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Linear-response time-dependent density functional theory (LR-TDDFT) simulations of disordered
extended systems require averaging over different snapshots of ion configurations to minimize finite
size effects due to the snapshot–dependence of the electronic density response function and related
properties. We present a consistent scheme for the computation of the macroscopic Kohn-Sham (KS)
density response function connecting an average over snapshot values of charge density perturbations
to the averaged values of KS potential variations. This allows us to formulate the LR-TDDFT within
the adiabatic (static) approximation for the exchange-correlation (XC) kernel for disordered systems,
where the static XC kernel is computed using the direct perturbation method [Moldabekov et al.
J. Chem. Theory Comput. 19, 1286 (2023)]. The presented approach allows one to compute the
macroscopic dynamic density response function as well as the dielectric function with a static XC
kernel generated for any available XC functional. The application of the developed workflow is
demonstrated for the example of warm dense hydrogen. The presented approach is applicable for
various types of extended disordered systems such as warm dense matter, liquid metals, and dense
plasmas.

I. INTRODUCTION

Ab intio simulations play an indispensable role in the
understanding of the physics and chemistry of materials
at extreme conditions. Such warm dense matter (WDM)
naturally appears in the interiors of planets [1], brown
dwarfs [2], and white dwarfs [3], and in the outer layer of
relatively cold neutron stars [4]. In experiments, WDM
is created using powerful lasers and shock compression at
facilities such as the National Ignition Facility (NIF) [5–
7] and the European X-ray Free-Electron Laser (XFEL)
[8, 9]. Without accurate simulations, the extreme con-
ditions and the short life time of WDM states generated
in experiments often hinder effective diagnostics. Indeed,
one usually has to rely on simulations to extract proper-
ties (structural factors, free energy etc.) from the exper-
imental data.

One of the common diagnostic tools in WDM experi-
ments is X-ray Thomson scattering (XRTS) [10], which
provides information about the dynamical structure fac-
tor of the electrons S(q, ω). To describe the XRTS sig-
nal and, in this way, extract the maximum amount of
information about the dynamic properties of WDM, one
needs accurate simulation results for S(q, ω). By virtue
of the fluctuation–dissipation theorem connecting S(q, ω)
with the dynamical linear density response function [11],
agreement between experiment and theory for the XRTS
signal can provide reliable access to a great variety of dy-
namical properties such as the dynamical dielectric func-
tion, conductivity, and energy loss characteristics. Fur-
thermore, accurate simulations can be used to guide and
design future experiments. This is particularly impor-
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tant for highly challenging tasks like the development of
inertial confinement fusion (ICF) technology.

Commonly used ab initio methods for the computa-
tion of the dynamical structure factor are linear-response
time-dependent density functional theory (LR-TDDFT)
and real-time time-dependent density functional theory
(RT-TDDFT) [12], which is formally equivalent in the
linear-response regime to LR-TDDFT [13]. More re-
cently, the imaginary time density–density correlation
function [a two-sided Laplace transform of S(q, ω)] that
can, in principle, be computed from highly accurate
quantum Monte Carlo (QMC) methods has been brought
forward by Dornheim et al. [14–17] as a new tool for
the investigation of the dynamical properties of WDM
in thermodynamic equilibrium and beyond [18]. All of
these methods have certain computational bottlenecks
with respect to the number of particles within the sim-
ulation. This can lead to finite size effects that have to
be minimized to increase the accuracy of the results. For
example, a too small number of particles clearly leads to
errors in the calculations of thermodynamic properties
(pressure, energy etc) [19–23] as well as dynamic proper-
ties such as dynamic density response function [24, 25].

In this work, we consider finite size effects in the elec-
tronic density response function of disordered systems
due to the dependence on the positions of the nuclei in
a snapshot. This problem vanishes for crystals if the
box length is commensurate with the crystal periodicity.
In this case, periodic boundary conditions represent a
real physical picture of solids . In the high temperature
limit, which corresponds to the fully ionized plasma state,
the electrons are free and the ions provide a neutralizing
background [26, 27]. The finite size effect due to the de-
pendence on the used ionic snapshot is expected to be
strong for extended disordered systems with sufficiently
strong electron-ion coupling. This is often the case for
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WDM.

For disordered systems, a standard way to reduce finite
size effects is to perform an averaging of the simulation
results over different snapshots. Alternatively, one can
evaluate the uncertainty due to the snapshot–dependence
by investigating the properties of interest at different val-
ues of the number of particles. In this work, we analyse
the effectiveness of these strategies for WDM by consid-
ering the density response function of warm dense hy-
drogen. We consider the dynamic and static density re-
sponse function, the Kohn-Sham (KS) response function,
and the static exchange-correlation kernel; the latter is
the second order variational derivative of the XC func-
tional with respect to the density [28].

Recently, Moldabekov et al [29, 30] have presented an
approach that allows one to compute the static XC kernel
for any available XC functional on any rung of Jacob’s
ladder [31] without explicitly performing the cumbersome
second order functional derivative. The key idea of the
method is to compute the density change due to the ex-
ternal static harmonic perturbation. This method was
used to quantify the quality of various XC functionals
by comparing with exact QMC data for warm dense hy-
drogen [29, 30] and the uniform electron gas [29, 32–35].
One of the remaining open questions regarding the ap-
plication of the direct perturbation method for the com-
putation of the static XC kernel had been the excitation
of density perturbations at wavenumbers different from
the wavenumber of the external harmonic perturbation,
which vanishes only in the thermodynamic limit N → ∞
(with N being the number of particles). This is one of
the problems considered in this work.

The static XC kernel computed using the direct pertur-
bation approach requires knowledge of the macroscopic
static KS response function [30]. Furthermore, for the
application of this static XC kernel in LR-TDDFT, one
needs information about the macroscopic dynamic KS
response function. Therefore, an open question is how
to average the KS response function over different snap-
shots. The naive way is to perform arithmetic averaging
over the KS response functions of individual snapshots.
Here we show that this does not follow from the formal
definition of the KS response function. This is a conse-
quence of the nonlinear dependence of the linear density
response on the KS response function. As a suitable al-
ternative, we present a rigorously derived formula for the
proper averaging the macroscopic dynamic KS response
function over snapshots.

The presented results are relevant not only for the
density functional theory (DFT) of WDM, but also for
the other simulation methods of WDM, such as QMC
[36, 37]. Furthermore, the presented analysis of the fi-
nite size effects are relevant for the simulations of other
disordered systems like liquid metals.

In the next section II, we present the theory for com-
puting the averaged density response properties and the
corresponding formulation of an LR-TDDFT based cal-
culation scheme of the macroscopic density response

function. The simulation details are provided in Sec. III.
The application of the developed computational scheme
is demonstrated in Sec. IV for the example of warm
dense hydrogen. We conclude the paper by summarizing
the results and providing an outlook in Sec. V.

