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Abstract. This paper studies DFT models for homogeneous 1D mate-
rials in the 3D space. It follows our previous work about DFT models for
homogeneous 2D materials in 3D. We show how to reduce the problem
from a 3D energy functional to a 2D energy functional. The kinetic en-
ergy is treated as in [7, 8] by diagonilizing admissible states, and writing
the kinetic energy as the infimum of a modified kinetic energy functional
on reduced states. Besides, we treat here the Hartree interaction term in
2D, and show how to properly define the mean-field potential, through
Riesz potential. We then show the well posdness of the reduced model
and present some numerical illustrations.
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1. Introduction

In recent years, low-dimensional materials, such as 2D sheets, 1D nanowires
and quantum dots have become of great importance in condensed matter
physics due to their distinctive features, which are relevant in many applica-
tions [6, 19, 22, 3, 9, 1, 26]. In order to investigate their electronic properties,
such as electron’s mobility and band gap, Density Functional Theory (DFT)
calculations are often used [4, 24, 11, 18, 20, 25]. Our objective is to prove
and study DFT models for low-dimensional systems in order to allow low
computational cost. In [2], the Thoma-Fermi-von Weisäcker model for 1D
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and 2D materials is derived by means of thermodynamic limit procedure.
The works [7, 8] have initiated the study of DFT models for low dimen-
sional materials that are homogeneous, and we were particularly interested
in 2D materials embedded in the 3D space. In this paper, we focus on one–
dimensional materials that have an atomic length in two dimensions of the
space, and a crystalline structure in the remaining dimension.

In [7], 2D materials are considered with a nuclear charge distribution of
the form

µ2D(x1, x2, x3) = µ2D(x3)

that depends only on the orthogonal direction x3. The electrons are de-
scribed by one body density matrices γ that satisfy Pauli principle 0 ≤ γ ≤ 1.
As the problem is convex, γ share the same symmetry as µ,

(1.1) URγ = γUR, ∀R ∈ R2,

where URf(x) = f(x1−R1, x2−R2, x3) is the translation operator along the
first two variables. Note that the density associated to a γ satisfying (1.1)
depends only on the third variable ργ(x) = ργ(x3) and the trace per unit
surface of γ can be defined by Tr2D(γ) =

´
R ργ . In the reduced Hartree-Fock

(rHF) model, the energy of the system is of the form

E2D(γ) =
1

2
Tr2D (−∆3γ) +D1(ργ − µ),

where ∆d denotes the the Laplacian operator on L2(Rd), and D1 is the 1D
Hartree interaction. One main result of [7] is a thorough discussion of this
term and the definition of the mean-field potential (see [7, Proposition 3.3]).
We prove that this problem is equivalent to a one-dimensional problem set
on operators G acting on L2(R), which are positive G ≥ 0, but which no
longer need to satisfy Pauli principle. Instead, an additional term appears in
the energy: the three-dimensional kinetic energy 1

2Tr2D(−∆3γ) is replaced
by a one-dimensional kinetic energy of the form

1

2
Tr(−∆1G) + πTr(G2).

Although we restrict ourselves to the reduced Hartree-Fock model for sim-
plicity, similar derivations can be performed for general Kohn–Sham models
and one can consider models of the form

inf

{
1

2
Tr(−∆1G) + πTr(G2) +D1(ρG − µ) + Exc(ρG)

}
.

In [8], we have considered a uniform magnetic field which is perpendicular to
the 2D material axis. The reduction here is obtained considering operators
commuting with magnetic translations. We first provide a decomposition
of such operators and then state the equivalent one-dimensional problem in
which the kinetic energy per unit surface 1

2Tr2D(LAγ) has been repalaced by
1

2
Tr(−∆1G) + Tr(F (b,G)),
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where LA denotes the three-dimensional Landau operator, b the magnetic
field strenghten, and F (b, ·) a suitable piecewise linear function, see for in-
stance [8, Theorem 3.1].

In the present paper, we consider homogeneous 1D materials, i.e. nuclear
charge distributions of the form

µ(x1, x2, x3) = µ(x1, x2)

that do not depend on the third variable x3, the axis of the material. As
we consider convex models, we assume that the electronic density matrices
follow the same symmetries

(1.2) τRγ = γτR, ∀R ∈ R,
where τRf(x1, x2, x3) = f(x1, x2, x3−R) denotes the translation operator by
the vector Re3. Again, states satisfying the symmetry (1.2) have densities
that depend only on x1 and x2 and the trace per unit length of γ can be
defined by Tr(γ) =

´
R2 ργ . In the reduced Hartree-Fock model, the energy

of the system is

(1.3) E(γ) = 1

2
Tr (−∆3γ) + D̃2(ργ − µ),

where D̃2 is the 2D Hartree interaction. Formally, the interaction term D2

is defined by

(1.4) D̃2(f, g) = −2

ˆ
R2×R2

f(x) log(|x− y|)g(y).

