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Abstract The electron density(r,t), which is the central tool of time-dependent density
functional theory, is presently considered to be derivéditden a one-body time-dependent
potentialV (r,t), via one-electron wave functions satisfying a time- depen&chrodinger
equation. This is here related via a generalized equatiomotibn to a Dirac density matrix
now involvingt. Linear response theory is then surveyed, with a speciahasip on the
question of causality with respect to the density deperglefithe potential. Extraction of
V(r,t) for solvable models is also proposed.
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1 Background

Early work on time-dependent density functional theory bartraced back at least to 1972
[1l12]3] followed by various studies|[4/5[6, 7] in the 197@=fly 1980s, and culminating in
the important proposal of Runge and Gross (RG) [8]. In essehe RG argument general-
izes the Hohenberg-Kohn theorem [9] to time-dependentextgotentials. Though parts
of this important study were questioned(in[10], the RG warlidely accepted as the basis
for the assertion that, for a specified initial state, thera unique correspondence between
the time dependent densityr ,t) and the external potentisy:(r,t). This points the way to
construct a time-dependent extensitfm, t) of a static Slater-Kohn-Sham (SKS) like poten-
tial V(r) [12/12] which will then generate a Slater determinant of-imgaracting electron
wave functionsg(r,t) say, satisfying the time-dependent Schrodinger equation
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with a specified determinant at tihe= 0. Then the electron densityr,t) introduced above
is constructed, formally exactly for N electrons, as

N
n(r,t):Z(n*(r,t)(n(r,t). 2

Of course, formal exactitude requires precise knowledgiefone-body potentidl (r,t)

in egnd). At the time of writing, such knowledge is limiteat the key exchange and corre-
lation contributions enteriny (see also eqnhl9) below). These can be formally constructed
[13/14[15], and perturbative approaches that converg&ein éxact form are also known
[16/17/18]. In practical terms, however, accurate exchaswrelation functionals beyond
the local density approximation in space and time are dtibige and remain a topic of
general interest.

2 The challenge of Schirmer and Dreuw [10] to the RG arguments, and some
responses

This is the point to return to the work df [10]. This study cains serious criticism levelled
against the very foundations of TDDFT (articles|[19/20, 21§ also concerned with the
basis of the theory). In_[10], the variational basis of TDDBrdposed by Runge and Gross
[8] was not only challenged but seemingly refuted. To be nspeific, Schirmer and Dreuw
claimed that the variational derivation of the time-deptdSKS equations in_[8] is not
valid due to an ill-defined action functional proposed thekenon-variational treatment
would also encounter difficulties, since in this case the Sik&em would permit one to
reproduce, but not predict, the exact electron density.

Two contributions involving the present authors|[23, 24yéndeen motivated by the
criticism in [10] of the RG work. Both of the contributions @pt the challenges of the
RG proof, but do not require one to abandon the RG conclusioetheless. Let us start by
summarizing the content of [23], because this is very spedi§i focused on time-dependent
theory, whereas [24], though also motivated by the chadlenig [10], is basically dealing
with time-independent DFT.

2.1 Solvable example of a family of two-electron model atewith general inter-fermion
interaction: dynamical generalization

As brief background to the above example, Holas, Howard aadcM(HHM) [25], ob-
tained analytical solutions for ground-state properties avhole family of two-electron
spin-compensated harmonically confined members chaizexddoy a given interfermionic
potential energyi(ri2) (See alsd[26.27]). In[23] a start is made on the dynamic igdina-
tion of the harmonic external potential. In the above cant@simplified expression is ob-
tained for the time-dependent electron density for anyitiater-particle correlation, which
is completely determined by a one-dimensional non-intergdHamiltonian. That such a
construction is generally possible has been shown by QidrSatni [13, 1/4], but follows
also from the harmonic potential theorem|[28, 29] for thisdfic example. Furthermore for
the simplest case: the Moshinsky atdmi[30], where the intenau(ri2) is also harmonic, a
closed solution for the Fourier transform of the densitynaly the time-dependent atomic
scattering factor, is found.



