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We recently introduced the Alchemical Integral Transform (AIT) enabling the prediction of energy differ-
ences, and guessed an Ansatz to parametrize space r in some alchemical change λ. Here, we present a rigorous
derivation of AIT’s kernel K and discuss the parametrization r(λ) in n dimensions, i.e. necessary conditions,
mathematical freedoms and additional constraints when obtaining it. Analytical expressions for changes in
energy spectra and densities are given for general systems. One-particle examples include quantum harmonic
oscillator and hydrogen-like atom, i.e. (positive) homogeneous functions of degree ν , −2 in n dimensions, and
finally one multi-particle system.

INTRODUCTION

Schrödinger’s equation yields the absolute energy
spectrum and corresponding eigen states. However,
most, if not all, processes of interest in chemistry and
materials science deal only with relative changes between
systems A and B. Early relative computations, e.g. treat-
ing nuclear charges or entire functional groups as (non-
discrete) parameters, trace back to Hückel [1], Hylleraas
& Midtal [2], Wilson [3], Politzer & Parr [4] and Levy
[5, 6]. In this sense, nuclear transmutations aka quantum
alchemy, simply correspond to yet another fundamental
method of inferring information from one quantum sys-
tem to another. The extensive work done on 1D sys-
tems and their application to higher dimensions is ded-
icated to such fundamental questions [7–12]. Alchemi-
cal approaches, however, may realize this inference with
rigor in that only parameters are changed, instead of ig-
noring or adding entire dimensions. Some of the more
recent applications of alchemy to quantum mechanical
problems include the exploration of chemical compound
space [13, 14], design of large band-gap (III)-(IV) semi-
conductors [15], treatment of alchemically symmetric
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molecules [16–18], reactions like deprotonations [19],
bonds [20, 21], or excitations [22].

In a previous paper [23], we studied relative energies
using an Alchemical Integral Transform (AIT), allowing
its user to fully recover the energy of a final system EB

from an iso-electronic initial system’s electron density ρA

and energy EA. AIT’s utility hinges on finding a suit-
able parametrization r(λ), with λ being the parameter
of alchemical change. The need for the parametrization
emerged from rewriting a general electron density ρ(λ,y)
such that any λ-dependency rested with a parametriza-
tion r of the coordinates (cf. Eqs. 2 and 5), and r was
found by trial and error.

Here, we present a rigorous and compact derivation of
the AIT’s kernel K , and discuss conditions, constraints
and mathematical freedoms of finding r(λ) in n dimen-
sions. We consider the constraint of probability conser-
vation: then, r(λ) can be found as long as the coordinates
of systems A, B can be expressed as one another by an
affine transformation, i.e. x→ Ax+b where A ∈ Rn×Rn

is an invertible matrix and b ∈ Rn. Furthermore, we look
at the constraint of a fixed electric dipole moment. By
extension, we obtain an analytical expression of relative
electron densities as well. Examples include one-particle
systems (e.g. quantum harmonic oscillator, hydrogen-
like atom) and one multi-particle system.
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THEORY

A new derivation

Consider any two iso-electronic systems with elec-
tronic Hamiltonians ĤA and ĤB and their external poten-
tials vA and vB. Connect them via a linear transformation
Ĥ(λ) := ĤA(1 − λ) + ĤBλ such that we obtain a gen-
eral electron density ρ(λ,y) at every point λ ∈ [0, 1] with
ρA := ρ(λ = 0), ρB := ρ(λ = 1). The first-order deriva-
tive of the general energy according to the Hellmann-
Feynman theorem corresponds to [17]:

∂E(λ)
∂λ

= ⟨Ψλ| ĤB − ĤA |Ψλ⟩ (1)

=

∫
Rn

dy ∆v(y) ρ(λ,y) (2)

with ∆v = vB − vA. Note that AIT is general, and not
limited to Coulombic systems (i.e. molecular Hamilto-
nians). Rather it extends to any Schrödinger equation,
i.e. ρ could refer to any probability density, not just the
electronic one.