This definition is only valid for functions that decay fast enough at infinity.
Besides, it is unclear whether this bilinear form D̃2 is bounded from below
or not. One key result of this paper is a regularization of this expression
adapted to neutral systems; and a definition of the corresponding mean-field
potential (see Section 2).

For the kinetic part, following the same arguments as in [7], we prove that
this problem is equivalent to a two-dimensional problem, where the three-
dimensional kinetic energy 1

2Tr(−∆3γ) is replaced by a two-dimensional ki-
netic energy of the form

1

2
Tr(−∆2G) +

π

6
Tr(G3),

defined on G := {G ∈ S(L2(R2)) : G ≥ 0, Tr(G) < ∞}. The reduced 2D
rHF energy then reads

(1.5) E(G) =
1

2
Tr(−∆1G) +

π

6
Tr(G3) +D2(ρG − µ).

We show that this problem of minimizing the energy (1.5) over a suitable set
of admissible states admits a unique minimizer, called ground state. We also
derive the self-consistent equation that this ground state needs to satisfy.

Finally, we perform numerical simulations on the simpler Thomas–Fermi
model, where the kinetic energy is expressed as an explicit functional of the
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density
´
ρ5/3. This allows us to exhibit the properties of the regularized 2D

Hartree interaction with respect to the classical expression (1.4).

This article is organized as follow. Section 2 is devoted to the regulariza-
tion of the 2D Hartree interaction and the definition of the corresponding
mean-field potential. In Section 3, we show how to reduce the 3D prob-
lem (1.3) into the 2D model (1.5), that we study in Section 4. Finally,
in Section 5, we consider the orbital free Thomas-Fermi model as a semi–
classical limit of the rHF model in order to perform elementary numerical
illustrations.

Acknowledgments. The research leading to these results has received
funding from OCP grant AS70 “Towards phosphorene based materials and
devices”. S. Lahbabi thanks the CEREMADE for hosting her during the
final writing of this article.

2. 2D Hartree interaction

For 1D crystals, the Hartree interaction kernel has been derived in [2] by
means of thermodynamic limit procedure. It is given by

G(x) = −2π log(|(x1, x2)|)+
∑
k∈Z

(
1

|x− ke3|
−
ˆ 1/2

−1/2

dt

|x− (y, k)e3|

)
, x ∈ R3,

and the Hartree interaction energy is formally given by

Dper(f, g) =

ˆ
Γ×Γ

f(x)G(x− y)g(y),

where Γ = R2 × [−1/2, 1/2]. For functions f, g which do not depend on the
third variable x3, this interaction reduces to

(2.1) D2(f, g) = −2

ˆ
R2×R2

f(x) log(|x− y|)g(y).

The integral in (2.1) is only valid for functions decaying fast enough and the
map f 7→ D2(f) is not convex in general. The aim of this section is to give
a regularization of this expression suitable for neutral charge distributions,
which, in our context, will be f = ρ − µ. We therefore adopt the following
definition

(2.2) D(f, g) := 4π

ˆ
R2

F2(f)(k)F2(g)(k)

|k|2
dk,

where f and g belong to the following Coulomb space

C :=

{
f ∈ L1(R2), k 7→ F2(f)(k)

|k|
∈ L2(R2)

}
.

We have denoted by F2 the Fourier transform in R2 defined by F2f(k) =
1
2π

´
R2 f(x)e

−ikxdx. We note that the integrability of k 7→ |F2(f)(k)|2
|k|2 over R2
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implies that

F2(f)(0) =

ˆ
R2

f(x)dx = 0,

which means that elements of C are neutral distributions. Conversely, for
neutral distributions that decay fast enough, D2 and D coincide.

Lemma 2.1. If f ∈ L1(R2) is such that
´
f = 0 and log(1+ |·|)f ∈ L1(R2),

then
D(f) = D2(f).

The proof of this lemma can be found in [5].

For f ∈ C, let us introduce Wf as

Wf := F−1
2

(
k 7→ F2(f)(k)

|k|

)
= (−∆2)

− 1
2 f ∈ L2(R2).

Thanks to Parseval identity, one can rewrite the interaction D as

D(f, g) = 4π

ˆ
R2

Wf (x)Wg(x)dx, ∀f, g ∈ C.

An explicit expression of Wf , for f ∈ C, is given through the Riesz potential
as follows (see for instance [23, Chapter V]).

Lemma 2.2. Let f ∈ C. Then,

(2.3) Wf (x) =
1

2π

ˆ
R2

f(y)

|x− y|
dy.