II. THEORY

We consider LR-TDDFT with an adiabatic exchange–
correlation kernel. One of the commonly used approxi-
mations for a static XC kernel is the adiabatic local den-
sity approximation (ALDA). For extended systems, the
approach based on the explicit implementation of the
second order functional derivative of an XC functional
with respect to the density is currently restricted to the
ALDA and adiabatic generalized gradient approximation
(AGGA). In contrast, the direct perturbation approach is
capable of computing the static (adiabatic) XC kernel for
any available XC functional from LDA all the way across
Jacob’s Ladder to hybrid XC functionals [29, 32, 33].
In this section, we first consider the direct perturbation

approach to compute the static XC kernel. For this pur-
pose, the static density response function and the static
KS response function must be computed by comparing
the perturbed and unperturbed density and KS potential
values, respectively. Therefore, we discuss how the aver-
aging over snapshots is performed for these quantities.
After that, we discuss the LR-TDDFT approach to dis-
ordered systems with an adiabatic exchange–correlation
kernel. We provide a scheme for the computation of
the dynamic macroscopic KS response function in LR-
TDDFT that represents a properly averaged value over
snapshots. We show that it is not equivalent to the arith-
metic mean of the KS response functions computed for
separate snapshots. Using a consistent scheme for the
averaging, we discuss how a dynamic macroscopic KS
response function can be combined with the static XC
kernel from the direct perturbation approach to compute
the dynamic macroscopic density response function.

A. The direct perturbation approach

A.1. Static total density response to a bare external
perturbing field

To obtain the static density response function χ(q) =
χ(q, ω = 0), we perform two sets of KS-DFT simulations.
First, we find equilibrium density values of electrons in
the field of the ions (the unperturbed system) and then
we repeat the simulation, applying an extra static har-
monic field (the perturbed system). The corresponding
Hamiltonian reads

Ĥq,A = Ĥe + 2A

N∑
j=1

cos (q · r̂j) , (1)
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where Ĥe is the Hamiltonian of the unperturbed system,
and A and q being the amplitude and the wavevector of
the external perturbation.

In the case of the unperturbed system (A = 0), the
density distribution of the electrons ni

A=0(r) for a given
spatial configuration of ions is not uniform (with i being
the label of a particular snapshot), i.e. ni

A=0(r) ̸= n0 =
const, where n0 is the mean value of the density. In
contrast to crystals, the density distributions for different
ionic snapshots are not equivalent for disordered systems.
Indeed, the averaged value of the density distribution
tends to a constant for a large number of snapshots Ns

⟨ne(r)⟩A=0 = lim
Ns→∞

1

Ns

Ns∑
i=1

ni
A=0(r) = n0. (2)

Physically, the homogeneity of disordered systems
means that diagnostics (e.g. XRTS) is performed on a
macroscopic sample, which has properties independent
of the probing direction.

The application of the external harmonic field accord-
ing to Eq. (1) leads to the density perturbation

∆ni
q,A(r) = ni

A(r)− ni
A=0(r). (3)

If the perturbation amplitude A is small enough,
the non-linear response can be neglected [38–40] and
∆ni

q,A(r) can be described by linear response theory

(LRT). Due to periodic boundary conditions, the density
perturbation can be written as a Fourier series. Since a
cosine perturbation is applied in Eq. (1), here we use a
Fourier cosine series,

∆ni
q,A(r) = 2

∑
G

ρiG(q)cos
(
(q+G) · r

)
, (4)

where G is the reciprocal lattice vector and the factor
two is conventional (cf. the perturbation term in Eq.
(1)).

In the case of a harmonic perturbation of a uniform
system—such as the uniform electron gas—the density
perturbation has the same wavenumber as the external
harmonic perturbation, i.e., only ρiG=0(q) is non-zero [38,
41]. Similarly, after averaging over snapshots, only the
term with G = 0 should survive for disordered systems,

∆n(r)q,A = lim
Ns→∞

1

Ns

Ns∑
i=1

∆ni
q,A(r)

= 2

(
lim

Ns→∞

1

Ns

Ns∑
i=1

ρiG=0(q)

)
cos (q · r)

= 2 ⟨ρ(q)⟩G=0 cos (q · r) ,

(5)

and all terms with G ̸= 0 vanish after averaging,

⟨ρ(q)⟩G ̸=0 = lim
Ns→∞

1

Ns

Ns∑
i=1

ρiG̸=0(q) = 0 . (6)

The validity of Eq. (2), Eq. (5), and Eq. (6) is demon-
strated numerically in Sec. IV for the example of warm
dense hydrogen by computing the averaged values of the
unperturbed and perturbed density.
The density response function relates the density per-

turbation to the external harmonic perturbation in a lin-
ear fashion,

ρiG(q) = 2Acos (q · r)χi
G(q) . (7)

Using ∆ne(r)q,A from Eq. (5) and Eq. (7), we can
write

∆n(r)q,A = 2Acos (q · r) 1

Ns

Ns∑
i=1

χi
G=0(q) . (8)

Therefore, one can compute the macroscopic static lin-
ear density response function χ(q) of a disordered system
(that is homogeneous on average) according to the rela-
tion

∆n(r)q,A = 2Acos (q · r)χ(q) , (9)

where

χ(q) =
1

Ns

Ns∑
i=1

χi
G=0(q) . (10)

As follows from Eq. (10), one can compute χ(q) using
the density perturbation values computed for individual
snapshots,

χ(q) =
1

Ns

Ns∑
i=1

ρiG=0(q)

A
=

⟨ρ(q)⟩G=0

A
. (11)

From Eq. (6), it follows that, on average, one has

lim
Ns→∞

1

Ns

Ns∑
i=1

ρiG̸=0(q)

A
= lim

Ns→∞

1

Ns

Ns∑
i=1

χi
G ̸=0(q) = 0 .

(12)

A.2. Static KS response function from the direct
perturbation method

In the case of the unperturbed system with A = 0, the
KS potential for a given snapshot of ionic positions is in-
homogeneous, i.e. viKS, A=0(r) ̸= const. Similarly to the
electron density, the inhomogeneity in the KS potentials
of different snapshots vanishes upon averaging over snap-
shots. In the limit of an infinite number of snapshots Ns,
the mean value of the KS potential becomes a constant,

⟨vKS(r)⟩A=0 = lim
Ns→∞

1

Ns

Ns∑
i=1

viKS, A=0(r) = v0KS . (13)
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For a given snapshot i, the static cosine perturbation
in Eq. (1) leads to the perturbation of the KS potential

∆viKS,A(r) = viKS,A(r)− viKS,A=0(r) , (14)

which we represent using a Fourier cosine series,

∆viKS,A(r) = 2
∑
G

ui
G(q)cos

(
(q+G) · r

)
. (15)

Based on the same reasoning as for the electron density,
we can write for the averaged value of the perturbation
of the KS potential

∆vKS(r)q,A = lim
Ns→∞

1

Ns

Ns∑
i=1

∆viKS,A(r)

= 2

(
lim

Ns→∞

1

Ns

Ns∑
i=1

ui
G=0(q)

)
cos (q · r)

= 2 ⟨u(q)⟩G=0 cos (q · r) ,

(16)

where ui
G=0(q) is the Fourier component of the KS po-

tential perturbation at G = 0.
The static KS response function defines the response

of the electron density to a change of the KS potential
[42]. Using averaged values ∆nq,A(r) from Eq. (5) and
∆vKS(r)q,A from Eq. (16), the static KS response func-
tion connecting the average electron density change and
the average KS potential perturbation follows from the
relation

∆nq,A(r) = χKS(q)∆vKS(r)q,A . (17)

From Eq. (17) we find

χKS(q) =
⟨ρ(q)⟩G=0

⟨u(q)⟩G=0

=

∑Ns

i=1 ρ
i
G=0(q)∑Ns

i=1 u
i
G=0(q)

. (18)

Eq. (18) provides the macroscopic static KS response
function connecting the average value of the electron den-
sity perturbation to the average value of the perturbation
of the KS potential over atomic snapshots.