To summarize the essence of the time-dependent deisity calculation in[[23], from
the above model, we take the special but nevertheless iemiaase of a system which is in
its ground-state d@t= 0. After generalizing the static separation of center ofsi{@M) and
relative motion (RM) to the dynamic example under consitienathe above assumption at
t = 0 leads to the square of the CM wave function as the simple stuform

CM,3D, (. 41(2 _ 1 @
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where the time dependence is determined by the length agalg) of the oscillator.
For the Moshinsky examplé [30] the time dependent atomittestiag factor f (k,t),
defined by

F(k,t) = /n(r,t)e”“dr, @)

is the convenient tool. The total scattering factor turns for u(ri2) = f%%rfz, to have
the form

fick (k1) = 2fem(k Mem@(1)) fom(k/2 Mem@(1)). 5)
whereacy (t) entering eqiif3) is related tocm(t) in eqni() by
1
acm(t) = o (6)

Or more generally, the dynamic generalization of the stakid/ density is obtained in [23]
in terms of the time-dependent relative motion wave fumctie
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Though this is an admittedly simplistic two-electron ctated time-dependent prob-
lem, the time-dependent densiiyr,t) can be got via a one-body time-dependent potential
V(r,t), thereby supporting the original RG assertion. There isordlict either, we hasten
to add, with the Schirmer-Dreuw conclusions. These autlimspite of questioning the RG
derivation [8] of the SKS equations, nowhere claim to hawpiived this important asser-
tion! On the contrary, an alternative proof is provided[id][8at the mapping is indeed
valid.

To conclude this sub-section, we stress that a correlategbtectron example proposed
in the static limit in [25] has been solved exactly in the dyiageneralization in which the
system is in its ground state at tirhe= 0. In particular, eqf{7) allows the time-dependent
densityn(r,t) of the correlated dynamical problem to be reduced to thelesiparticle
problem of calculating, probably numerically, from a orad time-dependent Schrodinger
equation, the relative motion wave functiggoa . This wave function, though calculated
from a one-body equation, involves the sum of the harmonidicement potential and the
interparticle potential energy. Having obtained the exact density, also the generating SKS
potential may be obtained by a straightforward, but nunadlsicon-trivial, inversion of the
SKS equations in this two-electron casel[32,33]. The orer® correspondence of densi-
ties and potentials in the non-interacting case can heneetifeed quite explicitly for this
specific example.

n(r,t) =

2
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2.2 Linear response theory and its inversion

Since the comments [24] are basically time-independentshedl defer these to follow a
brief discussion of the important linear response functiotime-dependent theory, already
to the forefront in the discussion inl[1] arid [2]. For the rninteracting SKS system gener-
ated by potentiaV/ (r,t) with first order self-consistent chang®/ (r,t), with corresponding
response functiops(r,t,r’,t’), we have for the density chanden(r,t) the formal result

An(r,t) :/dt’/dr’xs(r,t,r’,t’)AV(r’,t’). (8)

Here the first order chang®V in the (now time-dependent) SKS potential is given by

AV(1,t) = Vex(T 1) /dr An(r t /dt’/dr fe(r, 6, 0)AN ), (9)

wherefy is the as yet unknown, exchange-correlatlon keinel [34,35]

In this last cited references by Gross and coworkers, theeis$ causality was first
raised, which was also taken up later by Amusia and Shagif8&37] and Harbola [38,
39/40]. The question posed is quite general: namely whékieepotential depends on the
density in a causal manner. This, we believe, is anothetignemportant to the foundations
of TDDFT under discussion here.

The causality issue is important in its own right, but has aisplications for the varia-
tional formulation of TDDFT: The action principle proposkd Runge and Gross|[8] leads
to a symmetric and hence unexpected non-causal form of vieesim of the response func-
tion x, giving rise to what has been termed #anmetry-causality paraddqsee also[41]).
Different reformulations of the action principle have appe in the literature, e.gl, [42./43],
up to a recent contribution by Vignale in which the principleleast action in its conven-
tional form is abandoned [44].

