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Abstract

This note is intended for expanding the details on the derivation and properties of density functional theory, in hope to
make them more systematic, better motivated, and step-by-step for readers new to the domain. The note starts with basic
concepts in quantum mechanics, then takes the step towards many-body systems using the tools of second quantization
and Fock space, with some highlights on properties of the Coulomb system. Given these general technical preparations,
the Hartree-Fock method is naturally unrolled, with expressions for various cases and quantities. Density functional theory
is then presented, with a motivating reasoning of the Kohn-Sham formulation, and a connection and comparison of the
expressions with the Hartree-Fock method. Lieb’s celebrated 1983 paper on functional analysis on density functionals is
also summarized.
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0 Preamble
0.1 Notation

• Let r⃗ = (x, y, z) ∈ R3 denote a general spacial position. For multiple particles (electrons), let r⃗i denote the position
of the i-th, and denote r⃗ := (r⃗1, · · · , r⃗N ). The same goes for p⃗,∇, and spin s (except that it takes discrete values).
A molecular conformation is defined by the charges and positions of the NA nuclei {(ZA, r⃗A)}A∈[NA].

Let x := (r⃗, s), and similarly denote x := (x1, · · · , xN ). Define
∫
dx f(x) :=

∑
s

∫
dr⃗ f(r⃗, s).

• Upper (resp. lower) Greek letters Ψ , Φ denote time-dependent (resp. time-independent) wavefunctions. ψ denotes a
general wavefunction or a many-body wavefunction. Others like ϕ, η, χ denote one-body wavefunctions.
ψ(n) denotes an eigenvector of the n-th energy eigenstate with eigenvalue E(n). ϕi denotes the i-th one-body wave-
function (orbital, basis, . . . ).

ψs or ϕs is used for emphasizing the spacial wavefunction of a given spin s. For specific value, use ψs=
1
2 or ψ↑. Other

cases denote the usual exponent.
ψS denotes a Slater-determinant wavefunction (often with orthonormal orbitals).

• ρ / Γ represents a general density / density matrix, and ρ(1), ρ(2) / P (1), P (2) represent reduced densities / density
matrices. Γ, P are their matrix representations under a basis.

• Function symbols with tilde (e.g., ψ̃) represent the Fourier-transformed functions of the respective functions.

• Ĥ , p̂, T̂ , V̂ , Ŵ denote physical operators on wavefunctions (Hermite/self-adjoint operators on Hilbert space). V̂ and
Ŵ are devoted for one-particle and two-particle operators, respectively. The same symbols denote the respective ex-
tensions to apply on a many-body wavefunction, and in that case V̂i or Ŵij are used for the one-particle or two-particle
operator on the specified particle(s) (V̂· or Ŵ·· for general one-particle or two-particle operator without specifying the
operand).
V, W are the corresponding matrix representations under a basis. Superscript denotes matrix row index. Sans-serif
bolds, e.g., J, K, denote tensor representations.

• Esupers
subs , T supers

subs , V supers
subs : for the corresponding value or functional of wavefunction/density/density-matrix. “subs” spec-

ifies what energy/potential it is (e.g., Eee, Eext; for T , only TS is available, which denotes the kinetic energy of a
non-interacting system; VS represents the effective potential for a non-interacting system), and “supers” specifies the
version (often name initials).

• F [f ] represents a functional that maps f to R or C, while g[f ] represents a function (of r⃗, r⃗, x, etc.) or a functional
determined by function f .

• For N ∈ N∗, [N ] := {1, · · · , N}.
∑
i,i′∈[N ] · · · :=

∑
i∈[N ]

∑
i′∈[N ] · · · .

∑
i ̸=j · · · :=

∑
i

∑
j: ̸=i · · · .∑

i<j · · · :=
∑
i

∑
j:>i · · · .

∫
dx · · · :=

∫
dx1 · · ·dxN · · · .

∫
dxi:j · · · :=

∫
dxidxi+1 · · ·dxj · · · .

0.2 Functions of Complex Variable
A complex function f : C → C, z = (x + i y) 7→ u(x, y) + i v(x, y) is complex-differentiable (analytic), iff. u and v
are real-differentiable and satisfy Cauchy-Riemann equations:

∂xu = ∂yv, ∂yu = −∂xv. (0.1)

To see the necessity, limε→0
f(x0+i y0+ε)−f0

ε
= limε→0

(
u(x0+ε,y0)−u0

ε
+ i v(x0+ε,y0)−v0

ε

)
= ∂xu + i ∂xv and

limε→0
f(x0+i y0+i ε)−f0

i ε
= limε→0

(
u(x0,y0+ε)−u0

i ε
+ i v(x0,y0+ε)−v0

i ε

)
= −i ∂yu + ∂yv should coincide: both are

∂zf(z = x0 + i y0). Note none of z/|z|2, z2/|z|2, |z|2z and even |z|2, is analytic.
In this note we use a more general notion of derivative of f :

∂zf(z = x+ i y) := ∂xu(x, y)− i ∂yu(x, y), u(x, y) := ℜf(x+ i y). (0.2)

When f is analytic, Eq. (0.1) gives −∂yu = ∂xv so this ∂zf(z = x + i y) = ∂xu + i ∂xv coincides with the standard
derivative. Even if f(z) is not analytic, it can be defined (as long as each ∂xu and ∂yu can), and could already serve for
variation calculation if f = u is itself real, since each of x and y is an individual/independent variable, and ∂xf = ∂yf = 0
iff. ∂xu− i ∂yu = 0. If the function form is the same for both x and y, i.e., f(z) = f(x)+ f(y) (e.g., the case for deriving
Eq. (1.10)), then ∂z∗f has the same form as treating z as real.

Under this notion, ∂z∗1 z
∗
1z2 = z2, ∂z1z

∗
1z2 = z∗2 hence also ∂z∗1 z1z2 = z∗2 , and ∂z∗ |z|2 = 2z, ∂z|z|2 = 2z∗.