The integral in (2.3) is absolutely convergent whenever f ∈ Lp(R2), for
some 1 ≤ p < 2 (see for instance [23, Theorem 1 of Chapter V]). Furthermore,
if p ∈ (1, 2) and q = 2p

2−p . Then,

(2.4) ∥Wf∥q ≤ C∥f∥p, ∀f ∈ Lp(R2),

for a suitable constant C which is independent of f .

We turn now to the definition of a mean-field potential Vf associated to a
charge distribution f ∈ C. It needs to satisfy

D(f, g) =

ˆ
R2

Vf (x)g(x)dx, ∀g ∈ C

and
−∆Vf = 4πf

in a weak sense. One would consider Vf = 4π(−∆)−1f = 4πWWf
. However,

the integral in (2.3) is not necessarily convergent in the critical case of p = 2.
We suggest an alternative way to define the potential Vf , for f ∈ C through
a modification of the Riesz potential suggested in [13]. Let us define the
following two functions

q1(x) = |x|
(
1 + log+

(
1

|x|

))
and q2(x) = |x|

(
1 + log+ (|x|)

)
,
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where

log+(|x|) := log(|x|)1{|x|≥1} =

{
log(|x|) if |x| ≥ 1

0 else
.

In the following proposition, we define and state some properties of the
modified Riesz potential. For the proof and further details, we refer to [13,
Corollary 3.23].

Proposition 2.3. For g ∈ L2(R2), define
(2.5)

Ig
1 (x) :=

1

2π

ˆ
|y|<1

g(y)

|x− y|
dy and Ig

2 (x) :=
1

2π

ˆ
|y|≥1

(
1

|x− y|
− 1

|y|

)
g(y) dy.

One has the following
a) Ig

1 and Ig
2 are well-defined, i.e., the integrals in (2.5) are convergent.

b) There exist two real numbers C1 and C2 such that∥∥∥∥Ig
1

q1

∥∥∥∥
L2

≤ C1 ∥g∥L2 and

∥∥∥∥Ig
2

q2

∥∥∥∥
L2

≤ C2 ∥g∥L2 .(2.6)

As a consequence of Proposition 2.3, we have If
i ∈ L1

loc(R2), for i ∈ {1, 2}.
Now, for f ∈ C, we define the mean field potential as

(2.7) Vf := 4π
(
IWf

1 + IWf

2

)
.

The following theorem is one of the main results of the paper and it allows
to rewrite the potential energy D in terms of the mean–field potential Vf .

Theorem 2.4. Let f ∈ C. Then

(2.8) D(f, h) =

ˆ
R2

Vf (x)h(x)dx ∀h ∈ C,

and Vf satisfies

(2.9) −∆Vf = 4πf

in a distributional sense.

Proof. Let us first prove (2.8) for h in the Schwartz space of fast decaying
functions S(R2). Since IWf

j h = (q−1
j IWf

j ) qjh ∈ L1(R2), for j ∈ {1, 2}.
Then, one can write
1

4π

ˆ
R2

Vf (x)h(x) dx :=

ˆ
R2

IWf

1 (x)h(x) dx+

ˆ
R2

IWf

2 (x)h(x) dx

=
1

2π

ˆ
R2

ˆ
{|y|<1}

Wf (y)

|x− y|
h(x) dydx

+
1

2π

ˆ
R2

ˆ
{|y|≥1}

(
1

|x− y|
− 1

|y|

)
Wf (y)h(x) dydx.(2.10)

In order to apply Fubini theorem and change the order of the integrals in the
above double intgrals, we have to check the absolute integrability. Regarding
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the first term, one can note that (|q1|)−1I |Wf |
1 is in L2(R2), thanks to (2.6),

and so is q1h. Therefore, one has

1

2π

ˆ
R2

ˆ
{|y|<1}

Wf (y)

|x− y|
h(x) dydx =

1

2π

ˆ
|y|<1

ˆ
R2

Wf (y)

|x− y|
h(x) dxdy

=

ˆ
{|y|<1}

Wf (y)Wh(y) dy.(2.11)

Taking into the account that the estimate in (2.6) holds true if one substitutes
the kernel defining I2 by its absolute value (see for instance [13, Theorem
3.19]), then the last double intergal of (2.10) is absolutely convergent as well.
Thus,

1

2π

ˆ
R2

ˆ
|y|≥1

(
1

|x− y|
− 1

|y|

)
Wf (y)h(x) dydx

=
1

2π

ˆ
|y|≥1

ˆ
R2

(
1

|x− y|
− 1

|y|

)
Wf (y)h(x) dxdy

=

ˆ
|y|≥1

Wf (y)

(
Wh(y)−

1

2π|y|

ˆ
R2

h

)
dy

=

ˆ
|y|≥1

Wf (y)Wh(y) dy.(2.12)

By adding (2.11) et (2.12), we obtain
ˆ
R2

Vf (x)h(x) dx = 4π

ˆ
R2

Wf (x)Wh(x) dx.