Returning to the question of causality, we follow the treatitrof Amusia and Shaginyan
[37] who write the external potential in terms of the dendlity invoking the many-body
linear response functiog (in contrast to the one-bodys used in eqf(8) above). With the
external potentiaVex(r,t) one can write

An(r t) :/dt’/dr’x(r,t,r’,t’)Vext(r’,t’). (10)

In [37], it is assumed that eqn({10) can be changed to thevalistegral equation (see also
[4q)):
1 92%An(t) 1 9%x(t,t)
K(t) a2 K(t) at2
where the spatial variables are omitted for clarity of riotat The functionK(t) entering
eqn[1l) is defined by [37]

—Vex(t) + / at - CXED)y ), (11)

_ ox(t,t)
K(t) = A (12)
The solution of eqfi(d1) has the form[B7] 40]
1 9%An(t) R 1 9?%An(t")
Veult) = g6y o2 / drR(L,E) Ky a2 (13)

whereR(t,t") vanishes fot < t’. Harbola [40] argues from the above treatment that while
the density depends on the potential in a causal mannergtegse is not true, leaving



no room for a symmetry-causality paradox. On the other \deysia and Shaginyah [36,
37] as well as Cohen and Wassermian [41] provide argumerttgdhaal inverse response
functions indeed exist. Our present contention is thaingtlertant for a decisive answer to
the causality question resides in the mathematical priggest eqri(IB). This is an important
future area therefore for rigorous mathematical physics.

2.3 Two further comments pertaining to the Schirmer-Dretways

At this point, we return to the comments of Holas etlall [24}tlo& Schirmer-Dreuw study
[10]. As already mentioned above, in [24] the two particdabjects tackled are concerned
with the original, time-independent DFT but have implioas also for the time-dependent
generalization. In the present section, we merely summahie relevant points in_[24] for
the present context.

The first focus of[[24] was to answer in a positive fashion astjoe posed in[[10].
Whether a local operator can be reconstructed from knowlexgts particle-hole (p-h)
matrix elements when the number of particle states exceselésdhe essence of the ques-
tion. It arises in the context of a linear response treatmegtitin TDDFT, in which only
p-h matrix elements of the perturbing operator appear imglevant equations, although an
exact many-body approach requires also the knowledge dnmm-h elements. It turns out
that there is no conflict with the exactness of TDDFT due te #gparent loss of informa-
tion [10]. Schirmer and Dreuw formulate and prove the theotieat a local (multiplicative)
operatoru = u(r) is uniquely determined to within a constant by its p-h andrhadrix el-
ements with respect to a complete one-particle basisaaggartitioning of that basis into
occupied and unoccupied one-particle orbitals. But in @mgathe question to whether it is
possible to reconstruct a local operator if only its p-h imatements are given, in[10] it is
remarked that it seems not possible except for a speciaivdase the number of occupied
particle statesn) equals one. Itis stressed by Holas et'all [24] that ther@sitive answer
for anyn given in Sec. Ill of the work of Holas and Cinal [25].

As a second focus arising from the work(in [10], Holas et af] j2fer to the differential
equation satisfied by the density amplitude)?/2, involving the concept of the Pauli poten-
tial. While conceptually satisfying, ih [24] some reasores set out why the implementation
of such aradical Kohn-Sham schenf&0] is presently hardly computationally competitive
with that based on Slater-Kohn-Sham (SKS) orbitals. Beingerically demanding already
for the static case, we expect the computational schemastied by Schirmer and Dreuw
to be even more involved in the full time-dependent case.

3 Thedifferential virial theorem in time-dependent theory

We turn next to an important result for DFT: namely the défeial virial theorem (DVT).
Following the earlier study of March and Young [45] on thengmtent Dirac density matrix
via its equation of motion, which led then in one-dimensioratresult which they termed
the differential form of the virial theorem, Holas and Maifd&] some four decades later
established the DVT in three dimensions with full accousbabken of electron-electron
interactions. Ref[[46] has a fairly direct generalizatiotime-dependent theory [1.3,114]15,



40] and leads to the result (see alsb [1]):

a%n(r,t) 1, t / /
o2 fZD n(r,t)+Dz(r,t)+2D/ dr'na(r,r’,t)0u(r,r’) 4+ O[n(r,t) OVex(r,1)] .
(14)
Hereny(r,r’ t) is the pair density(r,r’) is the electron-electron repulsion potential energy,
while z(r,t) is a vector field defined from the kinetic energy density teigg(r,t) follow-
ing Holas and MarcH [46]. To be a little more specific, €gh(%$4)n essence a combination
of the DVT and the continuity equation relating density,t) and current densitj(r,t),
namely
M+Dj(r,t) =0, (15)
ot
the latter being already invoked in the early work of Marckl dosi [1] on TDDFT. What
we want to stress is that efn{14) can be employed at leasinicigle to construct the ap-
plied (external) potential from the densityr,t) plus the initial conditions, a matter already
touched on in Se€] 1. Prerequisites for such a constructmaaurate approximations for
the kinetic energy density tensor and the correlated paisitie Efforts to obtain the latter
in terms of first-order density matrices [47], should be wesgful in this respect.
Rewriting eqri(I#) for the non-interacting SKS system, wesha
2
9 g(trz’t) - f%D“n(r,t) + Dzs(r,t) + O[n(r,H) OV (r,1)], (16)
which requires only the knowledge of non-interacting vedigld z(r,t) [14] to extract the
Kohn-Sham potentia¥/ (r,t) from a given densityn(r,t). This should be helpful in cases
where direct inversion of the Kohn-Sham equations is imiptesécf. sub-section 211).