0.3 Gradient w.r.t Complex Tensors

(∇vf)
i := ∂(v†)if = ∂(vi)∗f, and similarly (∇Af)

i
j := ∂

(A†)ji
f = ∂(Aij)∗

f. (0.3)

When adapting the above generalized complex derivative Eq. (0.2),

∂(vi)∗(v
j)∗zkl = (∂ℜvi + i ∂ℑvi)(ℜv

jℜzkl + ℑvjℑzkl ) = δijℜzkl + i δijℑzkl = δijz
k
l ,

∂(vi)∗v
jzkl = (∂ℜvi + i ∂ℑvi)(ℜv

jℜzkl −ℑvjℑzkl ) = δijℜzkl − i δijℑzkl = δij(zkl )
∗ = δij(z∗)l

′
k′δ

kk′δll′ .
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Hence,

(∇vv
†u)k = ∂(vk)∗(v

i)∗ui = δki u
i = uk =⇒ ∇vv

†u = u,

(∇uv
†u)k = ∂(uk)∗(v

i)∗ui = δkivi
′
δii′ = δki′v

i′ = vk =⇒ ∇uv
†u = v, (0.4)

and

(∇vv
†Av)k = ∂(vk)∗(v

i)∗Ai
jv
j = δkiA

i
jv
j + δkjvi(Ai

j′)
∗δjj′ = Ak

jv
j + δkj′v

i(A†)j
′

i = Ak
jv

j + vi(A†)ki

=⇒ ∇vv
†Av = (A+A†)v

if A is Hermitian
=⇒ ∇vv

†Av = 2Av. (0.5)

Also note∇v†f = (∇vf)
†.
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1 Quantum Mechanics Basics

Table 1: Timetable of quantum physics and quantum chemistry.
1900 Planck’s quantum hypothesis
1913 Bohr’s atom model
1924 de Broglie wave
1925 Einstein’s intro of de Broglie wave
1926 Schrödinger eq,

Pauli exclusion principle,
antisymm wavefn (Heisenberg, Dirac)
Born’s probabilistic interp of wavefn

1927 Born-Oppenheimer approx,
Thomas’s DFT (uniform electron gas)

1928 Hartree method,
Thomas-Fermi model

1929 Slater determinant,
LCAO-MO (Lennard-Jones)

1930 Hartree-Fock method (and Slater),
Thomas-Fermi-Dirac method (w/ X fn’al)

1935 von Weizsäcker’s kinetic energy fn’al
1950 Roothaan method (also Hall)
1964 Hohenberg-Kohn theorem
1965 Kohn-Sham method
1979 Univ. fn’al (Levy constraint search)
1975 N-repr. of KS density (Gilbert)
1983 Levy-Lieb fn’al (∃ lowest eng., solves V-repr.)

1.1 Origin and Interpretation of Schrödinger Equation

1.1.1 History
• Originates from Planck’s explanation to black-body radiation.
• Bohr explored the idea of quantization and successfully explained the electron distribution of hydrogen atom.
• The foundation/principle of quantization is then developed in two ways: matrix mechanics (Heisenberg, Born, Pauli)

and wave mechanics (Schrödinger). They are found equivalent (Dirac) and are two pictures of quantum mechanics.
• The Schrödinger picture is commonly considered.

1.1.2 Wavefunction: quantum description of physical state
De Broglie wave (1924): generalize the wave-particle duality from photons to matter particles.

• A free particle with (E, p⃗)⇐⇒ a plane wave

Ψ(r⃗, t) = A exp(−i (ωt− k⃗ · r⃗)) = A exp(−i (Et− p⃗ · r⃗)/ℏ), where E = hν = ℏω, p⃗ = “ h/λ⃗ ” = ℏk⃗.

• A general particle⇐⇒ Superposition of multiple plane waves:

Ψ(r⃗, t) = (2πℏ)−3/2

∫
R3

dp⃗ Φ(p⃗, t) exp(i p⃗ · r⃗/ℏ),

where Φ(p⃗, t) is the “superposition coefficient” of different plane waves (different p⃗) from Fourier transform:1

Φ(p⃗, t) = (2πℏ)−3/2

∫
R3

dr⃗ Ψ(r⃗, t) exp(−i p⃗ · r⃗/ℏ).

• Supported by the electron interference experiment (Davisson & Germer, 1927).
Born’s probabilistic interpretation of wavefunction (1926):

• Particle density ρ(r⃗, t) = |Ψ(r⃗, t)|2.
• Mean position ¯⃗r =

∫
dr⃗ ψ∗(r⃗)r⃗ψ(r⃗) at some time t0 (ψ(r⃗) := Ψ(r⃗, t0)).

1 Why it holds over the unbounded space (while commonly it is over a period): Let
∫
R dx exp(i kx) denote the limit in a symmetric

way: limB→∞
∫ B
−B dx exp(i kx) = limB→∞

1
k
(sin kx − i cos kx)|B−B = 2 limB→∞

1
k
sin kB =: 2g(k), which is 2πδ(k) in the

sense that:
∫
R dk f(k)g(k) =

∫
R dk limB→∞ f(k) sin kB

k
=

∫
R d(kB) limB→∞ f(kB/B) sin kB

kB

···
= limB→∞

∫
R dαf(α/B) sinα

α

···
=∫

R dαf(0)
sinα
α

= πf(0). For the last equality,
∫
R dα

sinα
α

= 2
∫∞
0

dα sinα
α

= 2
∫∞
0

dα sinα
α

exp(−να)
∣∣
ν=0

=

2
∫∞
0

dα sinα
∫∞
0

dv exp(−vα) = 2
∫∞
0

dv
∫∞
0

dα sinα exp(−vα) = 2
∫∞
0

dv 1
1+v2

= 2arctan v |∞0 = π, where we have used
the Laplace transform of sinα. This leads to:∫

R
dx exp(i kx) = 2πδ(k), and

∫
R3

dr⃗ exp(i (p⃗− p⃗′) · r⃗/ℏ) = (2πℏ)3δ(p⃗− p⃗′).
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• Mean momentum ¯⃗p =
∫
dp⃗ ϕ∗(p⃗)p⃗ϕ(p⃗). Using Fourier transform for ϕ from ψ, we have:2

¯⃗p =

∫
dr⃗ ψ∗(r⃗)ˆ⃗pψ(r⃗), where ˆ⃗p := −i ℏ∇ is the momentum operator.