Now, let h ∈ C. Then, h ∈ L1(R2) and Wh ∈ L2(R2). By density of the
Schwartz space S, one can find (hn)n ⊂ S with

´
R2 hn dx = 0 such that

hn → h in L1(R2) and F2(hn)
|·| → F2(h)

|·| in L2(R2). Hence, one obtains (2.8),
for h ∈ C, by letting n → ∞.

We move now to the proof of (2.9). If one denotes by (·, ·) the distributional
brakets, then, for ϕ ∈ C∞

c (R2),

(−∆2Vf , ϕ) = (Vf ,−∆2ϕ) =

ˆ
R2

Vf∆2ϕ dx.

One knows that h := −∆ϕ satisfies
´
h = 0. Thus, by the previous result

(−∆2Vf , ϕ) = D(f, h) = 4π

ˆ
R2

F2(f)(k)F2(h)(k)

|k|2
dk

= 4π

ˆ
R2

F2(f)(k)F2(ϕ)(k)dk = ⟨4πf, ϕ⟩.

□
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3. Model reduction

In this section, we show that the 3D reduced Hartree Fock model for
homogeneous 1D crystal is equivalent to a 2D model. Other DFT models
can be handled similarly. We recall that the nuclear charge distribution
µ ∈ L1

loc(R3) satisfies

(3.1) µ ≥ 0, and µ(x1, x2, x3) = µ(x1, x2, x3 −R), ∀R ∈ R.
We assume that the charge per unit length is finite, that is,

Z :=

ˆ
R2

µ(x1, x2, 0) dx1 dx2 < ∞.

In Hartree–Fock type models, the state of electrons is described by a bounded
self–adjoint operator γ satisfying Pauli exclusion principle 0 ≤ γ ≤ 1. In our
particular case, the system has the following features.

• It is equidistributed in one direction of the three–dimensional space,
• it is confined in the remaining two directions with a finite number of

particles.
The electronic states γ share the aforementioned invariance as follows

(3.2) γτR = τRγ, ∀R ∈ R,
where τR denotes the translation operator by the vector Re3 (τRf(x) =
f(x1, x2, x3 −R)). The 3D rHF energy of a state γ in

K := {γ ∈ S(L2(R3)), 0 ≤ γ ≤ 1, τRγ = γτR, ∀R ∈ R}.
is

E(γ) = 1

2
Tr (−∆3γ) +D(ργ − µ),

where we have denoted by S(L2(R3)) the space of self–adjoint, locally trace
class operators acting on L2(R3), and D is the regularized 2D Hartree in-
teraction introduced in the previous section. We now define the 2D energy
functional for a state in

(3.3) G := {G ∈ S(L2(R2)), G ≥ 0},
where we have denoted by S(L2(R3)) the space of self–adjoint, trace class
operators acting on L2(R2), by

(3.4) E(G) =
1

2
Tr(−∆1G) +

π

6
Tr(G3) +D(ρG − µ).

The main result of the section is the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1. The ground state energies

I = inf {E(γ), γ ∈ K}
and

(3.5) I = inf {E(G), G ∈ G}
are equal and the minimizers of both energies share the same densities, which
does not depend on x3.
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The proof of theorem (3.1) follows the same line as the one of [7, Theorem
2.8]. We highlight here some arguments in the 2D case.
Diagonalization of admissible states. We start by showing that states in K
can be diagonalized. Let us introduce the partial Fourier transform

U : L2(R3) → L2(R, L2(R2))

f 7→ F1(f(x1, x2, ·))(k),

where F1 refers to the Fourier transform in L1(R) F1(f(x1, x2, ·))(k) =
1√
2π

´
R e−iktf(x1, x2, t)dt. According to the Floquet–Bloch decomposition

(see [21, Section XIII–16]), for any γ ∈ K there exists a unique family of
self–adjoint operators (γk)k on L2(R2), called the fibers of γ, such that

(3.6) UγU−1 =

ˆ ⊕

R
γkdk,

that is, for any f = (fk)k∈R ∈ L2(R, L2(R2)),

(UγU−1f)k = γkfk.

We point out that, if γ ∈ K, then its fibers γk satisfy Pauli principle 0 ≤
γk ≤ 1. The following proposition links other properties of γ ∈ K to those
of its fibers.

