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We extend ground-state density-functional theory to excited states and provide the theoretical
formulation for the widely used ∆SCF method for calculating excited-state energies and densities.
As the electron density alone is insufficient to characterize excited states, we formulate excited-state
theory using the defining variables of a noninteracting reference system, namely (1) the excita-
tion quantum number ns and the potential ws(r) (excited-state potential-functional theory, nPFT),
(2) the noninteracting wavefunction Φ (Φ-functional theory, ΦFT), or (3) the noninteracting one-
electron reduced density matrix γs(r, r

′) (density-matrix-functional theory, γsFT). We show the
equivalence of these three sets of variables and their corresponding energy functionals. Importantly,
the ground and excited-state exchange-correlation energy use the same universal functional, regard-
less of whether (ns, ws(r)), Φ, or γs(r, r

′) is selected as the fundamental descriptor of the system. We
derive the excited-state (generalized) Kohn-Sham equations. The minimum of all three functionals
is the ground-state energy and, for ground states, they are all equivalent to the Hohenberg-Kohn-
Sham method. The other stationary points of the functionals provide the excited-state energies and
electron densities, establishing the foundation for the ∆SCF method.

The mathematical framework of density-functional
theory (DFT), in its original formulations, is based on
the minimum-energy variational principle and is thus re-
stricted to ground states.[1–8] However, the importance
of photochemical and nonadiabatic dynamics provides
impetus for a treatment of excited states with DFT.
Early successes allowed ground-state DFT to be extended
to the lowest-energy excited state of a given symmetry.[9–
14], but this requires symmetry-specific functionals and
only provides access to a tiny fraction of excited states.

The theoretical formulation of ground-state DFT can-
not be directly extended to excited states because there
is no excited-state extension of the Hohenberg-Kohn
theorem.[15–18] Specifically, it is possible for the mth

excited state density of one system to be the nth ex-
cited state density of a different system. Therefore one
needs more than just the excited-state electron den-
sity to fully specify the state of the system. This ad-
ditional information can come from: (1) A real num-
ber, or pair of integers, specifying the excitation level,
[12, 19–22] (2) The ground-state density and the excita-
tion level,[19, 22–28] (3) ensemble weights,[29–42] or (4)
a matrix of densities.[43–46]

There are also approaches based on ground-state re-
sponse properties. For example, the dynamic linear re-
sponse of the ground state diverges when the frequency
is matched to an excitation energy. This motivates time-
dependent DFT (TDDFT),[47–50] as well as closely re-
lated approaches based on the random phase approxima-
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tion (including particle-hole and particle-particle/hole-
hole flavors), equations of motion, and propagator
theory.[51–56] Establishing the exactness of such ap-
proaches is significantly harder than the analogous Levy-
Lieb formulations of ground-state DFT.[57–59]

An attractive practical approach is the ∆SCF method,
which was first proposed in the context of what we
now call DFT by Slater.[60, 61] In ∆SCF, one con-
structs the excited-state density by choosing a non-
aufbau population of the Kohn-Sham (KS) orbitals and
converges the associated self-consistent field (SCF) cal-
culation; the energy is evaluated using the ground-state
density functional even though one is targeting an ex-
cited state.[62, 63] Results are often excellent, compara-
ble to the accuracy of TDDFT for well-behaved excited
states but superior for excitations with charge-transfer or
multiple-excitation character.[64–73] This begs the ques-
tion: why can one apply a density functional that was
developed for ground states to excited states?

To formulate the ∆SCF approach as a density-
functional method, one needs to define an energy func-
tional that is stationary for excited excited states.[20]
For the restricted set of excited-state electron densities
that are not the ground-state density for any system, the
Levy constrained search functional is stationary.[74] To
extend this result to arbitrary excited states, Görling re-
placed the minimization of the Levy constrained search
functional with a stationary principle and labeled the
stationary states with a real number ν.[20], leading to
a procedure where the functionals depend on the ν that
specifies the system and state of interest. Indeed, the
theoretical foundation of the ∆SCF method as it is used
in practice has not been established.[75, 76]
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Here, we show that the ∆SCF method is exact and re-
veal the universal ground-and-excited-state energy func-
tional. Instead of the density, our approach uses the po-
tential as the basic variable and uses the fact that ∆SCF
theory only requires that excited-state electron densities,
which are inherently interacting v -representable, also be
noninteracting v -representable. We use the fundamen-
tal excited-state potential functionals to build practical
∆SCF methods based on the stationary-state wavefunc-
tions and density matrices of the noninteracting system.