• Mean kinetic energy T̄ =
∫
dp⃗ ϕ∗(p⃗) p⃗

2

2m
ϕ(p⃗), or in terms of ψ(r⃗), T̄ =

∫
dr⃗ ψ∗(r⃗)T̂ψ(r⃗), where T̂ :=

ˆ⃗p2

2m
=

− ℏ2
2m
∇2.

Quantum mechanics probability vs. statistical mechanics probability:
• In QM, the distribution ρ(n)(r⃗) =

∣∣ψ(n)(r⃗)
∣∣2 describes the spatial uncertainty in one state. It is one state.

• In SM, the distribution is over states: p(n) for discrete energy states or p(E) for continuous energy states.

1.1.3 Schrödinger equation: quantum description of physical dynamics

i ℏ ∂
∂t
Ψ(r⃗, t) = ĤΨ(r⃗, t), where Ĥ := T̂ + V (r⃗) is the Hamiltonian operator. (1.1)

Intuition 1: For a free particle described by a plane wave function Ψ(r⃗, t) = A exp(−i (Et − p⃗ · r⃗)/ℏ), l.h.s =

− ℏ2
2m
∇2Ψ(r⃗, t) = p⃗2

2m
Ψ(r⃗, t) = EΨ(r⃗, t) = r.h.s. For a general particle, since the equation is linear, it is similar by

superpositioning plane waves.
Intuition 2: Conservation of particle number/probability (when the potential V is real). By Schrödinger equation,

∂ρ(r⃗, t)

∂t
≡ Ψ∗ ∂Ψ

∂t
+
∂Ψ∗

∂t
Ψ = i

ℏ
2m

(Ψ∗∇2Ψ − Ψ∇2Ψ∗) = −∇ · J⃗,

where J⃗ := − i
ℏ
2m

(Ψ∗∇Ψ − Ψ∇Ψ∗) = 1

2m
(Ψ∗ ˆ⃗pΨ − Ψ ˆ⃗pΨ∗) =

1

2m
(Ψ∗ ˆ⃗pΨ + Ψ ˆ⃗p∗Ψ∗)

= ℜ(Ψ∗ ˆ⃗vΨ), ˆ⃗v := ˆ⃗p/m,

= ρ(r⃗, t)
1

2

( ˆ⃗vΨ

Ψ
+

ˆ⃗v∗Ψ∗

Ψ∗

)
= ρ(r⃗, t)ℜ

( ˆ⃗vΨ
Ψ

)
.

This is in the form of continuity equation. Particularly, for a free particle, J⃗ = 1
2m

(Ψ∗p⃗Ψ + Ψp⃗Ψ∗) = Ψ∗Ψ p⃗
m

= ρv⃗.

Intuition 3: Schrödinger’s explanation to quantization as the discrete spectrum of Ĥ , based on an analytical mechanics
formulation. See Sec. 1.1.4 below.
Stationary Schrödinger equation When Ĥ does not explicitly depend on time, Ψ(r⃗, t) = ψ(r⃗)χ(t) can be separated
(not necessarily), which turns the equation to ψ(r⃗)i ℏχ′(t) = (Ĥψ(r⃗))χ(t), or 1

χ(t)
i ℏχ′(t) = 1

ψ(r⃗)
Ĥψ(r⃗). The l.h.s

is constant of r⃗ and the r.h.s is constant of t, so both sides must be a constant E of both r⃗ and t. This leads to the
original/stationary Schrödinger equation:

Ĥψ(r⃗) = Eψ(r⃗), (1.2)

and i ℏχ′(t) = Eχ(t) whose solution is χ(t) = A exp(−iEt/ℏ). A solution (E(n), ψ(n)) to the stationary equation is
called a stationary state or eigenstate. Its total wavefunction

Ψ(n)(r⃗, t) = A(n)ψ(n)(r⃗) exp(−iE(n)t/ℏ)

makes mechanical quantities stationary (time-independent): Ō :=
∫
dr⃗ Ψ∗(n)(r⃗, t)ÔΨ(n)(r⃗, t) =∣∣A(n)

∣∣2 ∫ dr⃗ ψ∗(n)(r⃗)Ôψ(n)(r⃗).
General solution in the time-independent Hamiltonian case is in the form

Ψ(r⃗, t) =
∑
n

c(n)ψ(n)(r⃗) exp(−iE(n)t/ℏ).

Each physical measurement only observes one single stationary state (wavefunction collapse). Let {ψ(n)}n be orthonor-
malized, which is achievable. Then the energy Ē =

∑
n

∣∣c(n)∣∣2E(n),3 so
∣∣c(n)∣∣2 is the probability to be in state n.

2

¯⃗p = (2πℏ)−3/2

∫
dp⃗

(∫
dr⃗ ψ(r⃗) exp(−i p⃗ · r⃗/ℏ)

)∗
p⃗ϕ(p⃗) = (2πℏ)−3/2

∫
dp⃗

∫
dr⃗ ψ∗(r⃗) exp(i p⃗ · r⃗/ℏ)p⃗ϕ(p⃗)

= (2πℏ)−3/2

∫
dr⃗ ψ∗(r⃗)

∫
dp⃗ exp(i p⃗ · r⃗/ℏ)p⃗ϕ(p⃗) = (2πℏ)−3/2

∫
dr⃗ ψ∗(r⃗)

∫
dp⃗ (−i ℏ)∇ exp(i p⃗ · r⃗/ℏ)ϕ(p⃗)

= (2πℏ)−3/2

∫
dr⃗ ψ∗(r⃗)(−i ℏ)∇

∫
dp⃗ exp(i p⃗ · r⃗/ℏ)ϕ(p⃗) =

∫
dr⃗ ψ∗(r⃗)(−i ℏ)∇ψ(r⃗).