Proposition 3.2. Let γ =
´ ⊕
R γk ∈ K and suppose that γ is locally trace

class. One has
• γ admits an integral kernel γ(·; ·) : (R3)2 → R and

(3.7) γ(x1, x2, x3; y1, y2, y3) =
1

2π

ˆ
R
eik(x3−y3)γk(x1, x2; y1, y2)dk,

where, for every k ∈ R, γk(·; ·) : R2 → R is the integral kernel of γk.
• Let ργ denote the density of γ, given by ργ(x) = γ(x, x) for all x ∈
R3. Then,

ρ(x1, x2, x3) =
1

2π

ˆ
R
ρk(x1, x2;x1, x2)dk,

where ρk refers to the density of γk.
In particular, ργ does not depend on the third variable x3.

• The trace per unit length of γ is given by

Tr(γ) :=

ˆ
R2

ργ =
1

2π

ˆ
R
Tr(γk)dk.

Proof. Since γ is locally trace class, then γk is trace class, for all k ∈
R. By straightforward computation, one gets for a smooth enough f and
(x1, x2, k) ∈ R3

(Uγf)k(x1, x2) =
1√
2π

ˆ
R
e−ikt (γf)(x1, x2, t)dt

=
1√
2π

ˆ
R

ˆ
R3

e−iktγ(x1, x2, t; y1, y2, t̃)f(y1, y2, t̃) dy1dy2dt̃dt,
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On the other hand,

(γk(Uf)k)(x1, x2) =
ˆ
R2

γk(x1, x2; y1, y2)(Uf)k(y1, y2)dy1dy2

=
1√
2π

ˆ
R2

ˆ
R
e−ikt̃γk(x1, x2; y1, y2)f(y1, y2, t̃)dy1dy2dt̃

By identification,

γk(x1, x2; y1, y2) =

ˆ
R
e−ik(t−t̃)γ(x1, x2, t; y1, y2, t̃)dt.

Therefore, applying an inverse Fourier transform, one obtains (3.7). The
claim on the density follows immediately by (3.7). □

Diagonalization of the kinetic energy Let γ =
´ ⊕
R γk ∈ K. Let f = (fk)k∈R ∈

L2(R, L2(R2)) such that fk is smooth enough for any k. Straightforward
computation yields

(U(−∆3)γU−1f)k = (−∆2 + k2)γkfk.

Hence, the kinetic energy per unit length of γ can be written

1

2
Tr(−∆3γ) =

1

4π

ˆ
R
Tr((−∆2 + k2)γk) dk.

Reduced states Now, we map any admissible state γ to a reduced 2D state
G as follows

Λ : K → G

γ 7→ Λ(γ) :=
1

2π

ˆ
R
γkdk.

We notice that elements of G, unlike those of K, are compact operators. We
have the following result.

Proposition 3.3. The map Λ is onto. Furthermore, for any γ ∈ K,

ργ(x1, x2, x3) = ρΛ(γ)(x1, x2), ∀(x1, x2) ∈ R2.

Proof. Let G ∈ G. One can write G =
∑

j gj |φj⟩⟨φj |, with (φj)j an or-
thonormal family in L2(R2) and gj ≥ 0 such that

∑
j gj = Tr(G) < ∞. We

construct γ satisfying Λ(γ) = G through its fibers (γk)k. Let us define, for
any k ∈ R, γk as

γk =
∑
j

α
(k)
j |φj⟩⟨φj | with α

(k)
j = 1{|k|≤sj},
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where, for any j ∈ N, sj ≥ 0 will be determined later. One has 0 ≤ γk ≤ 1

and γk ∈ S(L2(R2)). Thus, γ ∈ K. Moreover, ργk =
∑

j α
(k)
j |φj |2. There-

fore,

ργ(x) =
1

2π

ˆ
R
ργkdk

=
1

2π

∑
j

ˆ
R
1{|k|≤sj}|φj(x1, x2)|2dk =

1

π

∑
j

sj |φj(x1, x2)|2.

Finally, with the choice sj = πgj , one obtains ργ = ρG, which proves the
claim. □

Reduction of the kinetic energy We now rewrite the kinetic energy as a func-
tional of elements of G.
Theorem 3.4. Let G ∈ G. Then,

(3.8) inf
Λ(γ)=G

Ekin(γ) =
1

2
Tr(−∆2G) +

π2

6
Tr(G3).

Proof. Let G ∈ G and γ =
´ ⊕
R γk ∈ K with Λ(γ) = G. Write G =∑

j gj |φj⟩⟨φj |. We have

Ekin(γ) =
1

2
Tr(−∆3γ) =

1

4π

ˆ
R
Tr((−∆2 + k2)γk) dk

=
1

2
Tr(−∆2G) +

1

4π

ˆ
R

∑
j

k2mj,kdk,

where mj,k := ⟨γkφj , φj⟩. Notice that

(3.9) 0 ≤ mj,k ≤ 1 and
ˆ
R
mj,k dk = 2πgj .