One of the conclusions following from Eq. (18) is that
a direct average over KS response functions computed for
individual snapshots is not a consistent way to deal with
finite size effects. Indeed, one can formally compute the
static KS response function for an individual snapshot as

χi
KS,G(q) =

ρiG(q)

ui
G(q)

, (19)

and define the average value of the macroscopic KS re-
sponse function as

⟨χKS(q)⟩ =
1

Ns

Ns∑
i=1

χi
KS,G=0(q) . (20)

We observe that, in general, if ni
A=0(r) ̸= n0 and

viKS, A=0(r) ̸= v0KS for any snapshot, then χi
KS,G(q) de-

fined by Eq. (18) and ⟨χKS(q)⟩ from Eq. (20) are not
equivalent,

∑Ns

i=1 ρ
i
G=0(q)∑Ns

i=1 u
i
G=0(q)

̸= 1

Ns

Ns∑
i=1

ρiG=0(q)

ui
G=0(q)

⇓
χKS(q) ̸= ⟨χKS(q)⟩ .

(21)

In a strict mathematical sense, the inequality (21) is
valid for any system that is not a perfect crystal (defect-
free crystal). This includes disordered systems such as
warm dense matter and fluids. Moreover, the inequality
(21) applies for solids with a large enough number of
defects so that different snapshots are not equivalent.
The reason to use Eq. (18) is because it is consistent

with the linear response theory formulation for homoge-
neous systems. In contrast, Eq. (20) results in incon-
sistency with the standard linear response theory for ho-
mogeneous systems. This is demonstrated in Appendix
A.

A.3. Static XC kernel

The static XC kernel based on the averaged values
over snapshots of the density and KS potential perturba-
tions can be computed using the density response func-
tion χ(q) from Eq. (11) and the KS response function
χKS(q) from Eq. (18) [29, 30]:

Kxc(q) = −
{
v(q) +

(
1

χ(q)
− 1

χKS(q)

)}
. (22)

In general, it follows from Eq. (22) that

Kxc(q) ̸=
1

Ns

Ns∑
i=1

Ki
xc(q) , (23)

where Ki
xc(q) is computed for an individual snapshot:

Ki
xc(q) = −

{
v(q) +

(
1

χi
G=0(q)

− 1

χi
KS,G=0(q)

)}
.

(24)

Therefore, a straightforward arithmetic averaging us-
ing the static XC kernel for individual snapshots does not
provide a consistent result.
The direct perturbation approach and Eq. (22) allow

one to compute the static XC kernel for any available XC
functional. It was used to compute the static XC kernel
of the uniform electron gas and warm dense hydrogen
(without averaging over snapshots) using ground state
LDA, GGA, and meta-GGA functionals [29, 30] as well as
a finite temperature LDA [43] in Ref. [29]. Furthermore,
various hybrid XC functionals have been analyzed for the
uniform electron gas both in the ground state and at high
temperatures in Refs. [32, 33].
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B. LR-TDDFT for disordered systems

B.1. Dynamic KS response function

We note that χi
KS,G=0(q) and, in general,

χi
KS,G=0(q, ω) are well defined for both disordered

systems and crystals and represent the macroscopic
KS response function following from the macroscopic
dielectric function defined within LR-TDDFT [13, 30].
In fact, the static macroscopic KS response function
from LR-TDDFT and from the direct perturbation
approach are equivalent to each other if the same XC
functionals for both methods are used [30]. To extend
this equivalence to the dynamic case χi

KS,G=0(q, ω),
one needs to use a time-dependent perturbation gen-
erating correspondingly time-depended density and
KS potential perturbations in RT-TDDFT, which is
outside of the scope of the present work. Nevertheless,
LR-TDDFT and RT-TDDFT are formally equivalent in
the linear response regime. Therefore, the equivalence
of LR-TDDFT and the direct perturbation method is
expected to hold for the dynamic case as well if the same
XC functional and other parameters are used.

According to the definition of the macroscopic KS re-
sponse function, we have for disordered systems,

⟨ρ(q, ω)⟩G=0 = χKS(q, ω) ⟨u(q, ω)⟩G=0 , (25)

where

⟨u(q, ω)⟩G=0 =
1

Ns

Ns∑
i

ui
G=0(q, ω) , (26)

and

⟨ρ(q, ω)⟩G=0 =
1

Ns

Ns∑
i

ρiG=0(q, ω) . (27)

Therefore, the computation of χKS(q, ω) requires in-
formation about the dynamic KS potential perturba-
tion (ui

G=0(q, ω)) and the dynamic density perturbation
(ρiG=0(q, ω)), which are not standard outputs of cur-
rently available LR-TDDFT codes for extended systems
(to our best knowledge). Here we show how to circum-
vent this problem.

Let us consider the time dependent external perturba-
tion δVext (r, t) = Af(t) cos(q · r) to access the dynamic
density response, where f(t) is a time dependent func-
tion, e.g., f(t) can be in the form of a Gaussian envelope
[44].

In the LRT, since for the considered cosinuoidal po-
tential we have Im F [δVext] = 0 (where F [...] denotes a
Fourier transform), we can use χi

G=0(q, ω) to compute
Re ρiG=0(q, ω) and Im ρiG=0(q, ω),

Re ρiG=0(q, ω) = Re χi
G=0(q, ω)F [δVext] , (28)

Im ρiG=0(q, ω) = Im χi
G=0(q, ω)F [δVext] . (29)

Eq. (28) and Eq. (29) define ρiG=0(q, ω), which is a
complex function. We combine ρiG=0(q, ω) with the KS
response function χi

KS,G=0(q, ω) to find

ui
G=0(q, ω) =

ρiG=0(q, ω)

χi
KS,G=0(q, ω)

= F [δVext]
χi
G=0(q, ω)

χi
KS,G=0(q, ω)

,

(30)

where χi
KS,G=0(q, ω) is computed for each snapshot us-

ing the LR-TDDFT result for the macroscopic dynamic

dielectric function εi,RPA
M (q, ω) in the random phase ap-

proximation (RPA) (i.e., with zero XC kernel) [30],

χi
KS,G=0(q, ω) =

1

v(q)

(
1− εi,RPA

M (q, ω)
)

. (31)

Finally, using Eqs. (25)-(30), we find

χKS(q, ω) =
⟨ρ(q, ω)⟩G=0

⟨u(q, ω)⟩G=0

=

∑Ns

i=1 ρ
i
G=0(q, ω)∑Ns

i=1 u
i
G=0(q, ω)