3Ē =
∫
dr⃗ Ψ∗(r⃗, t)ĤΨ∗(r⃗, t) =

∫
dr⃗

(∑
n c
∗
(n)ψ

∗
(n)(r⃗) exp(iE(n)t/ℏ)

)(∑
n′ E(n′)c

∗
(n′)ψ(n′)(r⃗) exp(−iE(n′)t/ℏ)

)
=∑

n,n′ c
∗
(n)c(n′)E(n′) exp(i (E(n) − E(n′))t/ℏ)

∫
dr⃗ ψ∗(n)(r⃗)ψ(n′)(r⃗) =

∑
n,n′ c

∗
(n)c(n′)E(n′) exp(i (E(n) − E(n′))t/ℏ)δn,n′ .
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1.1.4 Analytical mechanics origin: Schrödinger’s intuition
Lagrangian mechanics and the least action principle For N particles with general coordinates r⃗ :=

(r⃗1, · · · , r⃗N ) moving in potential V (r⃗, t) with kinetic energy T ( ˙⃗r, t), define their Lagrangian, and the action along a
curve (r⃗t)t∈[t1,t2] as:

L(r⃗, ˙⃗r, t) := T ( ˙⃗r, t)− V (r⃗, t), S[(r⃗t)t∈[t1,t2]] :=
∫ t2

t1

dt L(r⃗t, ˙⃗rt, t).

Fixing the ending points of all curves, the dynamics between the two points, i.e., the curve (r⃗t)t∈[t1,t2] that the particles
move along, is given by the least action principle as the extremal curve. Explicitly, it is given by the Euler-Lagrange
equation (E-L equation) (Euler, 1753; Lagrange, 1754; Euler, 1766):4

δS = ∇ ˙⃗rL · δr⃗t
∣∣t2
t1

+

∫ t2

t1

dt

(
∇r⃗L−

d

dt
∇ ˙⃗rL

)
· δr⃗t = 0, ∀δr⃗t s.t. δr⃗t1 = δr⃗t2 = 0, (1.3)

=⇒ ∇r⃗L−
d

dt
∇ ˙⃗rL = 0,∀ a.e. t ∈ [t1, t2]. (1.4)

For classical particles and Euclidean coordinates, T ( ˙⃗r, t) =
∑
i
1
2
mi

˙⃗r2i , which recovers Newton’s law, mi
¨⃗ri = −∇r⃗iV .

Noether’s theorem Uniformities lead to conservatives (1918).
• Uniformity in space: the replacement r⃗ 7→ r⃗ + ∆r⃗, ∀∆r⃗ gives the same Lagrangian. So ∆L =

∑
i∇r⃗iL · ∆r⃗ =

0,=⇒
∑
i∇r⃗iL = 0 so V is uniform, and

Eq. (1.4)
=⇒ d

dt

∑
i∇ ˙⃗ri

L = 0, so the (total) momentum P⃗ :=
∑
i∇ ˙⃗ri

L is a
conservative.

• Uniformity in time: the replacement t 7→ t+∆t, ∀∆t gives the same Lagrangian. So ∆L = ∂tL∆t = 0,=⇒ ∂tL = 0

so L thus V and T does not explicitly depend on time, so dL(r⃗, ˙⃗r)
dt

=
∑
i∇r⃗iL · ˙⃗ri +

∑
i∇ ˙⃗ri

L · ¨⃗ri,
Eq. (1.4)
=⇒ dL

dt
=∑

i
d
dt

(
∇ ˙⃗ri

L · ˙⃗ri
)
,=⇒ d

dt

(∑
i∇ ˙⃗ri

L · ˙⃗ri − L
)
= 0, so the energy E :=

∑
i∇ ˙⃗ri

L · ˙⃗ri − L is a conservative.
Hamiltonian mechanics Formulation based on energy (conservative) thus superior to Lagrangian, excels in applica-
bility to mechanics problems. Define the (general) momentum p⃗i := ∇ ˙⃗ri

L(r⃗, ˙⃗r, t), and the Hamiltonian as the Legendre

transform of the Lagrangian L in argument ˙⃗r:

H(r⃗, p⃗, t) := sup
˙⃗r

(∑
i

p⃗i · ˙⃗ri − L(r⃗, ˙⃗r, t)
)
= p⃗ · ˙⃗r − L(r⃗, ˙⃗r, t)

∣∣∣
˙⃗r=v⃗(r⃗,p⃗,t) solved from p⃗=∇ ˙⃗r

L(r⃗, ˙⃗r,t)
, (1.5)

which takes p⃗ as the basic/free variable in place of ˙⃗r. Then we have:
∇r⃗H = p⃗ · ∇r⃗v⃗ −∇r⃗L−∇ ˙⃗rL · ∇r⃗v⃗ = −∇r⃗L,

∇p⃗H = v⃗ + p⃗ · ∇p⃗v⃗ −∇ ˙⃗rL · ∇p⃗v⃗ = v⃗,

∂tH = p⃗ · ∂tv⃗ − ∂tL−∇ ˙⃗rL · ∂tv⃗ = −∂tL.

The E-L Eq. (1.4) becomes∇r⃗L− d
dt
p⃗ = 0, i.e.,∇r⃗L = ˙⃗p. This gives the canonical equation / Hamilton equation:

˙⃗r = ∇p⃗H, ˙⃗p = −∇r⃗H. (1.6)

Alternatively, whenL does not explicitly depend on time, the total differential dH = p⃗·d ˙⃗r+ ˙⃗r·dp⃗−∇r⃗L·dr⃗−∇ ˙⃗rL·d ˙⃗r =

p⃗ · d ˙⃗r+ ˙⃗r · dp⃗− ˙⃗p · dr⃗− p⃗ · d ˙⃗r = ˙⃗r · dp⃗− ˙⃗p · dr⃗ also gives Eq. (1.6). In this case, H(r⃗, p⃗) ≡ E also does not explicitly
depend on time and is conserved.
Hamilton-Jacobi equation Consider the action in Hamilton’s formulation. Define Hamilton’s principal function:

S(r⃗, t; r⃗0) := min
(γ⃗τ )τ∈[0,t]:γ⃗0=r⃗0,γ⃗t=r⃗

S[(γ⃗τ )τ ] =
∫ t

0

dτ L(γ⃗⋆τ , ˙⃗γ
⋆
τ , τ),

i.e., the least action between r⃗ at time t and some given r⃗0 at time 0, where (γ⃗⋆τ )τ is the extremal curve between the two
sets of points. (1) From Eq. (1.3), ∇r⃗S = ∇ ˙⃗rL · ∇r⃗γ⃗