In order to obtain expressions for the exchange-correlgpiotential asunctional of
the density, admittedly, the pair density(r,r’,t) still enters in the subtraction &fx(r,t)
fromV (r,t). In Ref.[46] dealing with the time-independent probleng tlorrelated pair den-
sity and kinetic energy density tensor were replaced by ti@i-interacting counterparts,
which lead after a combination of the analogues of[edn(1d)eam{16) to an exchange-
only approximation of the exchange-correlation poterii@tond the Slater form. A similar
proceeding is expected to succeed also in the present @penrdent case. As discussed
by Qian and Sahn[[18,1/4,115] in their derivation of éqm(14J 418), the combination of
the above equations is also important from a more formaltpafiniew, since it allows to
disentangle several contributions to the exchange-aiiel functional and interpret these
in physical terms.

4 Shortcomings of present calculations by TDDFT on charge-transfer excitations

It is highly relevant to the foundations of TDDFT that cutrersage leads to substantial
errors for charge-transfer excited states|[[4€,49,50].allguthe excitation energies are
severely underestimated. Furthermore, the potentiaggnarves of such charge transfer
states do not display the knowiRdependence along a charge-separation coordmigé,
52/53].

A long-term solution to this problem may well lie in the usetioie-dependent current
density functional theory, which has recently been impletee [54] (see also [11[3,55]).
It turns out, as discussed in [54] that a correct descrippifocharge transfer excited states
requires non-locality, and current density functionalgenthis property. However, the high



computational cost of such a current density approachgaisebts as to whether this route
will be applicable to large molecules in the foreseeablarfut

5 Summary

Serious criticisms of the foundations of TDDFT have regeb#en made [10], the focus
being on parts of the Runge-Gross wark [8]. The example seinosub-sectioh 2]1, and
culminating in egri{l7), shows in an admittedly simple tinependent problem with an exact
solution, that the time-dependent density can be correellyulated from a one-body time-
dependent potential in support of the mapping theorem [8].

We stress here again that the mapping theorem is not chatleing[10]. The major
point of the Schirmer-Dreuw study is rather the claim thattime-dependent Kohn-Sham
approach has no predictive power due to the lack of a valichtianal principle. How-
ever, once the time-dependent density, discussed in sotaitidesub-sectiong 211 and 2.2
above, is obtained by some other means, and the exact tipgsdent exchange-correlation
potential-functional would be known, the exact time-etioln of the electron density of the
interacting system can be reproduced by the time-depeid®Eni-Sham equations. Since
this manuscript was completed, a comment [56] and réplygsZhe Schirmer-Dreuw study
[10] have been published.

Further matters discussed involve questions of the caysdlthe potential in TDDFT,
first raised by Gross and co-workefs 34, 35] and subsequdistussed by Amusia and
Shaginyan[[36,37] and Harbola [40], and of the need to faeeatiditional complications
of current density theory for a specific class of excitatjor@nely charge-transfer excited
states. This is because of the fundamental need for nofitipgehich is correctly embedded
in current density theory. Questions then arise as to thefity of application of such an
approach to large molecules, because of the high cost.

Acknowledgements We wish to acknowledge that the present article was brougfrtition during a visit

of both authors to the Division of Molecular Biophysics a tBerman Cancer Research Center (DKFZ2). Itis
a pleasure to thank Professor S. Suhai for generous haigpitatl for arranging a Scholarship to support the
visit. Finally NHM thanks Prof. A. Rubio for valuable disaisns pertaining to charge-transfer excitations.