=

(
Ns∑
i

χi
G=0(q, ω)

)(
Ns∑
i=1

χi
G=0(q, ω)

χi
KS,G=0(q, ω)

)−1

,

(32)

where

χi
G=0(q, ω) =

χi
KS,G=0(q, ω)

1− [v(q) +Ki
xc(q)]χ

i
KS,G=0(q, ω)

. (33)

Therefore, one needs to compute the KS response func-
tion χi

KS,G=0(q, ω) using Eq. (19) and the static XC

kernel defiend by Eq. (24) for each snapshot to find
χKS(q, ω) using Eq. (32). LR-TDDFT with zero XC
kernel delivers χi

KS,G=0(q, ω) and the direct perturba-

tion method allows one to compute Ki
xc(q) for a given

snapshot.
As it should be in the linear response regime, the pa-

rameters of an external perturbation do not enter Eq.
(32). In the case of a perfect crystal—due to use of a
primitive cell or a conventional cell—all snapshots are
equivalent and we find from Eq. (32) that χKS(q, ω) =
χi
KS,G=0(q, ω), again, as it should be for a macroscopic

KS response function of crystal.
In the static limit, Eq. (32) based on the LR-TDDFT

gives an equivalent result to Eq. (18) based on the direct
perturbation approach.
To the best of our knowledge, the formula (32) for

the computation of the macroscopic KS response func-
tion that has been averaged properly over snapshots
had not been presented in prior works. We stress that

χKS(q, ω) ̸= 1
Ns

∑Ns

i=1 χ
i
KS,G=0(q, ω).
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B.2. LR-TDDFT with adiabatic (static)
exchange–correlation kernel

We can now formulate a consistent adiabatic (static)
approximation for the macroscopic dynamic density re-
sponse function corresponding to properly averaged val-
ues of the density and KS potential perturbations,

χ(q, ω) =
χKS(q, ω)

1− [v(q) +Kxc(q)]χKS(q, ω)
, (34)

where the dynamic KS response function χKS(q, ω) is
given by Eq. (32) and the static XC kernel is defined by
Eq. (22).

The dynamic dielectric function that is consistent with
Eq. (34) is defined as

ε−1(q, ω) = 1 + v(q)χ(q, ω) . (35)

It is clear that

ε(q, ω) ̸= 1

Ns

Ns∑
i

εi(q, ω) , (36)

where εi(q, ω) is the macroscopic dynamic dielectric func-
tion of an individual snapshot defined as

1

εi(q, ω)
= 1 + v(q)χi

G=0(q, ω) . (37)

Previously, an adiabatic (static) approximation for the
dynamic density response function has been formulated
for a given snapshot of ion positions [30]. For the appli-
cation to disordered systems, we have shown in this work
how to overcome finite size effects present in χi

G=0(q, ω)
due to the snapshot–dependence by using the averaged
values of the density and KS potential perturbations.

We stress that inequality (36) holds for other meth-
ods such as RT-TDDFT, where the consistent way is to
perform averaging on the level of the density response
function and then compute the dielectric function.

III. SIMULATION DETAILS

For the computation of the static density response and
the static KS response function on the basis of the di-
rect perturbation method, we used the ABINIT package
[45–50] with the PBE [51] XC functional. The simula-
tions are performed for warm dense hydrogen at rs = 2

and rs = 4, where rs = (4πn0/3)
−1/3

is the mean-inter
particle distance and n0 is the mean number density of
electrons (protons). In Ref. [29], it was shown that KS-
DFT simulations of hydrogen at the considered WDM
parameters provide an accurate description of the static
density response by comparing with available quantum
Monte Carlo data [36, 37].

We consider ion snapshots with N = 14 and N = 112
particles. In the case of N = 14 particles, results are
computed for Ns = 10 different snapshots generated by
segmenting a larger ionic configuration that has been ob-
tained from a thermal KS-DFT based molecular dynam-
ics simulations as it is described in Ref. [52]. We consider
temperatures corresponding to partial electron degener-
acy with θ = T/TF = 1, where TF is the Fermi tem-
perature of free electrons. At rs = 2 (rs = 4), we have
T ≃ 12.528 eV (T ≃ 3.132 eV). For the LR-TDDFT
calculations of the macroscopic KS response function, we
used the GPAW code [53].

For the direct perturbation approach based KS-DFT
calculation with N = 14 (N = 112) particles in a snap-
shot, we used Nb = 280 (Nb = 2000) bands in the main
simulation cell. For N = 14 particles, the k-points sam-
pling was set to 10 × 10 × 10 with an energy cutoff of
30 Ha. Additionally, for rs = 4, we present results for
N = 378 particles with Nb = 7600 bands. For N = 112
and N = 378 particles, the k-points sampling was set to
2× 2× 2 with the energy cutoff 30 Ha. The box size for
N = 14 (N = 112) is L = 7.77 Bohr (L = 15.541 Bohr),
which is defined by the relation n0L

3 = N . The am-
plitude of the external perturbation is set A = 0.01 (in
Hartree) . It was shown to be within the LRT domain
in Ref. [36]. The results are presented in Hartree atomic
units.

The convergence of KS-DFT simulations with respect
to k -point grid, energy cutoff, and the number of bands
have been studied in [30, 33, 54] for the uniform electron
gas (UEG), which has properties similar to fully ionized
hydrogen, and warm dense hydrogen [29, 30]. To ensure
the convergence of the presented results, in this work, we
set same or better computation parameters. For exam-
ple, the convergence of KS-DFT calculations is tested by
reproducing an exact Lindhard response function in the
thermodynamic limit in the case of UEG [30]. For warm
dense hydrogen, the high-quality of the KS-DFT simula-
tions at considered parameters is tested on the example
of LDA XC functional by comparing to the QMC data
for the density response [29, 30].

We set q along the z-axis. We consider the response
of the system along q and drop the vector notation for
simplicity. The density and KS potential perturbation
values are averaged along the x and y axes. The pertur-
bation wavenumbers are defined as q = j × qmin, where
qmin = 2π/L and j denotes a positive integer number.
For N = 14, we have qN=14

min ≃ 0.84268 qF , for N = 112
we have qN=112

min ≃ 0.42134 qF , and for N = 378 we
have qN=378

min ≃ 0.280894 qF . Since qN=14
min = 2qN=112

min

and qN=14
min = 3qN=378

min , we can compare results computed
using N = 14, N = 112, and N = 378 particles.

To demonstrate the application of Eq. (32), LR-
TDDFT calculations of the macroscopic dynamic KS re-
sponse function are performed for rs = 2 using Ns = 10
different snapshot with N = 14 electrons (protons) in
each, 10×10×10 k-points, a cutoff in the dielectric func-
tion of 100 eV and a broadening parameter η = 0.2.
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FIG. 1. a) Density distribution along the z axis of the
unperturbed system, b) density perturbation for A = 0.01
and q ≃ 0.84qF , and c) density perturbation for A = 0.01 and
q ≃ 1.68qF . The results are computed for rs = 2 and θ = 1.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

We first present the results for the static density re-
sponse, static KS response, and static XC kernel com-
puted using the direct perturbation approach and the-
ory presented in Sec. II A. After that, we demonstrate
the application of the averaging scheme for the dynamic
density response function presented in Sec. II B.