⋆
τ

∣∣t
0
+

∫ t
0
dτ

(
∇r⃗L− d

dτ
∇ ˙⃗rL

)
· ∇r⃗γ⃗

⋆
τ , where the derivatives of

L are evaluated at (γ⃗⋆τ , ˙⃗γ⋆τ , τ) at each τ . Since (γ⃗⋆τ )τ is the extremal curve, ∇r⃗L − d
dτ
∇ ˙⃗rL ≡ 0, and ∇r⃗γ⃗

⋆
0 = 0, so

∇r⃗S = ∇ ˙⃗rL(γ⃗
⋆
t , ˙⃗γ

⋆
t , t) · ∇r⃗γ⃗

⋆
t = ∇ ˙⃗rL(γ⃗

⋆
t , ˙⃗γ

⋆
t , t), which is p⃗ on the moving curve:

∇r⃗S = p⃗.

(2) Consider a physical moving curve r⃗t. Then we have dS(r⃗t,t;r⃗0)
dt

= L(r⃗, ˙⃗r, t).5 On the other hand, formally,
dS(r⃗t,t;r⃗0)

dt
= ∇r⃗S · ˙⃗r + ∂tS = p⃗ · ˙⃗r + ∂tS, which is H(r⃗, p⃗, t) + L(r⃗, ˙⃗r, t) + ∂tS by definition Eq. (1.5). Then

we arrive at the (time-dependent) Hamilton-Jacobi equation (HJE):

−∂tS = H
(
r⃗,∇r⃗S, t

)
. (1.7)

4For Eq. (1.3), δS =
∫ t2
t1

dt
(
∇r⃗L · δr⃗t +∇ ˙⃗rL ·

d
dt
δr⃗t

)
=

∫ t2
t1

dt∇r⃗L · δr⃗t +
∫ t2
t1

dt d
dt

(
∇ ˙⃗rL · δr⃗t

)
−

∫ t2
t1

dt
(

d
dt
∇ ˙⃗rL

)
· δr⃗t =

∇ ˙⃗rL · δr⃗t
∣∣t2
t1

+
∫ t2
t1

dt
(
∇r⃗L− d

dt
∇ ˙⃗rL

)
· δr⃗t.

5The change of r⃗t by t yields the same extremal curve since r⃗t is a physical moving curve: (γ⃗⋆(r⃗t+s,t+s)τ )τ∈[0,t] = (γ⃗
⋆(r⃗t,t)
τ )τ∈[0,t],

so the integrand is a function only of t. Alternatively, dS(r⃗t,t;r⃗0)
dt

= L(r⃗, ˙⃗r, t) +
∫ t
0
dτ

(
∇r⃗L− d

dτ
∇ ˙⃗rL

)
· ∂tγ⃗⋆τ = L(r⃗, ˙⃗r, t).

7



When the Hamiltonian does not explicitly depend on time t, it is a constant E, which leads to ∂tS = −E, =⇒ S(r⃗, t) =
S0(r⃗)− Et, and the time-independent Hamilton-Jacobi equation:

H
(
r⃗,∇r⃗S0

)
= E. (1.8)

• HJE: a single first-order PDE for a function of N coordinates and time.
E-L Eq.: time evolution of N coordinates; N equations; second-order.
Hamilton Eq.: time evolution of 2N coordinates; 2N equations; first-order.

• HJE “is particularly useful in identifying conserved quantities for mechanical systems”.
• HJE “is also the only formulation of mechanics in which the motion of a particle can be represented as a wave”,

“analogy between the propagation of light and the motion of a particle”.
Connection to Schrödinger equation HJE generalizes the duality between trajectories and wave fronts by the vari-
ational principle in geometrical optics to mechanical systems:

wave-front (isosurface of S(r⃗, t))
E-L
⇌
HJE

trajectory.

So we can treat S as the phase of a wave: Ψ(r⃗, t) = A exp(iS(r⃗, t)/ℏ) (let S be complex to allow change of amplitude),
which leads to: S(r⃗, t) = −i ℏ logΨ(r⃗, t) + const. So:

p⃗Ψ = ∇r⃗SΨ = −i ℏ∇r⃗Ψ,

which explains the momentum operator ˆ⃗p = −i ℏ∇. HJE (1.7) then yields:

i ℏ∂tΨ = H
(
r⃗,−i ℏ 1

Ψ
∇r⃗Ψ, t

)
Ψ,

which explains Schrödinger Eq. (1.1) i ℏ∂tΨ = ĤΨ . For the time-independent case, we first have: Ψ(r⃗, t) =
A exp(iS0(r⃗)/ℏ) exp(−iEt/ℏ) =: ψ(r⃗) exp(−iEt/ℏ) is separable. By the time-independent HJE Eq. (1.8), we have:

H
(
r⃗,−i ℏ 1

ψ
∇r⃗ψ

)
ψ = Eψ, (1.9)

which explains the stationary Schrödinger Eq. (1.2) Ĥψ = Eψ. For H(r⃗, p⃗) =
∑
i

p⃗2i
2mi

+ V (r⃗), Eq. (1.9) becomes

0 =
∑
i

1
2mi

(
−i ℏ 1

ψ
∇r⃗iψ

)∗
·
(
−i ℏ 1

ψ
∇r⃗iψ

)
ψ + (V − E)ψ =

∑
i

ℏ2
2mi

ψ

|ψ|2 ∥∇r⃗iψ∥
2 + (V − E)ψ. Multiplied by ψ∗,

it becomes
∑
i

ℏ2
2mi
∥∇r⃗iψ∥

2 + (V − E)|ψ|2 =
∑
i

ℏ2
2mi

(
∥∇r⃗iu∥

2 + ∥∇r⃗iv∥
2) + (V − E)(u2 + v2) = 0, where u,

v denote the real, imaginary parts of ψ, which are independent R3N → R functions. So the variational principle of its
integral is applied for u and v separately, yielding 2(V −E)u−

∑
i∇r⃗i ·

(
2 ℏ2
2mi
∇r⃗iu

)
= 0 and similarly for v. Written

combined, the result is:

−
∑
i

ℏ2

2mi
∇2
r⃗iψ + V ψ = Eψ, (1.10)

which explains the Hamilton operator Ĥ = −
∑
i

ℏ2
2mi
∇2
i + V .6 Adopting the general complex derivative Eq. (0.2),

Eq. (1.10) can also be seen as derived from:

δ

δψ∗

(∑
i

ℏ2

2mi
∥∇r⃗iψ∥

2 + (V − E)|ψ|2
)
= 0. (1.11)

Note that the eigen-energy as the solution to Eq. (1.2) must be real, otherwise the wavefunction χ(t) = A exp(−iEt/ℏ)
would go to infinity for large t. Other physical quantities also must be real, since physical measurement is real. So,

Any mechanical quantity must be real
⇐⇒ All eigenvalues of the corresponding operator is real

⇐⇒ The operator is Hermitian (self-adjoint): ⟨ϕ|Ôψ⟩ = ⟨Ôϕ|ψ⟩.

1.2 Basic Conclusions
Locally integrable functions have weak derivative. Note the test functions in defining the weak derivative is compactly
supported.

The N -particle wavefunction ψ(x1, · · · , xN ) has zero boundary integral to make the kinetic energy operator T̂ Her-
mitian: ⟨ψ|T̂ ϕ⟩ = ⟨ψ|T̂ |ϕ⟩ = −

∑
i

∫
dxi ψ

∗∇i · (∇iϕ) = −
∑
i

∫
dxi∇i · (ψ∗∇iϕ) +

∑
i

∫
dxi∇iψ∗ · ∇iϕ,

and symmetrically ⟨T̂ψ|ϕ⟩ = ⟨ϕ|T̂ |ψ⟩∗ = −
∑
i

∫
dxi∇i · (ϕ∇iψ∗) +

∑
i

∫
dxi∇iϕ · ∇iψ∗. To make them equal,

0 =
∑
i

∫
dxi

(
∇i · (ψ∗∇iϕ)−∇i · (ϕ∇iψ∗)

)
=

∑
i

∑
si
limri→∞

∮
S(ri)

dS⃗ ·
(
ψ∗∇iϕ− ϕ∇iψ∗

)
for any ψ and ϕ, so

each term has to be zero. We then have ⟨ψ|T̂ |ψ⟩ =
∑
i

∫
dxi ∥∇iψ∥2.

6Another intuition:
∫
R3 dr⃗i

∥∥∇r⃗iψ∥∥2
=

∫
R3 dr⃗i∇iψ∗ ·∇iψ =

∫
R3 dr⃗i∇i ·(ψ∗∇iψ)−

∫
R3 dr⃗i ψ

∗∇2
iψ = −

∫
R3 dr⃗i ψ

∗∇r⃗i ·∇r⃗iψ,
if ψ diminishes sufficiently fast to make

∮
∂R3 dS⃗i · (ψ∗∇iψ) = 0.
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ψ(x1, · · · , xN ) is in the (1, 2)-Sobolev space H1 (ψ and all its 1st-order weak derivatives are in L2; it is a Hilbert
space) [14], in order to make kinetic energy finite.

The ground state is spacially non-degenerate. If the Hamiltonian contains spin, the ground state seems non-degenerate
([ref. thesis, Appendix A]).

DFT initialization methods: [ref. webpage]
Natural orbitals: eigenvectors the 1-RDM of a N-wavefunction. Natural atomic orbital: atomic orbitals of an atom in a

molecular environment. Can be constructed from free-atom natural atomic orbitals. [ref. webpage].
Hückel method: assume π-bond MOs are the linear combinations of (unhybridized) p-atomic-orbitals of involved atoms.

[ref. webpage]. Extended Hückel method: also consider σ-bonds [Wikipedia][Hoffmann 1963], which leverages the
Wolfsberg-Helmholz approximation [1952] for off-diagonal Hamiltonian elements, and uses approximate valence state
ionization potentials (IPs) for diagonal elements.

Differential virial theorem and implication to EXC: [9].
Mixed state vs. superposition of eigenstates “The density matrix was first introduced by von Neumann (von
Neumann 1927) and Landau (Landau 1927) independently to describe the quantum mechanical natures of statistical sys-
tems.” [19].

([ref. post], [ref. webpage])
Let {

∣∣ψ(1)

〉
,
∣∣ψ(2)

〉
} be orthonormal eigenstates of observable Â. Then the equally-weighted superposition state, |ψ⟩ =

1√
2
(
∣∣ψ(1)

〉
+
∣∣ψ(2)

〉
), is a pure state, meaning that “there is not a 50% chance the system is in state

∣∣ψ(1)

〉
and 50% in state∣∣ψ(2)

〉
, but there is a 0% chance that the system is in either state, and a 100% chance the system is in state |ψ⟩; the point is

that these statements are all made before making any measurements.”
Although both the superposition state, whose density matrix is Γ[ψ] = |ψ⟩⟨ψ| = 1

2
( 1 1
1 1 ), and the equally-weighted

mixed state of the two pure states
∣∣ψ(1)

〉
and

∣∣ψ(2)

〉
, whose density matrix is Γmix = 1

2
( 1 0
0 1 ), give the same Âmeasurement

result of 50% A(1) and 50% A(2), they differ when measuring a second observable B̂ s.t. [Â, B̂] ̸= 0. Let {
∣∣ϕ(1)

〉
,
∣∣ϕ(2)

〉
}

be orthonormal eigenstates of B̂ and suppose
∣∣ψ(1)

〉
= 1√

2
(
∣∣ϕ(1)

〉
+

∣∣ϕ(2)

〉
) and

∣∣ψ(2)

〉
= 1√

2
(
∣∣ϕ(1)

〉
−

∣∣ϕ(2)

〉
) (the

relation must not be diagonal due to the non-commutability). The superposition state |ψ⟩ =
∣∣ϕ(1)

〉
so it gives 100% B(1)

and 0% B(2) measurement result, while the mixed state Γmix takes the same matrix form under the {ϕ(1), ϕ(2)} basis so it
still gives 50% B(1) and 50% B(2) measurement result.