Let Ψλ
n,w and ρλn,w(r) denote the wavefunction and

density of the nth eigenstate of a N -electron Hamilto-
nian with a local potential,

Ĥλ
w = T̂ + λVee +

N∑
i=1

w(ri). (1)

Extending the concept of ground-state v -representability,
the wavefunctions, density matrices, and densities of
eigenstates from Hamiltonians of this form are said to
be excited-state v -representable. Extending the ground-
state potential functional theory for a physical system
with external potential v(r),[77] define the excited-state
potential functional:

Eλ
v [n,w] = ⟨Ψλ

n,w|Ĥλ
v |Ψλ

n,w⟩ (2)

= ⟨Ψλ
n,w|Ĥλ

w|Ψλ
n,w⟩+

∫
dr (v(r)− w(r)) ρλn,w(r).

Theorem 1. Eλ
v [n,w] is stationary with respect to varia-

tions in the trial potential, w(r), if w(r) and the physical
potential, v(r), differ by at most a constant.

Proof. Consider a variation δw(r). For a nondegenerate

eigenstate, δ
〈
Ψλ

n,w

∣∣ Ĥλ
w

∣∣Ψλ
n,w

〉
=

∫
drδw(r)ρλn,w(r) ,

δEλ
v [n,w] =δ

〈
Ψλ

n,w

∣∣ Ĥλ
w

∣∣Ψλ
n,w

〉
−
∫

drδw(r)ρλn,w(r)

+

∫∫
dr′dr (v(r′)− w(r′))

δρλn,w(r
′)

δw(r)
δw(r)

=

∫∫
dr′dr (v(r)− w(r))

δρλn,w(r)

δw(r′)
δw(r′) (3)

δEλ
N,v[n,w(r)] = 0 when v(r)− w(r) is a constant.

Note. See the supplemental material for the theorem’s
converse and its extension to degenerate states. This re-
sult, and all subsequent analysis, is easily extended to
spin-resolved (unrestricted) calculations: just replace the
spatial variable (r) with the spin variable (x) = (r, σ).

Theorem 1 allows us to shift variables from the many-
electron wavefunction to the potential: the nth excited
state can be determined by making the energy functional
E1

v [n,w], stationary with respect to the potential w. The
potential and n then suffice to determine the excited-
state wavefunction, Ψλ

n,v, (by solving the Schrödinger
equation).

Conversely, because Hamiltonians, Ĥλ
w, with differ-

ent potentials have different eigenfunctions and different
eigenfunctions of the same Hamiltonian are not only dif-
ferent, but orthogonal,

Lemma. There is a mapping from the space of excited-
state v-representable wavefunctions to their correspond-
ing potentials and excitation levels.

This lemma is proved in the supplementary material.
We now address practical KS-DFT calculations. The

ground-state Kohn-Sham assumption is that for the
ground state of any physical system, there exists a
noninteracting system with the same ground-state den-
sity, ρ10,w(r) = ρ00,ws

(r). (I.e., every ground-state v-
representable density is assumed to be ground-state
noninteracting v-representable.) The Hohenberg-Kohn
theorem then guarantees that the ground-state den-
sity uniquely determines the (non)interacting potential,
ws(r), and the number of electrons, ergo the noninter-
acting Hamiltonian

Ĥs = T̂ +

N∑
i

ws(ri) = Ĥ0
ws

, (4)

and its eigenfunctions, which can be chosen to be Slater
determinants, Φ.
We first recognize that ∆SCF calculations rely upon

the excited-state Kohn-Sham assumption, namely that
for any bound state of any physical system, there ex-
ists a bound state of a noninteracting system with the
same electron density, ρ1n,w(r) = ρ0ns,ws