A. Static density response and XC kernel

We consider warm dense hydrogen at rs = 2 and
rs = 4. The former corresponds to a characteristic metal-
lic density with a high ionization degree and the latter
to a partially ionized dense gaseous state consisting of
ions and neutral atoms [36, 37, 55]. Therefore, we have
stronger electron-ion coupling at rs = 4 than at rs = 2
and, correspondingly, a more pronounced degree of inho-
mogeneity in the electron density for a given snapshot.

FIG. 2. a) KS potential distribution along the z axis of the
unperturbed system, b) KS potential perturbation for A =
0.01 and q ≃ 0.84qF , and c) KS potential perturbation for
A = 0.01 and q ≃ 1.68qF . The results are computed for
rs = 2 and θ = 1.

A.1. Hydrogen at metallic density, rs = 2

In Fig. 1, we show the unperturbed electron density
as well as the density perturbations due to an external
harmonic field for 10 different snapshots (grey curves);
the solid blue lines depict the corresponding mean val-
ues. From Fig. 1 a), we clearly see that the unper-
turbed densities are inhomogeneous and that averaging
over snapshots leads to a homogeneous density profile.
In Fig. 1 b) and Fig. 1 c), we present results for the
perturbation wavenumbers q = qN=14

min ≃ 0.84268 qF and
q = 2qN=14

min . We observe that averaging leads to a cancel-
lation of the small deviations from the cosinuoidal shape
of the density perturbation following the shape of the
external perturbation.

In Fig. 2, we present results for the KS potential of
the unperturbed and perturbed systems. Similarly to the
density distribution, the KS potential profile is inhomo-
geneous for individual snapshots and tends to the homo-
geneous distribution upon averaging over snapshots (see
Fig. 2 a)). In the case of the perturbed system, the
averaged value of the KS potential perturbation, pre-
sented in Fig. 2 b) and Fig. 2 c), closely follows the
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FIG. 3. Contributions to the total density change from density perturbation values at different wave numbers for different
snapshots (the grey circles are for 14 particles and red symbols are for 112 particles), and for the averaged values over 10
snapshots with 14 particles (blue circles) in warm dense hydrogen at rs = 2 and θ = 1. The wave number q corresponds to the
wavenumber of the external perturbation. The G is along the z-axis and in units of 2π/L.

FIG. 4. a) Total static density response function, b) static KS response function, and c) static XC kernel of warm dense
hydrogen at rs = 2 and θ = 1. Grey circles are for 14 particles and red squares are for 112 particles. Blue circles are for the
averaged values over 10 snapshots with 14 particles.

external perturbation. We note that the deviation of the
KS potential perturbation for individual snapshots from
the cosinuoidal shape is less pronounced compared to the
density perturbation profiles at the same parameters (cf.
Fig. 1 b) and Fig. 1 c)).

From the results presented in Fig. 1 and Fig. 2, it
is clear that averaged values of the density perturbation
and KS potential perturbation have a cosinuoidal shape
with the wavenumber q being equal to that of the ex-
ternal harmonic field. To further confirm this observa-

tion, we show in Fig. 3 the contributions to the total
density change from density perturbation values ρG(q)
(computed using Eq. (4)) at different wavenumbers G
and q. In Fig. 3, we present results for 10 different
snapshots of N = 14 particles, for the corresponding
averaged values, and for one snapshot with N = 112
particles. Additionally, we show corresponding standard
deviations of a single snapshot, which are depicted as
“error bars”. From Fig. 3, we see that ρiG ̸=0(q) val-
ues for different snapshots have different signs, and have
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FIG. 5. Difference of a) the total static density response function, b) the static KS response function, and c) the static XC
kernel computed for a single snapshot from the corresponding averaged values at rs = 2 and θ = 1. Colored circles are for the
snapshots with 14 particles and red symbols are for the snapshot with 112 particles.

magnitudes much less than that of ρiG=0(q). In contrast,
all ρiG=0(q) values for the considered snapshots have the
same sign and relatively close values; this is shown nu-
merically below considering density response functions.
As a result, we have ⟨ρ(q)⟩G=0 ≫ ⟨ρ(q)⟩G ̸=0 for the mean
values and, compared to the contribution at G = 0, one
can set ⟨ρ(q)⟩G ̸=0 ≈ 0. Furthermore, we see that the av-

eraged value ⟨ρ(q)⟩G=0 computed for N = 14 particles is
in close agreement with ρiG=0(q) computed for N = 112
particles. In contrast, there are significant disagreements
between ρiG ̸=0(q) for a snapshot with N = 112 particles

and ⟨ρ(q)⟩G ̸=0 computed by averaging over 10 snapshots
with N = 14 particles in each. Additionally, we observe
that ρiG ̸=0(q) for the snapshot with N = 112 particles has

magnitudes comparable with ρiG ̸=0(q) for a single snap-
shot with N = 14 particles.

In Fig. 4, we show the results for a) the static density
response function, b) the static KS response function,
and c) the static XC kernel of warm dense hydrogen at
rs = 2 and θ = 1. In Fig. 4 a), the averaged value
of the static density response function χ(q) is computed
using Eq. (11) and the static density response function
for an individual snapshot χi

G=0(q) is computed using
Eq. (7). As one can see from Fig. 4 a), the χ(q) com-
puted for N = 14 particles is in good agreement with
χi
G=0(q) computed for N = 112 particles. The standard

deviations for snapshots with N = 14 particles are also
shown.

In Fig. 4 b), the macroscopic static KS response func-
tion χKS(q) characterizing the density response to the
change in the KS potential on average is computed using
Eq. (18) (presented with corresponding standard devia-
tions of a single snapshot), and the static KS response
function for an individual snapshot χi

KS,G=0(q) is com-

puted using Eq. (19). From Fig. 4 b), we see that χKS(q)
computed for N = 14 particles is in close agreement with
χi
KS,G=0(q) calculated for a snapshot with N = 112 par-

ticles. In contrast, the χi
KS,G=0(q) values obtained using

snapshots with N = 14 particles have visible disagree-
ments with the results for χKS(q).

To analyze the data for the static XC kernelKxc(q), we
use the so-called local field correction [56] −Kxc(q)/v(q),
which is commonly used for the study of the dielec-
tric properties of homogeneous systems such as quantum
Fermi liquids [11] and, in particular, uniform electron gas
[22]. We note that the local field correction is not related
to the term “local field effects” used in the context of LR-
TDDFT to describe the density inhomogeneity induced
by the ions. In Fig. 4 c), we present the data for the
static XC kernel Kxc(q) computed using Eq. (22). The
results for Kxc(q) and the corresponding standard devia-
tions are based on the data generated for Ns = 10 snap-
shots with N = 14 particles in each of them. We compare
the Kxc(q) with the Ki

xc(q) values computed using Eq.
(24) for each snapshot separately with G = 0. Addition-
ally, we compare with the Ki

xc(q) values calculated for
one snapshot with N = 112 particles. Additionally, we
plot a quadratic dependence accurately describing the lo-
cal field correction −Kxc(q)/v(q) at q ≲ 1.5qF . The solid
(blue) line is obtained using the Kxc(q) value at q < qF
and the dashed (grey) lines are defined by the smallest
and largest values of the Ki

xc(q) (at q < qF ) among con-
sidered snapshots. From Fig. 4 c), we observe a close
agreement between Kxc(q) based on averaged quantities
and Ki

xc(q) computed for one snapshot with N = 112
particles. From Fig. 4, we see that the local field correc-
tions −Kxc(q)/v(q) and −Ki

xc(q)/v(q) follow a quadratic
behavior at q ≲ 1.5qF and show faster increase than the
quadratic dependence with the increase in the wavenum-
ber at q > 2qF .