The original derivation in Ref. 23 continued with a
perturbative expansion of the energy in λ; here, we em-
ploy the converse approach with thermodynamic integra-
tion [16]:

∆E := EB − EA (3)

=

∫ 1

0
dλ

∫
Rn

dy ∆v(y) ρ(λ,y) (4)

Now, we rewrite the general electron density ρ(λ,y)
in terms of the initial electron density ρA and the
parametrization r(λ) (which implicitly depends on y):

ρ(λ,y) = N(λ) ρA(r(λ)) (5)

This differs from the original definition [23] in that we
introduced a normalization N(λ). In doing so, r(λ) now
only needs to transform the coordinates of system A such
that the functional form of the intermediate system is en-
sured.

Inserting Eq. 5 into Eq. 4 and reordering, we find a
general kernel of AIT, dubbed K[∆v](x):

∆E =
∫ 1

0
dλ

∫
Rn

dy ∆v(y)N(λ) ρA(r(λ)) (6)

=

∫ 1

0
dλ

∫
Rn

dy ∆v(y)N(λ)
∫

Rn
dx ρA(x) δ(n)(x − r(λ))

(7)

=

∫
Rn

dx ρA(x)
∫ 1

0
dλN(λ)

∫
Rn

dy ∆v(y) δ(n)(x − r(λ))︸                                             ︷︷                                             ︸
:=K[∆v](x)

(8)

Thus, we rephrased the problem’s original question from
"What are the eigen values and eigen functions of the
Hamiltonian?" to "What is the mathematical structure of
the coordinates of the underlying Hamiltonian?". Both
questions are equivalent but the latter is more accessible
as we will show below.

The parametrization r(λ)

To progress, we want to find a solution to Eq. 5 with-
out solving for the density directly. As we might con-
sider interacting particles which behave not necessarily
like electrons, we will instead referring to ρ as a (parti-
cle) density. Using constraints like the probability con-
servation of the density restricts AIT to problems where
r(λ) = A(λ) · y + b(λ) (with some invertible matix A(λ)
and a vector offset b(λ)), i.e. systems whose coordinates
can be expressed as one another by an affine transforma-
tion:

ρ(λ,y) = N(λ) ρA(A(λ) · y + b(λ)) (9)

⇔

∫
Rn

dy ρ(λ,y) = N(λ)
∫

Rn
dy ρA(A(λ) · y + b(λ))

(10)

The left-hand side is just the total number of particles
along the alchemical path λ, which remains a constant N.
The integral on the right-hand side can be solved by
substituting r = A(λ) · y + b(λ) with a Jacobian of
| det (∂r/∂y) | = | det(A(λ))|.

⇒ N = N(λ)
∫

Rn
du

ρA(u)
| det(A(λ))|

(11)

⇔ N(λ) = | det(A(λ))| (12)

Inserting this into K[∆v](x) as defined in Eq. 8:
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K[∆v](x) :=
∫ 1

0
dλ | det(A(λ))|

∫
Rn

dy ∆v(y) δ(n)(x − A(λ) · y − b(λ)) (13)

=

∫ 1

0
dλ | det(A(λ))|

∫
Rn

dy ∆v(y) δ(n)(A(λ) · [A−1(λ) (x − b(λ)) − y]) (14)

=

∫ 1

0
dλ

∫
Rn

dy ∆v(y) δ(n)(A−1(λ) (x − b(λ)) − y) (15)

=

∫ 1

0
dλ ∆v

(
A−1(λ) (x − b(λ))

)
(16)

However, the parametrization is not limited to affine
transformations of the coordinates. There are two reasons
for this:

1) Even without any additional constraints, the
parametrization r(λ) of the coordinates need not be
just an affine transformation. For example, any viable
parametrization in dimension n > 1 may or may not in-
clude a function r̃i(||y||2). This is due to the behavior of
the determinant (in tensor notation):

det
(
∂r̃i

∂yk

)
=

1
||y||2

det
(
∂r̃i

∂||y||2
yk︸    ︷︷    ︸

=∇r̃ ⊗y

)
(17)

∇r̃ ⊗ y is the outer product of ∇r̃ and y and thus, has
rank 1. But the determinant of any matrix with no full
rank is always zero by the invertible matrix theorem such
that

det
(
∂r̃

∂y

)
= 0 (18)

for any dimension greater 1. Consequently, we can add or
subtract all parametrizations which depend on ||y||2 only,
and which are evidently not affine transformations.

