundam entalgap is the derivative discontinuity ofthe to—
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TABLE I:Experim entalgap, E§*F = 1%*°

fr the discontinuity, E; 77 = Ef ° + §2, bratomsLi 2

A®*P, K S singleparticle gap, Eg $,and K S gap corrected by adding our estin ate

3) toCa (Z = 20), wih exception of the nobel gases. The

values or 3 were obtained from Eq. [7) using the B88LY P functionaland the 6-311G (d) basis sets. A lldata in eV .

Z 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 19 20 m s
Li| Be B C N o) F Na | Mg Al Si P S Ccl K Ca | error
Eg S 1.40| 3.56| 0.614| 0.598| 3.76| 0.860| 0.820| 0.917| 338| 0272| 0.188| 2.01| 0215 0.146| 0.601| 2.36| 7.67
EcFT| 459 901 812| 101 | 144| 132| 151| 442| 719| 509| 643 | 845 7.64| 888 | 3.63| 532| 0.606
ngp 4777 932 8.02 100 | 145| 122 14.0 459 | 765 555 6.76 | 9.74| 828 936 | 384 | 6.09 -
tal energy sihgleparticle eigenvalues, via I = y W) and A =
n+1 N + 1) (the analogue of K oopm ans’ theorem in
E, = E ] E ] ; @ DFT) [I,/20]. By using these relations and the de nition
ne ., n(r) of Ej ® one nds, upon combining Egs.[d) and [E) R21],

the K S singleparticle gap that of the noninteracting ki-
netic energy
gES Ts ] Tshl

= ; 2
g n ., n) @

and the rem aining piece, xc, that of the xc energy

_ Exchl]
n (r)

XC

Excb] =V @ v, @:
n (r)

N + N

3)
In these equations stands foran in nitesim al variation
ofthe system ’sparticle num ber. E quation [3) show sthat

xc IS a system dependent shift ofthe xcpotentialvy. (r)
as it passes from the electron-poor to the electron-rich
side of integer N .

Theses three relations are useless to calculate gaps
from m ost currently available approxin ate density func—
tionals, which typically have no discontinuities. Fortwo
of the three quantities above, altemative ways of calcu-
lation, m ore usefiill in practice, are w idely known. Total
energies are calculated easily from DF T, so that one can
em ploy the de nition of ionization energy I = E N
1) EN)andekctrona nktyA=EN) EN + 1)
to calculate the fundam entalgap from

Eq=EN + 1)+ EN 1) 2EN)=I A: (@)
Singlepartick energies are obtained from the KS equa—
tion, as a byproduct of calculating the totalenergies, and
yield the K S singleparticle gap

ESS= n+1 M) y N); 5)

where y (N ) denotes the M "th eigenvalue of the N —
electron system . The third tem , the xc discontinuity

xcr has resisted all attem pts of describing it directly
by comm on density fiinctionals, such asLDA and GGA,
which are continuous as a function of N and thus have
no xc discontinuiy.

However, we note that T and A can be calculated in
DFT not only from ground-state energies, but also from

N+1 M) N N)+ = n+1 O + 1) n N);

(6)

Eg=
which im plies
xce= n+1 N + 1) n+1 N )= Axs A (7)

In the last step we used the fact that the a niy ofthe
K S system , Ak s, is sin ply the negative of the energy of
the lowest unoccupied orbital.

Oneway to estin ate . isby subtractingEg. [§) from
@) . . the llow ing, we use Eq. [1), which is equivalent
In principle, but sin pler In practice R2]. It also provides
an Intuitive interpretation of the discontinuity: in an in-
teracting system , the electrons repell, hence the energy
cost of rem oving the outemm ost electron from the nega-
tive species (which ism easured by the electron a nity)
isreduced, A < Ag 5, and a positive . resuls.

If the right-hand side of Eq. [@) could be calculated
exactly, this procedure would determ ine the exact xc dis—
continuity. An estim ate of . is thus obtained by using
in [@) the K S eigenvalues cbtained in two approxin ate
K S calculations, one for the neutral species, the other for
the anion.