(r). (I.e., each
excited-state v-representable density is also excited-state
noninteracting v-representable.) For the same electron
density, there may be multiple noninteracting systems
with different excitation quantum numbers ns and local
potentials ws(r). Starting from any of these noninteract-
ing systems, the many-electron wavefunction Ψn,w can
be approached from the noninteracting Φnsws through

an adiabatic connecting Hamiltonian, Ĥλ
wλ (cf. Eq. (1)),

where wλ(r) is any parameterized path of local potentials
that satisfies the boundary conditions: w0(r) = ws(r)
and w1(r) = w(r).[78–80] (For example, one may choose
wλ(r) = (1 − λ)ws(r) + λw(r).[81]) The adiabatic con-
nection maps the excitation quantum number n and the
local potential w(r), or equivalently, Ψ, of a bound state
of an interacting system to the corresponding quantities
of a computationally convenient noninteracting system,
ns and ws(r), or equivalently, Φnsws .

Our excited state KS assumption is parallel to the KS
assumption for the ground states, with one critical differ-
ence: we do not assume the one-to-one mapping between
excited-state densities and local potentials. It is not even
necessary to choose the noninteracting reference so that
its excitation number, ns, matches that of the physical
system: to construct the adiabatic connection we only
need assume that there exists some eigenstate of some
noninteracting reference system with the same density
as the targeted eigenstate of the physical system.
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We now use the excited-state KS assumption to con-
struct the energy functionals and variational principles
for ∆SCF calculations. Using the excited state KS map-
ping from {ns, ws(r)} to {n,w(r)}, we can reexpress the
excited-state potential functional, Eq. (2), in terms of
the noninteracting reference system,

Ev[ns, ws] = E1
v [n,w] =

〈
Ψ1

n,w

∣∣∣ Ĥ1
v

∣∣∣Ψ1
n,w

〉
. (5)

As a consequence of the Lemma, an excited-state nonin-
teracting v-representable wavefunction, Φ, uniquely de-
termines ns and ws; we can thus define a functional of
the KS wavefunction,

Ev [Φ] = Ev[ns, ws]. (6)

Similarly, as shown in the supplementary material, an
excited-state one-electron density matrix, γs(r, r

′), de-
termines ns and ws. We thus define a (noninteracting)
density-matrix functional,

Ev [γs(r, r
′)] = Ev[ns, ws]. (7)

We call these three equivalent approaches the excited-
state potential-functional theory (nPFT), the Φ-
functional theory (ΦFT), and the γs-functional theory
(γsFT). These functionals, together with the follow-
ing variational principle, provide the foundation for the
∆SCF method.

Theorem 2. Ev[ns, ws] is stationary with respect to
variations in the trial potential ws(r), when w(r), the
map of ws(r) to the potential at full interaction strength,
equals the physical potential v(r) (up to a constant).

Proof. Consider a variation δws(r). From Eqs. (2) and
(5),

δEv

δws(r)
=

∫
dr′

[
δ ⟨Ψn,w|Hw |Ψn,w⟩

δw(r′)
− ρn,w(r)

+

∫
dr′′ (v(r′′)− w(r′′))

δρn,w(r
′′)

δw(r′)

]
δw(r′)

δws(r)

=

∫
dr′′ (v(r′′)− w(r′′))

δρn,w(r
′′)

δws(r)
(8)

if v(r)− w(r) is a constant, δEv[ns, ws(r)] = 0.

Note. See the supplemental material for the theorem’s
converse and its extension to degenerate states.

The variational principle for Ev[ns, ws] with respect to
ws implies corresponding variational principles for Ev [Φ]
and Ev [γs]. E.g., from the definition, (6),

Ev [Φ] = ⟨Φ|T̂ |Φ⟩+ J [ρ] + Exc[Φ] +

∫
drv(r)ρ(r)

where we use ρ(r) = ρn,w(r) = γs(r, r) = ⟨Φ|ρ̂(r)|Φ⟩,
denote the classical Coulomb energy as J [ρ], and define
the exchange-correlation energy functional as

Exc[Φ] = ⟨Ψ1
n,w|T̂ + Vee|Ψ1

n,w⟩ − ⟨Φ|T̂ |Φ⟩ − J [ρ] (9)