2) Additional constraints are easily included, e.g. con-
sider two systems whose first component of the electric
dipole moment is known to remain constant at coordinate
component b1(λ) along λ:

p1(b1(λ)) =
∫

Rn
dy (y1 − b1(λ)) ρA(y) = const. (19)

This constraint allows for a different parametrization:

r(λ) =
( √

2|y1| + b1(λ)
A′(λ)y′ + b′(λ)

)
(20)

with primed quantities excluding the first component, i.e.
invertible (n−1)×(n−1)-matrix A′(λ), y′ = (y2, . . . , yn)T

and vector offset b′(λ) = (b2(λ), . . . , bn(λ))T . Inserting
Eq. 20 into Eq. 5, we find:∫

Rn
dy ρ(λ,y) = N(λ)

∫
Rn

dy ρA(r(λ)) (21)

⇔ N = N(λ)
∫

Rn
dr

ρA(r)∣∣∣ det
(
∂r
∂y

) ∣∣∣ (22)

= N(λ)
∫

Rn
dr
|r1 − b1(λ)|
| det (A′(λ)) |

ρA(r) (23)

⇔ N(λ) =
N
|p1|
| det

(
A′(λ)

)
| (24)

With knowledge of N(λ), we can calculate K[∆v](x)
as defined in Eq. 8:
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K[∆v](x) :=
∫ 1

0
dλ

N
|p1|
| det

(
A′(λ)

)
|

∫
Rn

dy ∆v(y) δ(n)(x − r(λ)) (25)

=

∫ 1

0
dλ

N
|p1|

∫
Rn

dy ∆v(y) |x1 + b1(λ)| δ
(
y1 −

(x1 + b1(λ))2

2

)
| det

(
A′(λ)

)
| δ(n−1) (x′ − A′(λ)y′ − b′(λ)

)
(26)

=

∫ 1

0
dλ

N
|p1|

∫
Rn

dy ∆v(y) |x1 + b1(λ)| δ
(
y1 −

(x1 + b1(λ))2

2

)
δ(n−1)

(
A′−1(λ)(x′ − b′(λ)) − y′

)
(27)

=
N
|p1|

∫ 1

0
dλ |x1 + b1(λ)|∆v(y)

(
(x1 + b1(λ))2

2
, A′−1(λ)(x′ − b′(λ))

)
(28)

Additional constraints of the problem allow to extend
the possible parametrizations r(λ). This method of con-
straints implicates that K[∆v](x) can be found just from
the problem’s statement in the Hamiltonian. Finding an
affine transformation, or an r(λ) like Eq. 20, allows ana-
lytical statements about the behavior of the energy differ-
ence.

Note, how Eq. 5 made no assumption about excited
states whatsoever; in fact, it conserves the excitation be-
tween initial and final system.

The final electron density

A corollary from the derivation of transformations is a
direct statement about the particle density of the final sys-
tem ρB. E.g. since we assumed an affine transformation
in Eq. 5 and then proceeded to compute N(λ) in Eq. 12,
we immediately find:

ρB(x) = | det(A(1))| ρA

(
A(1) · x + b(1)

)
(29)

where A(λ = 1) and b(λ = 1) are a constant matrix and
vector, respectively. This means, if two Hamiltonians are
related via an affine transformation of their coordinates
(disregarding any normalization) then their electron den-
sities are related by Eq. 29 and only the final configura-
tion A(λ = 1), b(λ = 1) is necessary to connect them.