Such approxin ate calculations involve two distinct
types of errors, one associated w ith the approxin ations
used for the xc functional, the other w ith the nite size
ofthe basis set. A sa consequence, each ofthetwoa ni-
ties in Eq. [@) is predicted wrongly by standard com —
binations of fiinctionals and basis sets. Typically, the
self-interaction error Inherent n comm on LDA and GGA
type functionals shifts the eigenvalues up, In som e cases
so much that the anions becom e unbound 23]. On the
otherhand, the nitenessofthe basissetarti cially sta—
bilizes the anion R3]. As a consequence of this error
cancellation, practical m ethods for calculating a nities
from LDA and GGA are availabl 23,124,125,126].

O urkey argum ent is that derivative discontinuities are
protected from functional errors and basis-set errors by
a distinct additional error com pensation, independent of
the one just describbed. Namely, Eq. [1) casts 4. as
a di erence of two a nities. Even if each is predicted
wrongly on its own, theirdi erence is expected to bene—

t from substantialadditionalerror cancellation. In fact,



ifallK S eigenvalues are shifted up by roughly the sam e
am ount, energy di erences are preserved, and even posi-
tive eigenvalues (unbound anions) can provide reasonable
discontinuities for the bound neutral system .

W e call this calculation of L. by means of Eq. [1)
an estin ate, and not an approxin ation, to stress that it
exploits an error cancellation that is hard to quantify a
priori. However, in recent work on m odels of harm on—
ically con ned system s|27] this estin ate was found to
lead to signi cantly in proved gaps. Here we explore the
perom ance of Eq. [) in ab initio calculations or atom s
and m olecules.

In Tablk[lwe com pare, or 16 light atom s, the experi-
m entalgap, the K S single-particke gap, and theDFT gap,
de ned as the sum ofthe K S gap and the estin ated xc
discontinuiy. The K S calculations were perform ed w ith
the GAUSSIAN 98 R8]program ,using the B88-LY P fiinc-
tionaland the 6 311G (d;p) basis sets. Tablk[d shows
that the error of the K S gap is signi cantly and consis-
tently reduced by adding the estin ated xc discontinuity
to the K S gap, dropping by m ore than an order ofm ag—
nitude | from 7:67eV to 0:606eV | over the data set
in Tablk[l. This large drop, together w ith the fact that
the in provem ent is system atic (cbtained not only on av—
erage, but in every individual case), strongly suggests
that Eq. [@) is a reliable and usefiilway of cbtaining the
discontinuity.

Fiure [ is a plot of the data in Tabk [J, revealing
that 4 roughly follow s the atom ic shell structure. Par-
ticularly am all discontinuities are found for atom s w ith
one electron outside a closed shell, such as Liand N a.
T he largest discontinuities are, how ever, not cbserved for
closed-shell system sbut for system s one electron short of
a closed shell, as is seen comparing F wih Ne or C1
wih Ar. W e interpret this by means of Eq. [1) as a
consequence of the fact that . isrelated totwo a ni-
ties, which involve negative species w ith one additional
electron, leading to a closed shellforF and C1 .

Speci cally for the Be atom , we can further com pare
w ith independent theoretical expectations, because the
discontinuiy ofthis atom has previously been estin ated
by Jones and Gunnarsson (JG) [R9] by com paring the
experin ental gap to a nearexact K S gap obtained ear—
lier by Pedroza and A Inbladh [30] from C Idensities and
approxin ate inversion of the KS equation. Our value

Be = 55eV isencouragingly coseto B¢ = 5:7ev .

Next, we tum to molecules. In Tablk [ we com pare
our estinate of 4. to many-body values of 4. and
to experin ental findam ental gaps. T he m any-body dis—
continuity is obtained [31]by perform ing coupled-clister
calculations to generate a near-exact density, followed by
nversion of the K S equation to obtain the correspond-
Ing nearexact K S potential, solution ofthe K S equation
w ith that potentialto obtain the nearexactK S gap, and
subtraction ofthat gap from the experin ental findam en—
talgap [B1]. The rst step is in practical for larger sys—
tem s, whereas the last step involves using the experin en—
tal gap, which m akes the m ethod em pirical. For these
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FIG .1: P lot ofthedata in Tablk[d: K chn-Sham single-particlke
gap (triangls), experim ental findam entalgap (open squares)
and K ohn-Sham single-particle gap corrected by adding our
estin ate of the discontinuity (f1ll circles), for 16 light atom s.
The lines are guides for the eye, illustrating that $3° re-
covers not only the overall value, but also ne details of the
behaviour as a function of Z that were lost n the K S gap.

reasons, the sin ple estim ate obtained from Eq. [7) may
constitute a useful altermative, provided it tums out to
be su ciently reliable.