A general density operator is a trace-one linear kernel (positive semi-definite Hermitian operator) on the Hilbert space
of quantum states, and satisfies proper symmetry in many-body cases. The spectral theorem of kernels gives it a universal
expression:

∃ orthonormal {|κ⟩}κ, real non-negative {λκ}κ with
∑
κ

λκ = 1, s.t. Γ =
∑
κ

λκ|κ⟩⟨κ|.

For a pure state, Ā = ⟨ψ|Â|ψ⟩ = tr
(
Â|ψ⟩⟨ψ|

)
= tr(ÂΓ[ψ]), so we can extend the measurement to be taken under a

general density matrix state:

Ā = tr(ÂΓ ).

For a complete basis {|α⟩}α, let Sα
′
α := ⟨α′|α⟩ be the overlap matrix (or, Gram matrix). Then for any vector |v⟩, its

expansion is |v⟩ =
∑
α vα|α⟩, where vα =

∑
β(S
−1)αβ ⟨β|v⟩, i.e., the projection operator is

∑
αβ |α⟩(S

−1)αβ ⟨β|. An
observable operator has a common matrix expression:

Â =
∑
α,α′

Aα
α′ |α⟩

〈
α′
∣∣, where A = S−1ÃS−1, Ãα

α′ := ⟨α|Â|α′⟩, (1.12)

and so does the density matrix:

Γ =
∑
β,β′

Γββ′ |β⟩
〈
β′
∣∣, where Γ = S−1Γ̃S−1, Γ̃αα′ := ⟨α|Γ̂ |α′⟩. (1.13)

This gives:

Ā = tr(ÂΓ ) =
∑

α,α′,β,β′

Aα
α′Sα

′
β Γββ′S

β′
α = tr(ASΓS) = tr(S−1ÃS−1Γ̃) = tr(AΓ̃) = tr(ÃΓ). (1.14)

If the basis is orthonormal, then tr(ÂΓ ) = tr(AΓ) = tr(ÃΓ̃). If using the spectral basis {|κ⟩}κ of Γ in which case
Γ = Diag(λ), then tr(ÂΓ ) = λ⊤ diag(A) =

∑
κ λκ⟨κ|Â|κ⟩.

That a matrix cannot be written as a vector outer-product means (1) it is an entangled state if the matrix represents the
state of multiple particles/qubits under the product basis, or (2) it is a mixed state if the matrix is a density matrix.
Misc If an operator Â does not contain spins (or does not operates on spins), then its spin-basis density matrix is a scalar
matrix: As,α

s′,α′ = δss′A
α
α′ .

Any unitary operator Û can be expressed by an Hermitian operator Ĥ in the way Û = ei Ĥ . Alternatively, {i Ĥ} is the
Lie algebra of the Lie group {Û}.

Tiling theorem [1, 4]: For N fermions, all the ground-state nodal pockets belong to the same class (can be produced by
permuting one nodal pocket). Roughly means besides the boundary and the case xi = xj , ψ(0) ̸= 0 a.s.
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2 Quantum Many-Body Systems
2.1 General Setup and Conclusions
2.1.1 Wavefunction, density and density matrix
For N electrons each with coordinate xi := (r⃗i, si) where si ∈

{
− 1

2
,+ 1

2

}
or si ∈ {↑, ↓} is its spin, denote their

wavefunction as ψ(x) = ψ(x1, · · · , xN ) (may also denoted as ⟨x|ψ⟩).
• Antisymmetry: ψ(· · · , xi, · · · , xj , · · · ) = −ψ(· · · , xj , · · · , xi, · · · ).

This indicates ψ(· · · , x, · · · , x, · · · ) = −ψ(· · · , x, · · · , x, · · · ) = 0.
• Inner product: ⟨ϕ|ψ⟩ =

∫
dxϕ∗(x)ψ(x) =

∫
dx1 · · ·dxN ϕ∗(x1, · · · , xN )ψ(x1, · · · , xN ).

• Normalization condition: ⟨ψ|ψ⟩ =
∫
dx |ψ(x)|2 = 1.

• Joint density: |ψ(x)|2.
(n) The joint density normalizes to 1, according to the normalization condition of the wavefunction.
Due to the wavefunction antisymmetry,

(s) |ψ(· · · , xi, · · · , xj , · · · )|2 = |ψ(· · · , xj , · · · , xi, · · · )|2: the joint density is symmetric (the electrons are indistin-
guishable);

(b) |ψ(· · · , x, · · · , x, · · · )|2 = 0: events that “electron i is at x” and that “electron j is at x” for i ̸= j are mutually
exclusive, meaning the Pauli exclusion principle.

• Density: ρ(x) := N
∫
dx2:N |ψ(x, x2, · · · , xN )|2. May also denoted as ρ[ψ](x), ρ

(1)

[ψ](x), or ρ1.

It is not the usual probability density function, but the electron number density that takes all the N
electrons into account. Due to Pauli exclusion principle and the symmetry of |ψ(x)|2, we have:
ρ(x) =

∑
i∈[N ]

∫
dx¬i |ψ(x1, · · · , xi = x, · · · , xN )|2 =

∑
i∈[N ]

∫
dx¬1 |ψ(x1 = x, x2, · · · , xN )|2 =

N
∫
x¬1 |ψ(x, x2, · · · , xN )|2, as is defined here.

(n) It normalizes to
∫
dx ρ(x) = N , the total number of electrons (can also be seen from the definition).

Define Ns :=
∫
dr⃗ ρ(r⃗, s) = Nps, where ps :=

∫
dr⃗

∫
dx2:N |ψ((r⃗, s), x2, · · · , xN )|2. Due to joint density sym-

metry, this ps is the same for all electrons (independent of i). Note
∑
s p

s = 1, and
∑
sN

s = N .

• Pair density: ρ(x1, x2) := N(N − 1)
∫
dx3:N |ψ(x1, x2, x3, · · · , xN )|2. May also denoted as ρ(2)[ψ](x1, x2) or ρ12.