A similar statement can be made for systems with con-

stant electric dipole moment p1:

ρB(x) =
N
|p1|
| det

(
A′(1)

)
|

× ρA

( √
2|x1| + b1(1), A′(1)x′ + b′(1)

)
(30)

RESULTS

The quantum harmonic oscillator (QHO)

Let us consider some examples: start with the Hamil-
tonian of the QHO [24] at ωA and rescale y such that its
functional form is that of an Hamiltonian at ω(λ):

ĤQHO := −
1
2

d2

dy2 +
1
2
ω2

Ay
2 (31)

Use y→
√
ω(λ)/ωA y:

ĤQHO → −
1
2
ωA

ω(λ)
d2

dy2 +
1
2
ω2

A
ω(λ)
ωA
y2 (32)

=
ωA

ω(λ)

(
−

1
2

d2

dy2 +
1
2
ω2(λ)y2

)
(33)

We need not care about the normalization (here, the fac-
tor of ω(λ)/ωA in front) so long as the coordinate y is
properly transformed.

Consequently, we find A(λ) =
√
ω(λ)/ωA, subtracting

two Hamiltonians gives the general frequency ω2(λ) =
(ω2

B − ω
2
A)λ + ω2

A and potential difference ∆v(y) = (ω2
B −
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Figure 1. Visual representation of spectrum and density rescal-
ing derived from AIT in case of the QHO at different excita-
tions.

ω2
A)y2/2, and the offset vanishes, b(λ) = 0:

K[∆v](x) =
∫ 1

0
dλ ∆v

(
A−1(λ)x

)
(34)

=

∫ 1

0
dλ
ω2

B − ω
2
A

2
ωA

ω(λ)
x2 (35)

=
ω2

B − ω
2
A

2
x2

∫ 1

0

dλ√
(ω2

B/ω
2
A − 1)λ + 1

(36)

= (ωB − ωA)ωAx2 (37)

We can cross check this by inserting K back into its cor-
responding integral (cf. Eq. 8):

∆E =
∫

R
dx ρQHO

A K(x) (38)

= (ωB − ωA)ωA

∫
R

dx x2 ρQHO
A (39)

= (ωB − ωA)
(
n +

1
2

)
(40)

The explicit evaluation of the integral can be found in
the SI. K correctly reproduces the well-known result for
the QHO.

Now, check the density of the QHO [24]:

ρQHO
A (x) =

√
ωA/π

2n n!
e−ωA x2

H2
n(
√
ωAx) (41)

Here, Hn denote the Hermite polynomials. From earlier,
we find A(λ = 1) =

√
ωB/ωA and b(λ = 1) = 0, so the

relation (cf. Eq. 29) between densities is found to be:

ρQHO
B (x) =

√
ωB/ωA ρ

QHO
A (

√
ωB/ωA x) (42)

Eq. 41 confirms this. A visual representation of this trans-
formation can be found in Fig. 1.

The hydrogen-like atom

In case of the hydrogen-like atom, the (electronic)
Hamiltonian is:

ĤHL := −
1
2
∇2

y −
ZA

||y||2
(43)

=Z2
A

−1
2

∇2
y

Z2
A

−
1

ZA||y||2

 (44)

Rescaling y → Z(λ)/ZA y:

ĤHL → Z2
A

−1
2

∇2
y

Z2(λ)
−

1
Z(λ)||y||2

 (45)

Consequently, A(λ) = Z(λ)/ZA 13, Z(λ) = (ZB−ZA)λ+ZA,
∆v(y) = (−ZB + ZA)/||y||2 and b(λ) = 0. Thus, we find:

K[∆v](x) =
∫ 1

0
dλ ∆v

(
A−1(λ)x

)
(46)

=

∫ 1

0
dλ
−ZB + ZA

||x||2

Z(λ)
ZA

(47)

=
−ZB + ZA

||x||2

∫ 1

0
dλ

[(
ZB

ZA
− 1

)
λ + 1

]
(48)

=
−ZB + ZA

2||x||2

(
1 +

ZB

ZA

)
(49)

We can cross check this by inserting K back into its cor-
responding integral (cf. Eq. 8):

∆E =
∫

R3
dx ρHL

A K(x) (50)

=
−ZB + ZA

2

(
1 +

ZB

ZA

) ∫
R3

dx
ρHL

A

||x||2
(51)

=
−Z2

B + Z2
A

2n2 (52)
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The explicit evaluation of the integral can be found in
the SI. K correctly reproduces the well-known result for
the hydrogen-like atom.