In fact, the estin ated valieof  25F dependson the cho—
sen basis set and functional, as well as on w hether the
anion geom etry is separately optin ized (leading to adia-
batic a nitdes and discontinuities) or hold xed at that
of the neutral species (verticala nities and discontinu—
ities). Tests of di erent com binations of m ethodologies
Indicate that best (ie., closest to experin ent) gaps are
obtained if the discontinuiy is calculated from vertical
a nities.

Table[IT show s that the system s fall in two classes. For
one class, com prishgCO,H,CO,H,S,HCN ,N,,PH3,
CL,S50,,and C,H 4, the gap errorw ith respect to exper—
In ent is reduced by a sim ilarm argin as for atom s, oreven
m ore, and estimn ated and calculated . agree well. For
the other class, com prisng H,0, NH;, HF , CH,4 and
perhaps C,H ,, the percentage error of the gap drops by
a factoroftw o, instead ofby one order ofm agniude, and
the estim ate recovers about 50% ofthem any-body value
of xc. An empirical indicator of which class a system
belongsto isthe sign ofthe K S a niy: ifthis isnegative
(ie., the owest unoccupied K S orbitalhaspositive eigen—
valie) the system belongsto class II.W e note that this is
not a stability criterium because it em ploys the (Unphys—
ical) KS a nity and because rallm olecules in Tablk[Il
(W ith exogption of CL and SO;) the anionic species is
experin entally unstable. Rather, it indicates a partial
loss of the error cancellation on which our use of Eq.[7)
isbased. N evertheless, even in these "unfavorable" cases,
the estin ate still provides a system atic in provem ent on
the K S gap, reducing the error w ith respect to experi-
ment by a factor of two. For both classes, ¢ clearly

xC



TABLE II: Com parison of calculated and experim ental gaps for sm all m olecules. First colum n: experin ental gap. Second
column: K S singleparticle gap. Third colum n: percentage deviation of KS gap from experim ental gap. Fourth colimn:
derivative discontinuity estin ated from single-particle eigenvalues, obtained from the B88-LY P functionalon the 6-311G (d,p)
basis sets. Fifth coimn: DFT gap. Sixth colum n: percentage deviation of DFT gap from experim entalgap. Seventh colum n:

m any-body estin ate of the derivative discontinuiy. A llvalies In €V .

sy stem E$*PY, Ref. 32] Ej S $ dev. ek, Eq.[) E;FT=ESS+ ¥ $ dev. «cr Ref. B1]
co 1538 7.05 554 9.04 16.09 1.83 8.44
H,CO 12 4 3.66 =705 831 11.97 343 8.16
H>S 126 5.68 549 5233 11.01 126 6.53
HCN 159 8.06 493 824 1630 253 7.89
N, 1738 824 53.7 9.74 17.98 115 925
PHs 11.9 6.51 453 525 11.76 -1.18 5.99
Ch 920 2238 741 724 9.620 457 -
SO, 12 325 =710 7.94 1119 -0.09 -
C.H 4 123 5.76 532 7.10 1286 457 6.53
CoH, 140 6.97 502 534 1232 120 7.08
H,0 190 647 -66.0 615 1261 336 114
NH; 163 6.01 631 556 1158 290 101
HF 220 8.63 -60.8 6.82 1545 298 117
CHg, 205 103 -49.9 488 1515 261 114

provides a quantitative correction to sihgle-particlk gaps,
which m ay be usefulin in proving, eg., the DFT descrip—
tion of chem ical hardness [4,|5] or of transport through
single m okecules [B,9].

In summ ary, we have cast the derivative discontinuity
of DFT asadi erenceoftwo a nities, Eq.IE), and used
approxin ate K S calculations ofthese to obtain estin ates

for the discontinuiy in atom sand m olecules. O ur resuls
are consistent w ith previous resuls, w here available, and
signi cantly and consistently reduce the error between
calculated and m easured fundam ental gaps.
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