Subject to the ground-state KS assumption, there ex-
ists a ground-state wavefunction for a system with full
electron interaction, Ψ1

0,w, and these expressions for the
exchange-correlation energy are equivalent to the tradi-
tional KS definition. Moreover, as the ground-state den-
sity ρ(r) uniquely determines Φ and γs, we can use the
density as the basic variable and define the exchange-
correlation energy (and, if we wish, even the noninter-
acting kinetic energy) as implicit functionals of ρ(r).
Similarly, subject to the excited-state KS assumption,

there exists an excited-state wavefunction for a system
with full electron interaction, Ψ1

n,w, and Exc can be ex-
pressed as a functional of the noninteracting wavefunc-
tion, Φ, or the noninteracting density matrix, γs. This
leads to Eqs. (9), which are applicable to both ground
and excited states. The basic variable is (n,ws), γs or Φ;
the electron density ρ(r) no longer suffices. Thus, while
ground-state KS theory is a DFT, excited-state KS the-
ory is a nPFT, ΦFT, or ρsFT. Thus, as shown in Table I,
excited-state KS theory subsumes ground-state KS-DFT.
We now derive the working equations for the stationary

points. For convenience, we will work directly with the
set of N orbitals, {ϕi(r)}, that are occupied in the nth

s

excited state of the noninteracting Hamiltonian (cf. Eq.
(4)), each of which is an eigenfunction of the one-electron
Hamiltonian with the trial potential ws(r):(

− 1
2∇

2 + ws(r)
)
ϕi(r) = εiϕi(r). (10)

We can then express Theorem 2’s stationarity condition
in terms of the occupied orbitals or, equivalently, Φ or
γs. E.g.,

0 =
δEv[γs]

δws(r′)
=

∑
i

∫
dr

δEv[γs]

δϕ∗
i (r)

δϕ∗
i (r)

δws(r′)
+ c.c.

=
∑
i

∫
dr

δϕ∗
i (r)

δws(r′)

[(
−1

2
∇2 + v(r) + vJ

)
ϕi(r)

+
δExc[γs(r, r

′)]

δϕ∗
i (r

′)

]
+ c.c. (11)

Here vJ(r) denotes the classical Coulomb potential. This
stationary condition is the excited-state generalization of
the optimized effective potential (OEP) minimum energy
condition for the ground states.[82, 83]
When Exc[γs] is approximated by an explicit functional

of the electron density, Exc[ρ(r)], as in the local density
functional approximation or a generalized gradient ap-
proximation, we have

δExc[γs]

δϕ∗
i (r)

=
δExc[ρ]

δϕ∗
i (r)

=
δExc[ρ]

δρ(r)
ϕi(r) = vxc(r)ϕi(r),

where vxc(r) =
δExc[ρ]
δρ(r) is the (local) exchange-correlation

potential. The OEP stationary condition (11) is then
satisfied when the trial potential is equal to the Kohn-
Sham potential constructed from the density composed
by the orbitals occupied in the nth

s excited state,

ws(r) = veff(r) = v(r) + vJ(r) + vxc(r). (12)
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TABLE I. Ground- and excited-state energy functionals and
their variables. The new functionals are in the last row.

Theoretical Formulations
Theory States DFT nPFT ΦFT γsFT

HK ground Ev[ρ(r)] E1
v [0, w]

KS ground Ev[ρ(r)] Ev[0, ws] Ev[Φ] Ev[γs(r, r
′)]

all N/A Ev[ns, ws] Ev[Φ] Ev[γs(r, r
′)]

The ∆SCF approach is to reach the stationary condition
by solving, self-consistently, the excited-state KS equa-
tions obtained by inserting Eq. (12) into Eq. (10).

When Exc[γs] is given as an explicit functional of
γs(r, r

′), as in Hartree-Fock and hybrid DFT,

δExc[Φ]

δϕ∗
i (r)

=
δExc[γs]

δϕ∗
i (r)

=

∫
dr′vxc(r, r

′)ϕi(r
′) (13)

where the nonlocal exchange-correlation operator is de-

fined as vxc(r, r
′) = δExc[γs]

δγs(r′,r)
. The noninteracting poten-

tial can be determined by substituting (13) into the OEP
equation (11). Alternatively, a different stationary point
can be obtained using a generalized Kohn-Sham (GKS)
approach where one allows the noninteracting reference
system described by the one-electron equations (10) to
have a nonlocal effective potential,[84]

ws(r, r
′) = veff(r, r

′) = (v(r) + vJ(r)) δ(r−r′)+vxc(r, r
′).

