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Deep-learning density functional theory (DFT) shows great promise to significantly accelerate
material discovery and potentially revolutionize materials research, which demands a close com-
bination between neural networks and DFT computation. However, current research in this field
primarily relies on supervised learning, making the developments of neural networks and DFT iso-
lated from each other. In this work, we present a theoretical framework of neural-network DFT,
which unifies the optimization of neural networks with the variational computation of DFT, enabling
physics-informed unsupervised learning. Moreover, we develop a differential DFT code incorpo-
rated with deep-learning DFT Hamiltonian, and introduce algorithms of automatic differentiation
and backpropagation to DFT, demonstrating the concept of neural-network DFT. The advanced
neural-network architecture not only surpasses conventional approaches in accuracy and efficiency,
but offers a new paradigm for developing deep-learning DFT methods.

Deep-learning ab initio calculation is an emerging in-
terdisciplinary field, which aims to greatly enhance the
capability of ab initio methods by using state-of-the-art
neural-network approaches [1–14]. For instance, the use
of neural-network quantum states significantly improves
the accuracy of quantum Monte Carlo calculations [15];
the integration of deep learning and density function the-
ory (DFT) can speed up material simulations by sev-
eral orders of magnitude [7–13]. In particular, deep-
learning DFT potentially has revolutionary impact on
future research due to the indispensable role of DFT in
various fields ranging from physics, chemistry to mate-
rials science. Stimulated by the Materials Genome Ini-
tiative launched in 2011, great efforts have been devoted
to building computational materials databases via DFT.
Deep-learning DFT will act as a game changer in the
field, since neural-network algorithms can considerably
accelerate the construction of bigger materials database,
and the bigger data would in turn allow training more
powerful neural-network models. In this context, com-
bining neural networks with DFT database construction
holds great promise for advancing materials discovery.

Current research on deep-learning DFT, however,
treats the tasks of DFT and neural networks separately:
People first compute materials datasets by DFT and then
train neural-network models by the data. With this strat-
egy, individuals can focus on the methodological devel-
opment of neural networks without needing to delve into
the intricacies of DFT algorithms. This results in the de-
velopment of several valuable neural-network represen-
tations of DFT [7–13]. In contrast, a more intriguing
strategy is to achieve a synergistic combination of neural
networks and DFT, termed neural-network DFT, which
enables their methodological developments to mutually
benefit each other. This objective is theoretically feasi-

ble due to the resemblance between the variational prin-
ciple in physics and the loss minimization rule in deep
learning. In analogy to neural-network quantum Monte
Carlo [15], one may express the total energy as a func-
tional of DFT quantities, such as the Hamiltonian, wave-
function, and charge density, and define the energy func-
tional as a loss function for training neural networks [16–
18]. While algorithms for neural networks and DFT are
well-developed individually, the coherent integration of
the two for creating an advanced deep learning architec-
ture remains elusive.

In this work, we introduce a theoretical framework of
neural-network DFT, which unifies the minimization of
loss in neural networks with the optimization of energy
in DFT. The central idea is to express the total energy as
a functional of DFT quantities while simultaneously rep-
resenting these quantities using neural networks. Conse-
quently, the total energy of DFT naturally serves as the
loss function of neural networks, effectively integrating
DFT computation with neural-network training. We sug-
gest selecting the DFT Hamiltonian as the target quan-
tity to acquire transferable neural-network models and
variational energy functionals. To illustrate this con-
cept, we develop a computational code called AI2DFT for
implementing neural-network DFT. In AI2DFT, equiv-
ariant neural networks are employed to learn the map-
ping from material structure to DFT Hamiltonian, and
DFT algorithms are adapted to be differentiable, allow-
ing using modern techniques of automatic differentiation
and backpropagation throughout the code. Remarkably,
neural-network DFT enables physics-informed unsuper-
vised learning, potentially offering superior accuracy and
efficiency compared to conventional supervised learning
methods. The work establishes a new pathway for the
development of deep-learning DFT methods.

ar
X

iv
:2

40
3.

11
28

7v
1 

 [
ph

ys
ic

s.
co

m
p-

ph
] 

 1
7 

M
ar

 2
02

4



2

FIG. 1. A schematic illustration comparing the process of
DFT data-driven neural network training and the neural-
network DFT training. (a) The conventional data-driven neu-
ral network training requires the prior preparation of train-
ing data. The neural network training and DFT calculation
processes are independent. (b) The physics-informed unsu-
pervised learning in neural-network DFT, during which DFT
calculations and network training are coupled. Purple arrows
depict data transfer, black arrows traditional computation,
and green arrows differential programming computation, with
solid lines for forward passes and dashed for gradient back-
propagation.