Hence,

Ekin(γ) ≥ 1

2
Tr(−∆2G) +

1

4π

∑
j

inf

{ˆ
R
k2m(k)dk, m(k) satisifying (3.9)

}
.

According to the Bath-tub principle, [14, Theorem 1.14], the infinimum in
the RHS of the above inequality is achieved by m∗

j (k) := 1{|k|<πgj}, the same
state exhibited in the proof of Proposition 3.3. Therefore,

Ekin(γ) ≥ 1

2
Tr(−∆2G) +

1

6π

∑
j

(πgj)
3 =

1

2
Tr(−∆2G) +

π2

6
Tr(G3),

with equality for γ∗ ∈ K with γ∗k =
∑

j m
∗
j (k)|φj⟩⟨φj |. □

Remark 3.5. A consequence of Theorem 3.4 is that for a representable
charge density ρ ∈ L1(R2), one could associate the kinetic energy functional
as follows

(3.10) Ekin(ρ) = inf

{
Tr(−∆2G) +

2π2

3
Tr(G3), G ∈ G0, ρG = ρ

}
.
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Finding an explicit expression for the above functional ρ 7→ Ekin(ρ) is highly
challenging. It is only possible to associate a lower bound to this energy as
follows

(3.11) C

(ˆ
R2

ρ
5/3
G

)
≤ 1

2
Tr(−∆2G) +

π2

6
Tr(G3) = Ekin(ρ).

for an appropriate constant C. This is a consequence of the Lieb–Thirring
inequality, see for instance [15, 16] and [7, Appendix A] (see Section 5.1).
In particular, this yields that ρG ∈ L5/3, once the kinetic enegry of G is
finite. Actually, the two dimensional Lieb–Thiring inequality applied to G/Z
implies that ρG ∈ L2(R2) and the Hoffman-Ostenhof inequality claims that√
ρG ∈ H1(R2), see [10].

The proof of Theorem 3.1 can be easily deduced from Theorem 3.4 and
Proposition 3.3.

4. Well-posdness of the reduced model

This section is devoted to the analysis of the reduced two-dimensional
problem (3.5). In particular, we prove well-posdness and show that the
ground state satisfies a self-consistent equation.

Theorem 4.1. Assume that µ ∈ L2(R2) ∩ L1(R2). Then the energy E in
(3.4) admits a unique minimizer G∗ in G. Furthermore, one has

(4.1)

{
G∗ =

√
2
π (λ∗ −H∗)

1
2
+

H∗ = −∆2 +Vρ∗−µ

,

where ρ∗ := ρG∗, x+ := max(0, x) for x ∈ R and (λ∗ −H∗)
1
2
+ should be

unterstood in terms of functional calculus for the self–adjoint operator H∗.

Proof. The proof of this theorem follows the same lines as the one of [7,
Theorem 2.8]. We detail here the main arguments in our 2D case. Existence
and uniqueness of the minimizer. The set C is convex and the functional E
is convex and positive. Then, the existence of a minimizer is reduced to the
lower semi-continuity of E . Let let (Gn)n ⊂ G be a minimizing sequence of
E and denote by ρn := ρGn . One has

E(Gn) =
1

2
Tr(−∆2Gn) +

π2

6
Tr(G3

n) +D(ρn − µ) ≤ C,

where C is a positive constant. In particular, (Gn)n and (−∆Gn)n are
bounded sequences in the Schatten space of trace class operators S(L2(R2))
and (Gn)n is bounded in the Schatten space of cubic trace class operators
S3(L

2(R2)). Hence, taking into the account that −∆2 is closed, there exists
G∗ ∈ S(L2(R2)) ∩S3(L

2(R2)) such that

(Gn,−∆2Gn) ⇀ (G∗,−∆2G∗) in
(
S(L2(R2))

)2
,

Gn ⇀ G∗ in S3(L
2(R2)),
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and

1

2
Tr(−∆2G∗) +

2π2

3
Tr(G3

∗) ≤ lim inf
n

(
1

2
Tr(−∆2Gn) +

2π2

3
Tr(G3

n)

)
.

By the Lieb-Thirring inequality [15], (ρn)n is bounded in L2(R2). Thus,
(ρn)n converges weakly in L2(R2). Moreover, its weak limit is ρ∗ := ρG∗ .
Indeed, for any function h ∈ Cc(R2) one hasˆ

R2

hρ∗dx = Tr
(
(1−∆)−1MhG∗(1−∆)

)
= lim

n
Tr
(
(1−∆)−1MhGn(1−∆)

)
= lim

n

ˆ
R2

hρn,

where Mh stands for the multiplication operator by h in L2(R2), and the
convergence is obtained by the fact that (1−∆)−1Mh is a compact operator.
Besides, ∥Wρn−µ∥2 = D(ρn − µ) ≤ C, for all n ∈ N. Hence,

Wρn−µ ⇀ W∗ in L2(R2) and ∥W∗∥2 ≤ lim inf
n

∥Wρn−µ∥2.