(14)
This GKS approach was already developed in the orig-
inal work of Kohn and Sham and was called Hartree-
Fock-Kohn-Sham method[2, 85]. GKS calculations are
much easier computationally than OEP calculations, but
the difference in total energy and electron density, for
ground states, is usually small. However, there is a ma-
jor difference in the values of the (virtual) orbital energies
and their interpretation.[86, 87]

Theorem 2 establishes the foundation for ∆SCF calcu-
lations in KS, OEP and GKS calculations. As expressed
in the Figure, while γs or Φ are used as explicit vari-
ables in ground-state KS theory, they are inferred from
the noninteracting Hamiltonian and its potential ws(r),
which are determined uniquely (up to a trivial constant)
by the ground-state density. Thus ground-state KS the-
ory is still a bona fide DFT. Because excited-state den-
sities do not uniquely determine their associated poten-
tials, excited-state KS theory cannot be based only on the
density, but it can be based on the noninteracting poten-
tial. The excited-state electron density, as the functional
derivative of the eigenenergy with respect to the poten-
tial, still plays a key role.[88] Specifically, at stationary
points of our new functionals the density of the nonin-
teracting system is equal to the density of corresponding
physical system, for both ground and excited states.

To construct the exchange-correlation energy func-
tional, one uses the adiabatic connection. It is simplest
and most conventional to choose a constant-density adia-
batic connection, where nλ and wλ(r) are chosen so that

FIG. 1. Variables and Their Relationship for Describing Ex-
cited States.

the specified excited state density, ⟨Ψλ
nλ,wλ |ρ̂(r)|Ψλ

nλ,wλ⟩,
of the adiabatic connection Hamiltonian (cf. Eq. (1)) re-
mains constant.[20] By tracing this pathway, (ns, ws) =(
n0, w0

)
(equivalently Φ and γs) determine the proper-

ties of the relevant excited state of the interacting system,(
n1, w1

)
, and the exchange-correlation functional can be

explicitly written,

Exc[γs] =

∫ 1

0

dλ ⟨Ψλ
nλ,wλ |V̂ee|Ψλ

nλ,wλ⟩ − J [ρ] (15)

As a functional of γs or Φ, Eq. (15) is the same for
ground and excited states. This justifies the using approx-
imations to Exc that were originally designed for ground
states for excited states in the ∆SCF method. We are
certainly not the first to note the utility of Φ- or γs-
functionals for treating excited states, as Φ or γs are al-
ways the operational variables in ∆SCF calculations.[19–
21, 41, 60–63, 89] Our work defines the corresponding
energy functionals and formulates their variational prin-
ciples, based on the potential-functional formulation.
For ground states, the original Hohenberg-Kohn-Sham

theorems were restricted to v-representable densities,[1,
2] motivating the development of functionals defined
on the broader set of N -representable densities.[3–7]
However, because there is no excited-state Hohenberg-
Kohn theorem, N -representable DFT frameworks can-
not be directly extended to excited states.[6, 19–26] Our
ground-state potential functional theory preserves the
v-representable framework of the original Hohenberg-
Kohn-Sham DFT[77] and has now been extended to ex-
cited states, establishing the rigor of the ∆SCF method.
Summarizing, we present three universal ground-and-

excited-state functionals Ev[n,ws] = Ev[Φ] = Ev[γs].
The first functional generalizes the ground-state PFT
formulation.[77] Similarly, Ev[Φ] and Ev[γs] extend the
ground-state (generalized) Kohn-Sham approach. The
minimum of these functionals yields the ground state en-
ergy and its density. Their other stationary points yield
excited-state energies and electron densities, as shown
in Theorem 2. The realization that functionals can
give exact results for ground states and excited states
should be used when designing and testing new exchange-
correlation functionals.
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