To further quantify the difference between the results
for individual snapshots and for the averaged values of
the considered density response characteristics, we plot
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the relative deviation of χi
G=0(q) from χ(q) computed as

∆χ(q) =
χi
G=0(q)− χ(q)

χ(q)
× 100% (38)

in Fig. 5a). Further, we show the relative deviation of
χi
KS,G=0(q) from χKS(q),

∆χKS(q) =
χi
KS,G=0(q)− χKS(q)

χKS(q)
× 100% , (39)

in Fig. 5b), the relative deviation of Ki
xc(q) from Kxc(q),

∆Kxc(q) =
Ki

xc(q)−Kxc(q)

Kxc(q)
× 100% , (40)

in Fig. 5c). The ∆χ(q), ∆χKS(q), and ∆Kxc(q) values
are shown as blue circles, grey areas represent the stan-
dard deviations (of a single snapshot) estimated using
Ns = 10 snapshots of N = 14 particles, and red squares
depict data computed comparing the results for one snap-
shot with N = 112 particles to the averaged values based
on 10 snapshots with N = 14 particles. From Fig. 5,
we see that the disagreement between χ(q) computed
by averaging over snapshots with N = 14 particles and
χi
G=0(q) computed for a single snapshot with N = 112

particles is less than 1%. For χKS(q) and Kxc(q), the
disagreement with χi

KS,G=0(q) and Ki
xc(q) of the snap-

shot with N = 112 particles, is less than about 1.5%.
These deviations for the averaged values with N = 14
particles and the values obtained for a single snapshot
with N = 112 particles are significantly smaller than the
standard deviations evaluated using Ns = 10 snapshots
of N = 14 particles. In contrast, results for χi

G=0(q) ,
χi
KS,G=0(q) and Ki

xc(q) for the snapshots with N = 14
particles deviate from the corresponding averaged values
by up to about 4%, 8%, and 7%, respectively.

A.2. Partially ionized dense hydrogen, rs = 4

At rs = 4, we have a stronger coupling between elec-
trons and ions compared to the case with rs = 2. This
means that electrons are localised around ions to a larger
degree. This can be seen from Fig. 6 a), where density
profiles for Ns = 10 different snapshots with N = 14
particles (solid grey lines) are shown for the unperturbed
dense hydrogen gas at rs = 4 and θ = 1 (T ≃ 3.132 eV).
From Fig. 6 a), we see that the density values deviate
from the mean density n0 by up to 100%. Nevertheless,
the averaged value over snapshots of the equilibrium den-
sity is homogeneous (solid blue line) due to the disordered
structure at the considered parameters. In the case of the
perturbed system presented in Fig. 6b) and Fig. 6c), the
density averaging over 10 snapshots effectively eliminates
the deviations from the cosinuoidal profile in the density
perturbation. This is also demonstrated for snapshots
with 112 particles in the Appendix B.

FIG. 6. a) Density distribution along the z axis of the
unperturbed system, b) density perturbation at A = 0.01
and q ≃ 0.84qF , and c) density perturbation at A = 0.01 and
q ≃ 1.68qF . The results are computed for rs = 4 and θ = 1.

In Fig. 7, we show the KS potential profiles for the
unperturbed system and for the perturbed system with
rs = 4 and θ = 1. We see that the KS potential for indi-
vidual snapshots (withN = 14 particles) is strongly inho-
mogeneous. These inhomogeneities are smoothed out af-
ter averaging over snapshots and the KS potential distri-
bution becomes nearly uniform due to disordered struc-
ture of the system. In the perturbed systems shown in
Fig. 7b) and Fig. 7c), the KS potential distribution fol-
lows the external perturbation. The deviations from the
cosinuoidal distribution are visible for individual snap-
shots. These deviations are diminished significantly by
averaging over snapshots.

To further demonstrate that only a single Fourier com-
ponent at the wavenumber of the external harmonic per-
turbation remains after averaging of the density pertur-
bations over snapshots, we present the density perturba-
tion values ρG(q) (as defined in Eq. (4)) at different G
and q values in Fig. 8. We find that the ρG ̸=0(q) compo-
nents have significant contributions for individual snap-
shots, but with different signs. The latter leads to the
mutual cancellation of the ρG ̸=0(q) values from different
snapshots after averaging. In the Appendix B, we also
demonstrate it for snapshots with 112 particles. In con-
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FIG. 7. a) KS potential distribution along the z axis of the
unperturbed system, b) KS potential perturbation at A =
0.01 and q ≃ 0.84qF , and c) KS potential perturbation at
A = 0.01 and q ≃ 1.68qF . The results are computed for
rs = 4 and θ = 1.

trast, the ρG=0(q) components of different snapshots have
the same sign and after averaging over snapshots we have
⟨ρ(q)⟩G=0 ≫ ⟨ρ(q)⟩G ̸=0, and, comparing with ⟨ρ(q)⟩G=0,

one can safely neglect ⟨ρ(q)⟩G ̸=0. Additionally, we ob-

serve that, in general, the ⟨ρ(q)⟩G=0 values computed by
averaging over Ns = 10 snapshots of N = 14 particles are

in a good agreement with the ρ(q)
i
G=0 values obtained

using a single snapshot of N = 112 or N = 378 particles.

Next, we show in Fig. 9 results for a) the density re-
sponse functions, b) the KS response functions, and for
c) the static XC kernels computed for Ns = 10 snapshots
of N = 14 particles, averaged values over these snap-
shots, and for a single snapshot with N = 112 particles.
From Fig. 9, we see that the averaged values are in good
agreement with the data computed using one snapshot of
N = 112 particles. In contrast, we find that χi

G=0(q) and
χi
KS,G=0(q) of the snapshots with N = 14 particles devi-

ate significantly from the corresponding averaged values
at q ≲ 3qF . We observe similar trends for the static XC
kernel at q ≳ 3qF .

In Fig. 9 c), we also show a quadratic approxima-
tion for the local field correction −Kxc(q)/v(q). The
solid (blue) line is computed using the Kxc(q) value at

q < qF and the dashed (grey) lines correspond to the
smallest and largest values of the Ki

xc(q) (at q < qF )
among the considered snapshots. From Fig. 9 c), one
can see that the XC kernel describing the averaged value
is very well described by the quadratic curve at all con-
sidered wavenumbers. For individual snapshots, the XC
kernel can increase faster or slower than quadratic upon
increasing the wavenumber depending on the configura-
tion of ions. This is in contrast to the behavior of the XC
kernels computed for rs = 2. Therefore, the considered
case of rs = 4 more clearly illustrates the importance of
the averaging procedure to reveal the correct trends.