Now, check the density of the hydrogen-like atom.
From earlier, we find A(λ = 1) = ZB/ZA 13 and b(λ =
1) = 0, so the relation (cf. Eq. 29) between densities is
found to be:

ρHL
B (x) = (ZB/ZA)3 ρHL

A (ZB/ZA x) (53)

The well-known formula of the hydrogen-like electron
density (cf. SI) confirms this.

Homogeneous functions

Both previous examples may be understood as special
cases of (positive) homogeneous functions. In general,
consider this n-dimensional Schrödinger equation:

Ĥhom := −
1
2
∇2

y + k2
A f (kAy) (54)

where f is any (positive) homogeneous function of de-
gree ν , −2, i.e. f (kAy) = kνA f (y), and kA is a real,
positive constant describing system A. Now, AIT is re-
stricted to A(λ) = k(λ)/kA 1n (1n representing identity
in n dimensions) and b(λ) = 0. Because of this, degree
ν = −2 must be excluded as it would constitute the case
where Schrödinger’s equation includes no parameter to
be changed and AIT does not apply. The potential dif-
ference is ∆v(y) = (k2+ν

B − k2+ν
A ) f (y). Finally, we find

k(λ):

k2+ν(λ) f (x) = (1 − λ)k2+ν
A f (x) + λk2+ν

B f (x) (55)

⇔ k(λ) =
[
(1 − λ)k2+ν

A + λk2+ν
B

]1/(2+ν)
(56)

⇒ K(x) =
∫ 1

0
dλ ∆v

(
A−1(λ)x

)
(57)

= (k2+ν
B − k2+ν

A )
∫ 1

0
dλ f

(
kA

k(λ)
x

)
(58)

=

∫ 1

0
dλ

(k2+ν
B − k2+ν

A ) f (kAx)[
(1 − λ)k2+ν

A + λk2+ν
B

]ν/(2+ν) (59)

= k2
A f (kAx)

2 + ν
2

k2
B

k2
A

− 1
 (60)

The corresponding relative density (cf. Eq. 29) can be
found with A(λ = 1) = kB/kA 1n, b(λ = 1) = 0:

ρhom
B (x) =

(
kB

kA

)n

ρhom
A

(
kB

kA
x

)
(61)

Special cases are the n-dimensional, isotropic QHO
( f (y) = y2/2, kA,B =

√
ωA,B, ν = 2), the hydrogen-

like atom ( f (y) = −1/||y||2, kA,B = ZA,B, ν = −1) and
the Dirac well of depth d ( f (y) = −δ(y), kA,B = dA,B,
ν = −1). A generalization to quasi-homogeneous func-
tions is straightforward.

Although the examples above corroborate the validity
of AIT, results for densities (and, by extension, energy
differences) could have also been obtained via coordinate
scaling as employed in DFT [25]. Especially Eq. 61 has
been previously derived [26–28]. However, AIT allows
for more complicated transformations (see below), and
goes beyond (scalar) coordinate scaling of DFT-specific
quantities like the exchange-correlation functional.