The Kohn-Sham DFT is the most widely used ab ini-
tio approach in material simulations. The method maps
the complicated problem of interacting electrons to a
simplified problem of non-interacting electrons with an
effective single-particle Kohn-Sham Hamiltonian, taking
the intricate many-body effects into account by employ-
ing approximated exchange-correlation functionals [16].
Typically the ground state properties of materials are
calculated by solving the Kohn-Sham equation via self-
consistent field (SCF) iterations. An equivalent and fun-
damental approach is based on the variational principle,
which computes ground state properties of materials by
minimizing the energy functional of DFT. In fact, the
Kohn-Sham equation is formally derived from the varia-
tional principle. The variational approach, though funda-
mental and favored by theoretical physics, is usually not
implemented in DFT computation. One possible reason
is that the variational calculation needs to search over
potentially huge dimensional parameter space, which is
particularly challenging for conventional computational
methods. However, leveraging advanced algorithms and
hardware developed for deep learning might render it fea-
sible.

Previous research of deep-learning DFT is mainly
based on supervised learning. As illustrated in Fig.1(a),
DFT codes are employed to generate training data for
given material structures; neural networks are designed
and trained for predicting data similar to the DFT re-
sults. During this process, the DFT computation and

neural-network optimization are separated. We call this
scenario as “neural networks & DFT”. A more intrigu-
ing strategy is to intimately integrate neural networks
and DFT together, called neural-network DFT. This ad-
vanced architecture allows us to pursue the synergistic
effects between the two. For instance, algorithms for neu-
ral networks and DFT may be shared with each other,
and their developments can be mutually stimulated.

A critical problem is how to implement the so-called
neural-network DFT. The variational formalism of DFT
is preferred for the purpose, because the minimization
of energy functional in DFT is similar in spirit to the
optimization of loss function in neural networks. The to-
tal energy of DFT (EDFT) can be explicitly expressed as
a functional of DFT quantities, such as the Kohn-Sham
eigenstates ({ψi}), charge density (n), density matrix (ρ),
and DFT Hamiltonian (HDFT). Hence different kinds of
energy functionals can be defined: E[Q], whereQ denotes
the target quantity of DFT. The subscript “DFT” in the
symbols E and H will be omitted without leading to con-
fusion. Inspired by neural-network quantumMonte Carlo
methods [15], neural networks are utilized to represent
the target DFT quantity, denoted as Qθ, where θ repre-
sents parameters or weights of neural networks. Then,
the total energy becomes a function of neural-network
parameters, denoted as E[Qθ]. Using E[Qθ] as the loss
function, the optimization of neural networks naturally
completes the variational computation of DFT, enabling
the implementation of neural-network DFT as shown in
Fig. 1(b).

The target DFT quantity Q, however, should be care-
fully selected. Three criteria are relevant here. Firstly,
the deep-learning target would better satisfy the near-
sightedness (or locality) principle as proposed by Walter
Kohn [19, 20], so that the neural network models can
have good transferbility. For instance, the Kohn-Sham
eigenstates are non-local in nature, which could be in-
fluenced by distant perturbations of environments (e.g.,
atomic displacements). Thus it is challenging, if not im-
possible, to generalize neural network models for making
predictions on material structures unseen in the train-
ing dataset. On the contrary, the locality principle is
satisfied for other physical quantities, including charge
density, density matrix, and DFT Hamiltonian (or Kohn-
Sham potential), which is desired for our purpose. Sec-
ondly, basic requirements of physical quantities should
be easily satisfied by the neural network representations.
For instance, the charge density is positive in value and
normalized to a constant; the Hamitlonian is hermitian.
They are easy to realize in deep learning. In contrast,
the strict idempotency requirement of density matrix is
hard to achieve. Thus we may further consider E[H]
or E[n]. Thirdly, the energy functional should have the
desired variational property. E[H] satisfies the condi-
tion, whereas E[n] does not, meaning that minimizing
E[n] may not yield the correct ground state. Based on
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the above considerations, we choose the energy functional
E[H] for the subsequent study.