To more clearly analyse the difference between the data
for the individual snapshots and the averaged values cor-
responding to these snapshots, we show ∆χ(q) defined
in Eq. (38), ∆χKS(q) defined in Eq. (39), and ∆Kxc(q)
computed using Eq. (40) in Fig. 10. Additionally, we
provide the standard deviations estimated using Ns = 10
snapshots of N = 14 particles (see grey areas).

From Fig. 10, we see that the averaged values of the
static density response function, the KS response func-
tion, and the static XC kernel obtained using snapshots
with N = 14 particles exhibit a disagreement with the
results from one snapshot with N = 112 particles of less
than 2% (depicted using red squares). In contrast, this
difference (blue circles) reaches about 8% for the den-
sity response function, about 17% for the KS response
function, and about 14% for the static XC kernel for the
considered individual snapshots with N = 14 particles.

B. Dynamic density response function

In order to demonstrate the application of Eq. (18)
derived in Sec. II B for averaging the dynamic KS
response function, we present in Fig. 11 the results
for the dynamic KS response functions χKS(q, ω) and
χi
KS,G=0(q, ω), and dynamic dielectric functions εKS(q, ω)

and εiKS,G=0(q, ω) for q/qF ≃ 0.084.

In the top rows of Fig. 11, we show the real and
imaginary parts of χi

KS,G=0(q, ω) (grey lines). For the

calculation of χi
KS,G=0(q, ω) we used Eq. (31). We also

show χKS(q, ω) (blue lines) calculated using data from
Ns = 250 snapshots of N = 14 particles according to
Eq. (32). For the calculation of χi

G=0(q, ω), we used Eq.
(33), with the static XC kernel Ki

xc(q) being defined by
Eq. (24).

The second row from the top in Fig.11 shows the nor-
malized difference between the χKS(q, ω) and the mean

arithmetic value ⟨χKS(q, ω)⟩ = 1
Ns

∑Ns

i=1 χ
i
KS,G=0(q, ω).

The normalized difference between the real and imagi-
nary parts of χKS(q, ω) and ⟨χKS(q, ω)⟩ are computed
as

∆Re χKS =
Re ⟨χKS(q, ω)⟩ − Re χKS(q, ω)

max |Re χKS(q, ω)|
× 100%,

(41)
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FIG. 8. Contributions to the total density change from the density perturbation values at different wavenumbers for different
snapshots (the grey circles are for 14 particles and red (orange) symbols are for 112 (378) particles), and for the averaged values
over 10 snapshots with 14 particles (blue circles) in warm dense hydrogen at rs = 4 and θ = 1. The wave number q corresponds
to the wavenumber of the external perturbation. The G is along the z-axis and in units of 2π/L.

FIG. 9. a) Total static density response function, b) static KS response function, and c) static XC kernel of warm dense
hydrogen at rs = 4 and θ = 1. Grey circles are for 14 particles and red squares are for 112 particles. Blue circles are for the
averaged values over 10 snapshots with 14 particles.

and

∆Im χKS =
Im ⟨χKS(q, ω)⟩ − Im χKS(q, ω)

max |Im χKS(q, ω)|
× 100%.

(42)
The third row from the top corresponds to the real

and imaginary parts of the dynamic dielectric functions
ε(q, ω) (blue lines) and εi(q, ω) (grey lines); with εi(q, ω)
being defined by Eq. (37). To find ε(q, ω) according to
Eq. (35), we calculated the averaged value χ(q, ω) by
combining χKS(q, ω) with Kxc(q) (defined by Eq. (22))

using Eq. (34).

Finally, the bottom rows shows the the normalized
difference between the real and imaginary parts of
the ε(q, ω) and the mean arithmetic value ⟨ε(q, ω)⟩ =
1
Ns

∑Ns

i=1 ε
i(q, ω) computed as

∆Re ε =
Re ⟨ε(q, ω)⟩ − Re ε(q, ω)

max |Re ε(q, ω)|
× 100%, (43)
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FIG. 10. Difference of a) the total static density response function, b) the static KS response function, and c) the static XC
kernel computed for a single snapshot from the corresponding averaged values at rs = 2 and θ = 1. Colored circles are for the
snapshots with 14 particles and red symbols are for a snapshot with 112 particles.

and

∆Im ε =
Im ⟨ε(q, ω)⟩ − Im ε(q, ω)

max |Im ε(q, ω)|
× 100%. (44)

From Fig. 11, we see that the ∆Re χKS and ∆Re ε
values reach up to about 1% at q/qF ≃ 0.084. For the
∆Im χKS and ∆Im ε, we found the largest deviation
values about 2%. We note that the standard error ( a
standard deviation divided by

√
Ns) is smaller than the

observed values of the difference of the results obtained
using different averaging formulas. This dependence on
the averaging formulas diminishes with the increase in
the wavenumber as it is illustrated in Appendix V for
q/qF ≃ 0.758. This makes intuitive sense as smaller val-
ues of q correspond to the probing of larger length, lead-
ing to an increase in finite-size effects without proper
averaging.

In general, it is clear that the values of the errors due to
an inconsistent averaging over snapshots depend on the
characteristics of the system under consideration and can
be both smaller or larger than that of in the considered
example of partially degenerate warm dense hydrogen.
The usage of the presented averaging workflow allows
one to eliminate this unnecessary uncertainty.

V. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

We have presented a consistent scheme for the com-
putation of the properly averaged macroscopic dynamic
dielectric function and KS response function. We used
the adiabatic (static) approximation to χ(q, ω), which is
based on the static XC kernel calculation method devel-
oped recently in Refs. [29, 30] using the direct pertur-
bation approach. The strength of this method is that
it allows one to compute the static XC kernel for any
available XC functional.

For disordered systems, the dynamic density response
function and dynamic dielectric function depend on the
positions of ions in the used snapshot. This dependence,
together with periodic boundary conditions, represents a
finite size effect since in the extended macroscopic disor-
dered systems a structure of ions (atoms) does not have
periodicity as in crystals. Since the size of the main sim-
ulation cell is proportional to the inverse cube root of
the number of particles in it, the increase in the number
of particles is not an effective strategy for computation-
ally expensive ab intio simulation methods like thermal
KS-DFT (particularly at high temperatures [52]), the
generalized KS-DFT employing hybrid XC functionals
[32, 33, 57–59], and quantum Monte Carlo methods [22].
Alternatively, one can perform averaging over snapshots
to diminish this finite size effect. We have demonstrated
that this can be an effective strategy on the example of
warm dense hydrogen usingNs = 10 snapshots ofN = 14
particles.