References

1. March NH, Tosi MP (1972) Plasmons propagating in peridatiices and their dispersion. Proc Roy Soc
A (London) A330:373

2. March NH, Tosi MP (1973) Lattice effects in fast electremergy losses by plasmon excitation in metals.
Phil Mag 28:91

3. See also the review by Gross EKU, Kohn W (1990) Adv Quantimant21:255

4. Ando T (1977) Inter-subband optical-absorption in spat@rge layers on semiconductor surfaces. Z f
Phys B 26:263

5. Ando T (1977) Inter-subband optical-transitions in afawe space-charge layer. Solid State Commun
21:133

6. Zangwill A, Soven P (1980) Density-functional approaatotcal-field effects in finite systems - photoab-
sorption in the rare-gases. Phys Rev A 21:1561

7. Zangwill A, Soven P (1981) Resonant 2-electron excitatiocopper. Phys Rev B 24:4121

8. Runge E, Gross EKU (1984) Density-Functional Theory foné-Dependent Systems. Phys Rev Lett
52:997

9. Hohenberg P, Kohn W (1964) Inhomogeneous Electron Gas. Rév Lett 136:B864

10. Schirmer J, Dreuw A (2007) Critique of the foundationgiofe-dependent density-functional theory.
Phys Rev A 75:022513



11. Slater JC (1951) A Simplification of the Hartree-Fock Met. Phys Rev 81:385

12. Kohn W, Sham LJ (1965) Self-Consistent Equations Irioly&Exchange and Correlation Effects. Phys
Rev 140:A1133

13. Qian Z, Sahni V (1998) Quantum-mechanical interpretadif time-dependent density-functional theory.
Phys Lett A 247:303

14. Qian Z, Sahni V (2000) Time-dependent differentialatitheorems. Int J Quant Chem 78:341

15. Qian Z, Sahni V (2001) Sum rules and properties in timgeddent density-functional theory. Phys Rev
A 63:042508

16. Sham LJ, Schluter M (1983) Density-Functional Thedrthe Energy Gap. Phys Rev Lett 51:1888

17. van Leeuwen R (1996) The Sham-Schliter Equation in Degendent Density-Functional Theory.
Phys Rev Lett 76:3610

18. Gorling, A, Levy M (1994) Exact Kohn-Sham scheme basedearturbation theory. Phys Rev A 50:196

19. Xu BX, Rajagopal AK (1985) Current-density-functiorihory for time-dependent systems. Phys Rev
A 31:2682

20. Dhara AK, Ghosh SK (1987) Density-functional theorytfore-dependent systems. Phys Rev A 35:442

21. Pan XY, Sahni V (2003) Corollary to the Hohenberg-Koheotlem. Int J Quant Chem 95:381

22. Pan XY, Sahni V (2008) New perspectives on the fundarhdrgarem of density functional theory. Int
J Quant Chem 108:2756

23. Niehaus TA, Suhai S, March NH, (2008) Dynamical geneatibn of a solvable family of two-electron
model atoms with general interparticle repulsion. J PhyMath Theor 41:085304

24. Holas A, Cinal M, March NH (2008) Comment on "Critique d&fetfoundations of time-dependent
density-functional theory”. Phys Rev A 78:016501

25. Holas A, Howard 1A, March NH (2003) Wave functions and {order density matrices for a class of
two-electron artificial atoms embracing Hookean and Mashyrmodels. Phys Lett A 310:451

26. Samanta A, Ghosh SK (1990) Correlation in an exactlyabdé/two-particle quantum system. Phys Rev
A 42:1178

27. Ghosh SK, Samanta A (1991) Study of correlation effattan exactly solvable model two-electron
system. J Chem Phys 94:517

28. Dobson JF (1994) Harmonic-Potential Theorem: Impbeat for Approximate Many-Body Theories.
Phys Rev Lett 73:2244

29. Sahni V (2004) Quantal Density Functional Theory, Spirverlag, Berlin

30. Moshinsky M (1968) How Good is Hartree-Fock ApproxiraatiAm J Phys 36:52

31. van Leeuwen R (1999) Mapping from Densities to PoteniialTime-Dependent Density-Functional
Theory. Phys Rev Lett 82:3863

32. Lein M, Kimmel S (2005) Exact Time-Dependent Excha@gerelation Potentials for Strong-Field
Electron Dynamics. Phys Rev Lett 94:143003

33. DAmico |, Vignale G (1999) Exact exchange-correlatiasteptial for a time-dependent two-electron
system. Phys Rev B 59:7876 (1999).