Let us prove that W∗ = Wρ∗−µ. Let φ be a test function in the Schwartz
space S(R2) such that

´
R2 φdx = 0. By Parseval’s identity, one gets

ˆ
R2

Wρn−µ(x)φ(x)dx =

〈
F2(ρn − µ)

|k|
,F2(φ)

〉
=

〈
F2(ρn − µ),

F2(φ)

|k|

〉
= ⟨ρn − µ,Wφ⟩.

Letting n go to ∞, and noting that ρn − µ ∈ L2(R2), we obtainˆ
R2

W∗(x)φ(x)dx =

ˆ
R2

(ρ∗ − µ) (x)Wφ(x) dx =

ˆ
R2

Wρ∗−µ(x)φ(x)dx.

This actually identifies W∗ with Wρ∗−µ. Summarizing, one has G∗ ∈ G and

I ≤ E(G∗) ≤ lim inf
n

E(Gn) = I,

which proves that G∗ is actually a minimizer of E . The uniqueness comes
from the strict convexity of Tr

(
G3
)
.

Proof of the Euler Lagrange equation. Let G∗ denote the minimizer of E ,
ρ∗ := ρG∗ its density and V∗ := Vρ∗−µ the mean-field potential. Let G ∈ G
and t ∈ [0, 1]. One has Gt := G∗ + t(G − G∗) ∈ G and E(Gt) ≥ E(G∗).
Besides,

D(ρGt − µ) = D(ρ∗ − µ) + 2tD(ρ∗ − µ, ρG − ρ∗) + o(t)

= D(ρ∗ − µ) + 2 tTr(V∗(G−G∗)) + o(t).

Thus,

t

(
Tr

(
−1

2
∆2(G−G∗)

)
+

π2

2
Tr
(
G2

∗(G−G∗)
)
+Tr(V∗(G−G∗))

)
+o(t) ≥ 0.
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Hence, dividing by t and letting t → 0, one obtains

Tr

((
−1

2
∆2 +

π2

2
G2

∗ + V∗

)
(G−G∗)

)
≥ 0.

Proceeding as in [7, Sect. 4.3.2] and [8, Proposition 3.8], set H∗ := −1
2∆2+V∗

and L∗ = H∗ +
π2

2 G2
∗. Therefore, Tr(L∗G) ≥ Tr(L∗G∗), for all G ∈ G. This

implies that L∗ is bounded from below and

Tr(L∗G∗) = inf{Tr(L∗G), G ∈ G}.
Set λ∗ = inf σ(L∗) the bottom of the spectrum of L∗. Then, (L∗−λ∗)G∗ = 0.
Next, let us expand G∗ as follows G∗ =

∑
j∈N g∗j |ϕ∗

j ⟩⟨φ∗
j |, where gj ≥ 0 for

any j ∈ N with
∑

j gj = Z, and {φj , j ∈ N} = L2(R2). One has (L∗ −
λ∗)φ

∗
j = 0, for any j ∈ N such that gj > 0. That is

H∗φ
∗
j =

(
−1

2
∆2 + V∗

)
φ∗
j =

(
λ∗ −

1

2
(πg∗j )

2

)
φ∗
j , once gj > 0.

Hence, sj := λ∗ − 1
2(πg

∗
j )

2 belongs to the point spectrum of H∗. Conversely,

if s ∈ σ(H∗) such that s < λ∗, then g =
√
2

π

√
λ∗ − s is an eigenvalue of G∗.

This yields G∗ =
√
2
π (λ∗ −H∗)

1/2
+ . Note that H∗ is a compact perturbation

of L∗; thus they share the same essential spectrum. It follows that H∗ cannot
have essential spectrum below λ∗. □

5. Numerical simulation

5.1. Thomas-Fermi model. We perform numerical illustrations on the
simple Thomas-Fermi model, which can be seen as a semi–classical limit
of the rHF model. The kinetic energy in this model reads

ETF
kin (ρ) = cTF

ˆ
R2

ρ5/3(x)dx, with cTF =
3

10
(3π2)2/3.