The energy functional E[H] emerges as a suitable op-
tion for implementing neural-network DFT. The neural
network representation of H has been extensively ex-
plored [4, 7–10, 14]. A series of neural network methods
have been developed for deep-learning DFT Hamiltonian
(DeepH). In our work, we adopt the DeepH-E3 frame-
work for neural-network DFT [9]. The underlying princi-
ple for the design of DeepH-E3 is centered on establishing
an equivariant mapping between atomic structures and
DFT Hamiltonians, ensuring the neural network’s equiv-
ariance with respect to the E(3) group (Euclidean group
in 3-dimensional space), which encompasses spatial in-
version, translation, and rotation [21]. Additionally, it
maintains compatibility with the quantum nearsighted-
ness principle. To achieve E(3) equivariance, DeepH-E3
employs equivariant neural networks, where all neural
network features are represented as equivariant vectors
labeled by the vector’s angular momentum l and parity o
or e. These features carry specific representations of the
O(3) group, with all neural network operations designed
to preserve such equivariance. Nearsightedness is imple-
mented by predicting Hamiltonian matrix elements under
a localized atomic-like basis and employing a graph neu-
ral network architecture. Within this architecture, atoms
and atom pairs are mapped to nodes and edges, respec-
tively. Features are updated through message-passing
with nearby edges (nodes), ensuring that only informa-
tion from nearby atoms is considered, thereby realizing
quantum nearsightedness. The Hamiltonian matrix un-
der a localized atomic-like basis comprises equivariant
tensors and is expressed using equivariant vectors, in con-
junction with the Wigner-Eckart theorem [9].

In the neural-network DFT framework, the DFT pro-
gram must supply ∇HE to DeepH-E3 for the optimiza-
tion of neural network parameters. However, this poses
a significant challenge in terms of DFT programming, as
∇HE is not mandatory in standard SCF calculations and
is therefore unavailable in most programs. Fulfilling this
requirement calls for a DFT program that is end-to-end
differentiable. Automatic differentiation (AD) offers a
suite of methods for numerically computing the deriva-
tives of functions embedded in computer programs. It
systematically applies the chain rule and calculus prin-
ciples, eliminating the need for manual derivation, thus
making it well-suited for computing ∇HE. Currently,
most DFT codes do not fully support the functional of
AD. Our neural-network DFT necessitates a differen-
tiable implementation of DFT capable of accommodating
periodic boundary conditions as well as localized atomic-
like bases, a feature that, to our knowledge, has not
been developed. Consequently, we have developed our
own auto-differentiable DFT program named AI2DFT
(Fig. 2(b)).

FIG. 2. Illustration of the workflow for the specific imple-
mentation of physics-informed unsupervised learning training
process: (a) Overall framework: The atomic structure is em-
bedded into equivariant vectors, serving as input for the neu-
ral networks. The neural-network optimization is grounded
on the implementation of variational DFT. (b) Variational
DFT implementation: Differentiable programming enables
the computation of gradients of any intermediate physical
quantities with respect to the energy functional during the
DFT calculation process. These gradients facilitate the guid-
ance of neural network training towards convergence.

The schematic workflow of neural-network DFT work-
flow is depicted in Fig. 2(a) and could be outlined as fol-
lows: a neural network aiming at predicting Hθ (DeepH-
E3) is integrated with an auto-differentiable DFT pro-
gram AI2DFT. Beginning with an initial randomization
of neural network parameters θ and input material struc-
tures, DeepH-E3 predicts the Hamiltonians Hθ for these
structures, which are then forwarded to AI2DFT. Uti-
lizing auto-differentiation, AI2DFT computes ∇HE and
transmits this derivative back to DeepH-E3. Subse-
quently, neural network parameters θ are optimized ac-
cordingly. The neural network training process within
neural-network DFT framework is entirely equivalent to
the variational minimization of E[Hθ]. Notably, the en-
tire training process occurs without the presence of la-
beled data for converged DFT Hamiltonians, underscor-
ing the unsupervised learning nature of neural-network
DFT.