34. Gross EKU, Ulrich CA, Gossmann UJ (1995) in: Density Fiamal Theory, edited by Gross EKU and
Dreizler RM, NATO Advanced Studies Institute, Ser. B, V@73 Plenum Press, New York

35. Gross EKU, Dobson JF, Petersilka M (1996) in: Densitydional Theory, edited by Nalewajski RF,
Springer, New York

36. Amusia MY, Shaginyan VR (1998) Relations between adtitegral, response functions, and causality
in density functional theory. Phys Lett A 250:157

37. Amusia MY, Shaginyan VR (2001) Comment on 'Analysis ofigality in time-dependent density-
functional theory’. Phys Rev A 60:056501

38. Harbola MK, Banerjee A (1999) Analysis of causality mé&-dependent density-functional theory. Phys
Rev A 60:5101

39. Harbola MK (2001) Reply to 'Comment on 'Analysis of calityan time-dependent density-functional
theory”. Phys Rev A 63:056502

40. Harbola MK (2002) Reviews of Modern Quantum Chemistof, W, 1226, World Scientific, Singapore

41. Cohen MH, Wasserman A (2005) N-representability andiosi@rity in time-dependent density-
functional theory. Phys Rev A 71:032515

42. Rajagopal AK (1996) Time-dependent variational ppleand the effective action in density-functional
theory and Berry’s phase. Phys Rev A 54:3916

43. van Leeuwen R (1998) Causality and Symmetry in Time-Ddeet Density-Functional Theory. Phys
Rev Lett 80:1280

44. Vignale G (2008) Real-time resolution of the causaliygaox of time-dependent density-functional
theory. Phys Rev A 77:062511

45. March NH, Young WH (1959) Approximate Solutions of thenBigy Matrix Equation for a Local Aver-
age Field. Nucl Phys 12:237



46. Holas A, March NH (1995) Exact Exchange-CorrelationeRtial and Approximate Exchange Potential
in terms of Density-matrices. Phys Rev A 51:2040

47. Valdemoro C (1992) Approximating the second-order cedulensity matrix in terms of the first-order
one. Phys Rev A 45:4462

48. Dreuw A, Fleming GR, Head-Gordon M (2003) Chlorophylbfiesscence quenching by xanthophylls.
Phys Chem Chem Phys 5:3247

49. Tozer DJ, Amos RD, Handy NC, Roos BJ, Serrano-Andres Bq)Ll®oes density functional theory
contribute to the understanding of excited states of unas organic compounds? Mol Phys 97:859

50. Dreuw A, Head-Gordon M (2005) Single-reference abdmiethods for the calculation of excited states
of large molecules. Chem Rev 105:4009

51. Dreuw A, Weismann JL, Head-Gordon M (2003) Long-rangarg-transfer excited states in time-
dependent. J Chem Phys 119:2943

52. Dreuw A, Head-Gordon M (2004) Failure of time-dependdansity functional theory for long-
range charge-transfer excited states: The zincbactéoiattbacterlochlorin and bacteriochlorophyll-
spheroidene complexes. J Am Chem Soc 126:4007

53. Tozer DJ (2003) Relationship between long-range chiaagesfer excitation energy error and integer
discontinuity in Kohn-Sham theory. J Chem Phys 119:12697

54. van Faassen M, de Boeij PL, van Leeuwen R, Berger JA, 8gijdG (2003) Application of time-
dependent current-density-functional theory to nonlesahange-correlation effects in polymers. J Chem
Phys 118:1044

55. March NH, Niehaus TA, Suhai S (2006) Influence of the nienécting density response function on the
exchange-only kernel in time-dependent density-funetioheory. Phys Rev A 74:044502

56. Maitra NT, van Leeuwen R, Burke K (2008) Comment on "@ti#é of the foundations of time-dependent
density functional theory”. Phys Rev A 78:056501

57. Schirmer J, Dreuw A (2008) Reply to "Comment on 'Critiqofethe foundations of time-dependent
density functional theory™. Phys Rev A 78:056502



	Background
	The challenge of Schirmer and Dreuw Sch07 to the RG arguments, and some responses
	The differential virial theorem in time-dependent theory
	Shortcomings of present calculations by TDDFT on charge-transfer excitations
	Summary