Therefore, for a given 0 ≤ µ ∈ L1(R2), we define the Thomas-Fermi energy
per unit length as

ETF(ρ) := cTF

ˆ
R2

ρ
5
3 (x)dx+

1

2
D(ρ− µ),

for every ρ ∈ CTF, where

CTF := {ρ ∈ L1(R2) ∩ L5/3(R2), ρ− µ ∈ C}.
We point out that Thomas–Fermi model and its derivatives are widely con-
sidered in the literature, see [17, 12, 2]. The functional ETF is stricltly convex
and has a unique minimizer ρTF that satisifes the following self–consistent
equation

(5.1)

ρTF =
(

3
5cTF

(λ−VTF)+

)3/2
VTF = VρTF−µ

,



DFT FOR 1D HOMOGENEOUS MATERIALS 15

with λ the Fermi level of the system is such that
´
R2 ρTF = Z :=

´
R2 µ.

We emphasize that we still use our expression for the potential energy D
and the mean–field potential in (2.7) which is involved in the self–consistent
equation (5.1). We next show a numerical solution to (5.1). We also contrast
the outcomes from this equation with the non-regularized reduced energy in
which the Coulomb energy and potential are

(5.2) D2(f, g) = −2

ˆ
R2

ˆ
R2

log(|x− y|)f(x)g(y) dxdy

and

(5.3) Ṽf (x) = −2

ˆ
R2

log(|x− y|)f(y) dy.

5.2. Numerical schemes. Python is used to carry out the numerical sim-
ulation. The two-dimensional functions are evaluated on a two-dimensional
grid representing [−a, a] × [−b, b], with Na × Nb discretization points (we
took a = b = 8 and Na = Nb = 41). The various integrals inolved in the
total energy are then approximated using quadrature techniques; we used
the two-dimensional trapezoid rule.

We use two different methods in the regularized and non-regularized case.
In the latter, the total energy is approximated using a numerical integra-
tion method. The constraints of the model are simply the positivity of the
density ρ along with the neutrality condition

´
R2 ρ = Z. The resulting dis-

cretized problem is thus a finite-dimensional optimization problem on ρij
(the approximated values of the density on the grid points) subject to linear
constraints. This problem is solved numerically in Python using the pre-
defined function minimize from Scipy library. In the regularized case, we
apply an iterative process to solve equation (5.1) as follow: at each iteration
n, we evaluate the potential Vn := Vρn−µ using (2.7) and we compute λn

solution to

(5.4) Zn(λn) = 0, where Zn(λ) =

ˆ
R2

(
3

5cTF
(λ− Φn)+

)3/2

− Z.

Note that, since Zn is a non-decreasing function of λ, a simple dichotomy
can be used to compute efficiently λn. We then update the density by setting

(5.5) ρ̃n+1 =

(
3

5cTF
(λn − Φn)+

)3/2

and ρn+1 = tρ̃n+1 + (1− t)ρn,

where t ∈ [0, 1] is optimized to minimize the Thomas-Fermi energy (we
use again the Python predefined function minimize). The algorithm is ter-
minated when a tolerance ε is reached between two successively evaluated
energies. We used ε = 10−5.

For the approximation of the regularized energy D(ρ − µ) by trapezoid
rule, we use the formula (2.8) involving the potential, which is valid since
ρ− µ is neutral, instead of the one involving the Fourier transform.
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5.3. Numerical results. We present here the numerical results obtained
for our test case, which corresponds to a homogeneous charged nanowire
localized in a given square

(5.6) µ1(x) = 1(|x1| < 2)1(|x2| < 2).

We note that we take cTF = 2
3π

2. We start by plotting µ1 in Figure 1. Then,
Figures 2 and 3 show the results for the non-regularized and regularized
models, respectively. The two models’ combined results are fairly close.
Figure 4 shows the error between the two models. We are able to say the
following. The difference between the two densities appears to be almost zero
far from the nanowire. The relative error is of order 13% between potentials
and of order 11% between densities in the material’s vicinity. Ultimately,
there is a 7% error between the two ground states energies in the two models.

(a) 2D representation. (b) 3D representation.

Figure 1. Nuclear density µ1 of a simple nanowire.
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(a) Potential Ṽ (b) Density ρ̃

Figure 2. Results of the non-regularized model for µ1.

(a) Regularized potential VTF − λ (b) Regularized density ρTF

Figure 3. Results of the regularized model for µ1.
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(a) |VTF − λ− Ṽ| (b) |ρTF − ρ̃|

Figure 4. Errors between the regularized and non-
regularized models for µ1.

From a computational view point, the regularized model ends in 1902s
with 13 iterations versus 2025s for the non-regularized model. Moreover,
the energy obtained by the regularized model is lower than that of the non-
regularized model (83,11 versus 89,46). More in-depth study remains to be
done with finer grids and other test cases, but this first simple test allows to
see the interest of the regularized model with respect to the non-regularized
model, where there are no theoretical results for the existence and uniqueness
of the minimizer.
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