Furthermore, considering an external perturbation
with a wavenumber q, we have shown that the induced
density and KS potential excitations at q + G (where
G ̸= 0) disappear after averaging over snapshots. There-
fore, we have demonstrated that a sufficiently weak ex-
ternal harmonic perturbation induces the linear density
response only at the same wavenumber q as that of the
external harmonic field for disordered systems. If one
increases the amplitude of the perturbing field, the re-
sponse of the system becomes non-linear [38–40]. This is
known to be manifested by the appearance of the den-
sity excitations at higher harmonics 2q (for the quadratic
response), 3q (for the cubic response) etc. In a recent pa-
per by Böhme et al [36], it was shown for warm dense
hydrogen using quantumMonte Carlo simulations (at pa-
rameters similar to those considered in this work), that
it is problematic to resolve a non-linear excitations at
different harmonics for a single snapshot with 14 or 24
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FIG. 11. First row: real and imaginary part of the macroscopic KS response function. Second row: difference between the
results for the KS response function computed using different averaging methods. Third row: real and imaginary part of the
dielectric function. Bottom row: difference between the results for the macroscopic dielectric function computed using different
averaging methods. The results for a given snapshot are presented by grey lines (with 14 particles), and the averaged values
over 250 snapshots are presented by blue lines. The results are computed for warm dense hydrogen at rs = 2 and θ = 1 for
q/qF ≃ 0.084. The standard error is depicted by vertical gray lines in the second and bottom rows.

particles. In the present work, we have demonstrated the
generation of nonphysical density excitations at G ̸= 0
in warm dense hydrogen due to finite size effects. These
excitations at G ̸= 0 can overlap with the contributions
from the non-linear density responses generated at higher
harmonics. Indeed, we have shown that such nonphysi-
cal density excitations at G ̸= 0 diminish after averaging
over snapshots . Therefore, the averaging is essential for
the simulation of the non-linear response properties of
disordered systems.

We have demonstrated that the calculation of the
static XC kernel using a proper averaging procedure is
important for obtaining adequate data for the XC ker-
nel, and for the analysis of its properties. We stress that,
in addition to its application in LR-TDDFT, the static
XC kernel is important for a great variety of other appli-
cations such as the computation of effective interaction
potentials between particles [60–63], energy loss charac-
teristics of dense plasmas [64], and for the application
within time-dependent orbital-free DFT [65] and quan-
tum hydrodynamics [66–68].

Finally, we note that the inverse value of the macro-
scopic static KS response function is connected to the sec-
ond order functional derivative of the non-interacting free

energy functional (kinetic energy functional at T = 0)
via the stiffness theorem [11, 66]. This relation is used
to construct non-interacting free energy functionals for
orbital-free DFT (OF-DFT) applications for both con-
densed matter [69, 70] and warm dense matter applica-
tions [71–73]. In prior works, the UEG limit at which
the macroscopic KS response function reduces to the
Lindhard function was used for the construction of non-
interacting free energy functionals [71, 74–76]. The recipe
presented in this work for the computation of the macro-
scopic static KS response function of real materials using
the direct perturbation approach allows one to design
more advanced non-interacting free energy functionals.
In this way, the presented method for the macroscopic
static KS response function is of relevance for other DFT
applications beyond WDM.
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APPENDIX A

Within linear response theory for homogeneous sys-
tems, the density response function is expressed in terms
of the non-interacting density response function χ0 and
the exchange-correlation kernel as [11, 13]

χ(q, ω) =
χ0(q, ω)

1− [v(q) +Kxc(q)]χ0(q, ω)
. (45)

In the KS-DFT framework, the non-interacting density
response function is given by the KS response function,
i.e., χ0 = χKS. For the static case, if one substitutes Eq.
(18) for the KS response function into Eq. (45) (with
ω = 0), Eq. (10) is reproduced for the averaged value of
the density response function.

In contrast, the alternative definition of the KS re-
sponse function Eq. (20) is not compatible with Eq.
(45). Let us for simplicity consider the case of RPA, i.e,
Kxc = 0. We first express the KS response function for a
given snapshot in terms of the density response function
by inverting Eq. (33) with Kxc = 0:

χi
KS,G=0(q) =

χi
G=0(q)

1 + v(q)χi
G=0(q)

, (46)

where χi
KS,G=0(q) = χi

KS,G=0(q, ω = 0) and χi
G=0(q) =

χi
G=0(q, ω = 0). Using Eq. (46) in Eq. (20) , we get:

⟨χKS(q)⟩ =
1

Ns

Ns∑
i=1

χi
G=0(q)

1 + v(q)χi
G=0(q)

(47)

Inserting Eq. (47) and Eq. (10) into Eq. (45) then leads
to the inequality

χ(q) =
1

Ns

Ns∑
i=1

χi
G=0(q) ̸=

⟨χKS(q)⟩
1− v(q) ⟨χKS(q)⟩

. (48)

APPENDIX B

In Fig. 12, we show the density profiles for Ns = 10
snapshots with N = 112 particles (solid grey lines) at
rs = 4 and θ = 1 in the cases of the unperturbed and

perturbed dense hydrogen gas. From Fig. 12 a), we ob-
serve that the density deviations from the mean value
are effectively reduced due to averaging over snapshots.
From Fig. 12b) and Fig. 12c), one can see that the aver-
aging of the the density perturbation over 10 snapshots
effectively reduces the deviations from the cosinuoidal
profile.

FIG. 12. a) Density distribution along the z axis of the
unperturbed system, b) density perturbation at A = 0.01
and q ≃ 0.84qF , and c) density perturbation at A = 0.01 and
q ≃ 1.68qF . The results are computed for N = 112 particles
with rs = 4 and θ = 1.

In Fig. 13, we show the density perturbation values
ρG(q) (as defined in Eq. (4)) at different G and q values
for 112 particles. We see that the contribution of ρG ̸=0(q)
components cancel each other after averaging over snap-
shots.

APPENDIX C

In Fig. 14 the results for the dynamic KS response
functions χKS(q, ω) and χi

KS,G=0(q, ω), and dynamic di-

electric functions εKS(q, ω) and εiKS,G=0(q, ω) for q/qF ≃
0.758 are shown. The second and bottom rows show the
difference in the results computed using different averag-
ing formulas as it is discussed in Sec. IVB. We see that
the difference between different considered averaging for-
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FIG. 13. Contributions to the total density change from the density perturbation values at different wavenumbers for different
snapshots (the grey circles are for 112 particles), and for the averaged values over 10 snapshots with 112 particles (red) in warm
dense hydrogen at rs = 4 and θ = 1. Additionally, we show the averaged values over 10 snapshots with 14 particles (blue) The
wave number q corresponds to the wavenumber of the external perturbation. The G is along the z-axis and in units of 2π/L.

mulas are negligible for q/qF ≃ 0.758.
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san, Jens Hauser, Thomas Herrmannsdörfer, Hauke
Höppner, Johannes Kaa, Peter Kaever, Klaus Knöfel,
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Zérah, and Josef W. Zwanziger, “The abinit project: Im-
pact, environment and recent developments,” Comput.
Phys. Commun. 248, 107042 (2020).

[46] Aldo H. Romero, Douglas C. Allan, Bernard Amadon,
Gabriel Antonius, Thomas Applencourt, Lucas Baguet,
Jordan Bieder, François Bottin, Johann Bouchet, Eric
Bousquet, Fabien Bruneval, Guillaume Brunin, Damien
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