Multi-particle systems

In multi-particle systems, it is no longer obvious how
the parametrization r(λ), a transform of y, can be found,
due to multiple coordinates yi for each particle. This is
quickly resolved via the definition of ρ(y) [29]. Consider
an N-particle problem,

ρ(y) :=
N∑

i=1

⟨Ψ(y1, . . . ,yN)| δ(n)(y − yi) |Ψ(y1, . . . ,yN)⟩

(62)

=N ⟨Ψ(y1, . . . ,yN)| δ(n)(y − y1) |Ψ(y1, . . . ,yN)⟩ ,
(63)

The second line applies to indistinguishable, and thus
interchangeable, particles (electrons). Consequently, a
transformation of y implicates a transformation of y1,
or y1,y2, or . . . , or y1, . . . ,yN , i.e. we gain arbitrariness
which and how many coordinates to transform. Multi-
particle systems usually consist of multiple (indistin-
guishable) electrons such that all electron coordinates yi

must transform identically. However, distinct particles
may be transformed differently.

For an application to real multi-electron systems, both
exactly and approximately, we refer to Ref. 30 (and
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specifically the Hamiltonian Ĥfic). Due to the nature of
multi-electron systems, Ref. 30 must resort to compar-
isons with numerical results, while in this work we will
present only a theoretical basis and one example:

Consider the following multi-particle system inside a
harmonic potential with inter-particle repulsion in n di-
mensions:

Ĥmulti :=
N∑

i=1

(
−
∇2

yi

2
+

1
2
yT

i Ω
2
Ayi +

N∑
j=1

n∑
µ=1

zµ
(yi − y j)2

µ

)
(64)

with potential strength encoded in the diagonal ma-
trix ΩA = diag((ωA)1, . . . , (ωA)n), and inter-particle
strength zµ along component µ. Note, that the inter-
particle repulsion is not proportional to distance−2 but
the component-wise difference−2.This multi-particle sys-
tem allows a separate treatment for each dimension and is
clearly not separable into N one-particle systems (if N >
1). ΩA being an arbitrary diagonal matrix (except for
scalar multiples of 1n, i.e. (ωA)1 = (ωA)2 = . . . ) suf-
fices to move beyond coordinate scaling. Eq. 64 is,
however, separable into its n dimensions which we ex-
ploit in the parametrization rµ(λ) =

√
(ω(λ))µ/(ωA)µ yµ

with ω2
µ(λ) = ((ωB)2

µ − (ωA)2
µ)λ + (ωA)2

µ, similar to the
QHO. Note that this parametrization still allows for the
cancellation of kinetic and repulsive terms, so Eq. 2 ap-
plies. Again, we need not worry about normalization al-
though in this case, it is harder to see why: the definition
ofN(λ) in Eq. 5 allows for a factorization into n normal-
ization constants N1(λ), . . . ,Nn(λ). Consequently, we
could have written Ĥmulti as a sum over n dimensions and
treated every dimension in Eq. 5 separately.

Equipped with a parametrization, we find the ker-
nel K[∆v](x) similar to that of the QHO:

K[∆v](x) =xT (ΩB −ΩA)ΩA x (65)

=

n∑
µ=1

(
(ωB)µ − (ωA)µ

)
(ωA)µx2

µ (66)

Write the energy difference and relative densities using
AIT:

∆E =
∫

Rn
dx ρmulti

A K(x) (67)

=

∫
Rn

dx ρmulti
A

n∑
µ=1

(
(ωB)µ − (ωA)µ

)
(ωA)µx2

µ (68)

ρmulti
B (x) =

n∏
µ=1

√
(ωB)µ
(ωA)µ

ρmulti
A

(
Ω
−1/2
A Ω

1/2
B x

)
(69)

where the matrix power applies to the main diagonal
element-wise. Still, ρmulti

A is unknown. But even for sys-
tems with cumbersome or unknown solutions, knowledge
about ρA is not necessary to extract statements using AIT.
The exact (possibly excited) energy difference in Eq. 68
can be used twice, once for the (possibly excited) energy
difference between systems A, B, once between A, B′, to
give:

EB′ − EB =

∫
Rn

dx ρmulti
A

n∑
µ=1

(
(ωB′ )µ − (ωB)µ

)
(ωA)µx2

µ

(70)

As the left-hand side is independent of A, so must be
the right-hand side (even component-wise, since (ωB′ )µ−
(ωB)µ is of arbitrary value), and consequently:

cµ = (ωA)µ

∫
Rn

dx x2
µ ρ

multi
A (71)

EB′ − EB =

n∑
µ=1

cµ
(
(ωB′ )µ − (ωB)µ

)
(72)

with some constants cµ.