In our example studies, AI2DFT is developed as a DFT
program taking pseudo-atomic bases as basis sets [22].
The program supports norm-conserving pseudopoten-
tials, with or without non-linear core corrections [23, 24].
Unless stated otherwise, the example studies employ the
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FIG. 3. Validation of AI2DFT. Computational results on (a,b) H2O molecule, (c,d) graphene, (e,f) monolayer MoS2 and (g,h)
bulk bcc-Na. The upper panels display the mean average values of ∇HE, ∆H, ∆ρ, ∆n and ∆E. The lower panels display the
calculated electronic structures. Results obtained by the conventional SCF calculations are selected as reference.

generalized gradient approximation functional parame-
terized by Perdew, Berke and Ernzerhof [25]. Basis sets
are chosen to be of the double-zeta polarized size, as de-
fined in Ref. [22]. Real-space grid for spatial integra-
tion follows a cutoff of 300 Rydberg. Auto-differentiable
smearing scheme is incorporated in the course of comput-
ing ρ̂ from Ĥ, with support to various smearing meth-
ods. Auto-differentiation in AI2DFT is realized with the
Zygote package in the Julia language [26], with further
implementation details discussed in supplementary ma-
terials.

Systematic tests across various kinds of materials have
validated the accuracy and robustness of the forward pro-
cess in the AI2DFT computation layer. AI2DFT sup-
ports calculations for systems ranging from molecules to
periodic crystals. AI2DFT can be used as a conven-
tional DFT calculation software, and the reliability of its
SCF iterations has been verified by comparing with the
benchmark SIESTA code. In the relevant convergence
information, we also observed the change in the gradi-
ent of the energy functional with respect to the Hamil-
tonian across different self-consistent steps. This is be-
cause the subsequent variational and DeepH-aided opti-
mization processes will partially rely on this information.
As expected, the results show that as the self-consistency
approaches the final convergence point, the magnitude of
this gradient also converges to zero.

Based on the above gradient tests, we proceeded to
explore the practical effects of variational DFT. AI2DFT
is based on differentiable programming, making it ex-
tremely easy to perform variational DFT optimizations.
The selection of the variational function and the method
for updating the Hamiltonian has been described in detail
in the Methods section. Example studies of AI2DFT are
summarized in Fig. 3. Representative structures, includ-

ing molecules and solids, as well as gapped systems and
metals, are comprehensively tested. Total energy con-
vergence is achieved to below the µeV scale after a com-
parable number of steps to SCF self-consistency. Phys-
ical quantities such as gradients, Hamiltonians, density
matrices and charge densities exhibit exponential conver-
gence behavior during the variational optimization pro-
cess. The results of variational optimization convince us
that the concept of optimizing DeepH network parame-
ters by AI2DFT is feasible. By directly feeding the gra-
dient information provided by AI2DFT into DeepH, we
can enable the network to optimize and potentially learn
the most fundamental physical principles embedded in
DFT calculations.
By interfacing the input and output of the AI2DFT

computational layer with the Hamiltonian output and
gradient updates of DeepH, we have ultimately estab-
lished the complete training workflow for neural-network
DFT. To verify the stability and correctness of the entire
data flow, we initially conducted unsupervised learning
using a single material structure. As depicted in Fig. 4,
we separately attempted to use the H2O molecule and
bulk bcc-Na. Both training processes have demonstrated
a stable decay of ∆H throughout the training phase, ul-
timately achieving comparable or even higher accuracy
compared to data-based training methods. Given DeepH
model’s capability to generalize, these results imply the
possibility to train scalable and transferable DeepH mod-
els based on the framework of neural-network DFT.

In summary, we have developed a physics-informed un-
supervised learning framework for DFT based on the
DeepH network and differentiable programming. This
framework embeds the DFT calculation differentiably
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FIG. 4. Application of DeepH+AI2DFT that implements
the neural-network DFT. The mean average error of Hamil-
tonians predicted by neural networks referenced to the re-
sults obtained by SCF calculations for the study of one single
structure of (a) H2O molecule and (b) bulk bcc-Na. Start-
ing from random initialization, DeepH neural networks are
trained by unsupervised learning via AI2DFT versus by su-
pervised learning using data training.

into the neural-network training, and also applies the
information in the material optimization process to net-
work optimization. This method can not only improve
the data efficiency of material computation but also be
used to fine-tune existing neural networks trained by su-
pervised learning. Compared with the current situation
where DFT calculations and training are separated in
conventional deep-learning DFT algorithms, the unsu-
pervised learning process designed by AI2DFT embeds
the DFT algorithm deep into the neural network opti-
mization process. We believe this will be a promising de-
velopment direction of the field. In short, this work would
significantly enrich the connotation of deep-learning DFT
and offer new avenues for the collaborative development
of artificial intelligence and first-principles calculations in
the future.
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