DISCUSSION

The transformations presented here, affine, of square-
root type or with functions including ||y||2, connect a
number of systems – in n dimensions and for multi-
particle systems. Thus, if the solution to a Hamiltonian
proves unfeasible, K[∆v](x) may not just provide sys-
tematic access to its energy and particle density behavior,
but might even permit statements about a different, possi-
bly more complicated, system, giving information about
eigen values and eigen states. This point is worth repeat-
ing: finding a suitable parametrization r(λ) of the coor-
dinates of two Schrödinger equations awards immediate,
relative information about the energy spectra and the (ex-
cited) densities! Thus, it provides the study of chemical
compound space with an analytical tool of navigation.

The new formula of K[∆v](x) in Eq. 16 evades any
problems of convergence inherent in its original deriva-
tion [23]. Although tested numerically for transmuta-
tions in atoms and molecules in Ref. 31, here we need
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not worry about divergences in absence of an infinite se-
ries. However, AIT is a relative method; when calculat-
ing explicit values numerically, its accuracy depends on
the quality of the initial electron density ρA (and by ex-
tension, the integration algorithm).

Constraining AIT to homogeneous functions and scal-
ing transformations (A(λ) = k(λ)/kA 1n) in one-particle
systems allowed a generalization of the examples given
(hydrogen-like atom and QHO). Whichever potential is
to be used, Eqs. 60 and 61 allow statements about the so-
lutions of Schrödinger’s equations without the necessity
to ever explicitly solve them. In this regard, it becomes
equivalent to coordinate scaling in DFT as described in
Refs. 26–28.

Furthermore, note that the fraction of two homoge-
neous functions is again a homogeneous function. Con-
sequently, one might refrain from Taylor-expanding a
physical potential to model materials in arbitrary dimen-
sions, and instead employ a Padé approximant which, in
addition, exhibits better convergence properties and trun-
cation error.

Beyond scaling transformations and one-particle sys-
tems, AIT allows analytical statements for all Hamiltoni-
ans with a parametrization r(λ). Especially the multi-
particle system in Eq. 64 drives this point, as general
solutions are difficult (or analytically impossible) to ob-
tain, yet Eqs. 72 and 71 disclose information about the
proportionality of energies and conservation laws of the
density. We are aware that many one-particle systems
and some multi-particle systems can be solved numer-
ically to desired accuracy; however, we deem such ana-
lytical statements about the relationship between systems
always preferable to numerical ones and thus, consider
AIT to be an effective tool in navigating between sys-
tems.

It has not escaped our attention that homogeneous
functions as potentials provide elegant connections be-
tween kinetic and potential energy in the virial theo-
rem [24]. However, this relation is due to Euler’s ho-
mogeneous function theorem (i.e. a consequence of the
derivative behavior of homogeneous functions), while
AIT obtains its parameter k(λ) by taking the (2 + ν)-th
root. Nonetheless, this is not the first time in which the
mathematical properties of a homogeneous potential act
in favor of a theorem.

Finally, we want to emphasize the generality of the
presented method: although quantum mechanics appears

as an obvious application, AIT requires the density to
appear explicitly after the Hellmann-Feynman theorem
(which in turn applies to any eigen problem of any Her-
mitian operator in Hilbert space) to solve Eq. 10. Conse-
quently, any transformation of the coordinates in a Her-
mitian operator, that allows a solution of Eq. 10 or a
similar constraint, bears an integral kernel like K . A
simplification like the one in Eq. 2 is not unique to the
Schrödinger equation.

CONCLUSION

We have presented a simpler and more general ker-
nel K of AIT in n dimensions, with a method to obtain
parametrizations r(λ), an application to homogeneous
potentials of degree ν , −2, and an instance of a multi-
particle system (Eq. 64). AIT did not just predict the rel-
ative behavior of energy spectra, but relative densities as
well. Examples included one-particle systems like the
quantum harmonic oscillator and the hydrogen-like atom.

Future work will deal with general parametriza-
tions r(λ) in n-dimensional systems. To solve Eq. 5,
one might employ additional information about the initial
electron density ρA, similar to the presented fixed electric
dipole moment in Eq. 19.
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INTEGRALS OF THE ELECTRON DENSITY

The quantum harmonic oscillator

+∞∫
−∞

dx x2ρQHO
A (x) =

1
ωA

(
n +

1
2

)
(73)

where the electron density of the quantum harmonic oscillator is given as [24]:

ρQHO
A (x) =

1
2n n!

√
ωA

π
e−ωA x2

H2
n(
√
ωAx) (74)

PROOF:

+∞∫
−∞

dx x2ρQHO
A (x) =

1
2n n!

√
ωA

π

+∞∫
−∞

dx x2e−ωA x2
H2

n(
√
ωAx) (75)

=
1

2n n!
√
πωA

+∞∫
−∞

dy y2e−y
2
H2

n(y) (76)

Now use the recurrence relation

yHn(y) =
Hn+1(y) + 2nHn−1(y)

2
(77)

and the orthogonality relation

+∞∫
−∞

dy e−y
2
Hn(y) Hm(y) =

√
π 2n n!δnm (78)
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such that:

+∞∫
−∞

dx x2ρQHO
A (x) =

1
2n n!

√
πωA

+∞∫
−∞

dy y2e−y
2
H2

n(y) (79)

=
1

2n n!
√
πωA

+∞∫
−∞

dy e−y
2
(

Hn+1(y) + 2nHn−1(y)
2

)2

(80)

=
1

2n+2 n!
√
πωA

+∞∫
−∞

dy e−y
2 (

H2
n+1(y) + 4n2H2

n−1(y)
)

(81)

=
1

2n+2 n!
√
πωA

√
π
(
2n+1(n + 1)! + 4n2 2n−1(n − 1)!

)
(82)

=
1

2ωA
(n + 1 + n) (83)

=
1
ωA

(
n +

1
2

)
(84)

The hydrogen-like atom

∫
R3

dx
ρHL

A (x)
||x||2

=
ZA

n2 (85)

where the electron density of the hydrogen-like atom is given as [24]:

ρHL
A (x) =

(
2ZA

n

)3 (n − l − 1)!
2n(n + l)!

(
2ZA||x||2

n

)2l (
L(2l+1)

n−l−1

(
2ZA||x||2

n

))2

exp
(
−

2ZA||x||2
n

)
|Ylm|

2 (86)

with generalized Laguerre polynomials L(α)
m and spherical harmonics Ylm.

PROOF:

Note the orthogonality relation of the generalized Laguerre polynomials:∫ ∞

0
dν e−νναL(α)

m (ν) L(α)
m′ (ν) =

Γ(m + α + 1)
m!

δm,m′ (87)

and the orthogonality relation of the spherical harmonics:∫
S 2

dΩYlmY∗l′m′ = δll′δmm′ (88)
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First, execute the angular integration, then substitute ν = 2ZA||x||2/n:∫
R3

dx
ρHL

A (x)
||x||2

=

∫ ∞

0
d||x||2 ||x||2

(
2ZA

n

)3 (n − l − 1)!
2n(n + l)!

(
2ZA||x||2

n

)2l (
L(2l+1)

n−l−1

(
2ZA||x||2

n

))2

exp
(
−

2ZA||x||2
n

)
(89)

=
2ZA

n
(n − l − 1)!
2n(n + l)!

∫ ∞

0
dν e−νν2l+1

(
L(2l+1)

n−l−1 (ν)
)2

(90)

=
2ZA

n
(n − l − 1)!
2n(n + l)!

(2l + 1 + n − l − 1)!
(n − l − 1)!

(91)

=
ZA

n2 (92)