Similar to the density, this pair density is the electron-pair number density of firstly finding an electron at x1 and
then finding another electron at x2. Again due to Pauli exclusion principle and joint-density symmetry, ρ(x⋆1, x⋆2) =∑
i ̸=j

∫
x¬i,¬j |ψ(· · · , xi = x⋆1, · · · , xj = x⋆2, · · · )|2 =

∑
i ̸=j

∫
x¬1,¬2 |ψ(x1 = x⋆1, x2 = x⋆2, · · · )|2 = N(N −

1)
∫
x¬1,¬2 |ψ(x1 = x⋆1, x2 = x⋆2, · · · )|2, as is defined here.

(n) It normalizes to N(N − 1), the total number of ordered electron pairs (can also be seen from the definition).
(m) Marginalization yields

∫
dx2 ρ(x1, x2) = (N − 1)ρ(x1) from the definitions. This is to marginalize over other

electrons, so the number of other electrons N − 1 is derived.
(i) If two electrons are statistically independent, then ρ(x1, x2) = ρ(x1)

N−1
N

ρ(x2), where the factor enters since given
that one electron is found at x1, the conditional electron density of another electron normalizes to N − 1.
(s) Pair density is symmetric: ρ(x1, x2) = ρ(x2, x1), due to the wavefunction antisymmetry,
(b) Fermi hole or exchange hole (or Fermi/exchange correlation): ρ(x, x) = 0.
This indicates a correlation between two parallel-spin electrons, i.e. any two parallel-spin electrons are not indepen-
dent. This correlation/hole comes from the antisymmetry of ψ, and only applies to parallel-spin electrons. It does
not rely on any interaction (e.g., Coulomb potential), and is a global/distant correlation. It is the “force” that keeps a
neutron star from collapse under gravity, where there is no Coulomb repulsion. Like the electron, a neutron has spin
1/2.
Spacial versions: ρ(r⃗1, r⃗2) :=

∑
s1,s2

ρ((r⃗1, s1), (r⃗2, s2)), ρs(r⃗1, r⃗2) := ρ((r⃗1, s), (r⃗2, s)). Then ρs(r⃗, r⃗) = 0, but
ρ(r⃗, r⃗) is unnecessarily zero.

• One-particle reduced density matrix (1-RDM): P (x; x′) := N
∫
dx2:N ψ(x, x2, · · · , xN )ψ∗(x′, x2, · · · , xN ).

May also denoted as P (1)

[ψ] (x; x
′),

〈
x
∣∣∣P (1)

∣∣∣x′〉, or P 1
1′ .

Note that P (x; x) = ρ(x), and P (x; x′) = P ∗(x′; x).
• Two-particle reduced density matrix (2-RDM) [19, 11]:
P (x1, x2; x

′
1, x
′
2) := N(N − 1)

∫
dx3:N ψ(x1, x2, x3, · · · , xN )ψ∗(x′1, x

′
2, x3, · · · , xN ). May also denoted as

P
(2)

[ψ] (x1, x2; x
′
1, x
′
2),

〈
x1, x2

∣∣∣P (2)
∣∣∣x′1, x′2〉, or P 12

1′2′ .

Note that P (x1, x2; x1, x2) = ρ(x1, x2),
∫
dx′2 P (x1, x

′
2; x
′
1, x
′
2) = (N − 1)P (x1; x

′
1), and P (x1, x2; x

′
1, x
′
2) =

P ∗(x′1, x
′
2; x1, x2), P (x1, x2; x

′
1, x
′
2) = −P (x2, x1; x

′
1, x
′
2) = −P (x1, x2; x

′
2, x
′
1) = P (x2, x1; x

′
2, x
′
1). Due to the

Fermi/exchange hole, we have P (x, x; x, x) = ρ(x, x) = 0.

2.1.2 Correlations and Hole Functions
Define the conditional probability ρ(x2|x1) := ρ(x1, x2)/ρ(x1).
Again, it is actually the conditional electron number density of other electrons given that there is already one electron found
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at x1 out of N electrons in total.
(n) It normalizes to

∫
dx2 ρ(x2|x1) = N − 1, the number of other electrons (see also Property (m) of pair density).

(i) For independent electrons, ρ(x2|x1) =
N−1
N

ρ(x2).
Define the correlation factor f(x1, x2) :=

ρ(x1,x2)
ρ(x1)ρ(x2)

− 1.
(s) It is symmetric.
(i) For independent electrons, f(x1, x2) = − 1

N
.

(1) ρ(x1, x2) = ρ(x1)ρ(x2)(1 + f(x1, x2)).
Define the exchange-correlation hole function

hXC(x2|x1) := ρ(x2|x1)− ρ(x2) =
ρ(x1,x2)
ρ(x1)

− ρ(x2) =
ρ(x1,x2)−ρ(x1)ρ(x2)

ρ(x1)
= ρ(x2)f(x1, x2).

This definition is for an N -free description of two-electron correlation.
(n) By definition, it normalizes to

∫
dx2 hXC(x2|x1) = −1, representing the removal of the given electron.

(b) Since ρ(x, x) = 0, we have hXC(x|x) = −ρ(x).
(i) For independent electrons, hXC(x2|x1) = − 1

N
ρ(x2).

(1) By definition, ρ(x1, x2) = ρ(x1)ρ(x2) + ρ(x1)hXC(x2|x1).
Define the spin-independent exchange-correlation hole function (or the total hole function)

hXC(r⃗2|r⃗1) := ρ(r⃗1,r⃗2)
ρ(r⃗1)

− ρ(r⃗2) =
∑
s1,s2

ρ((r⃗1,s1),(r⃗2,s2))∑
s′1
ρ(r⃗1,s

′
1)

−
∑
s′2
ρ(r⃗2, s

′
2) =

∑
s1,s2

ρ((r⃗1,s1),(r⃗2,s2))−ρ(r⃗1,s1)ρ(r⃗2,s2)∑
s′1
ρ(r⃗1,s

′
1)

.

Note that hXC(r⃗2|r⃗1) ̸=
∑
s1,s2

hXC(r⃗2, s2|r⃗1, s1) =
∑
s1,s2

ρ((r⃗1,s1),(r⃗2,s2))−ρ(r⃗1,s1)ρ(r⃗2,s2)
ρ(r⃗1,s1)

in general.

(n) It normalizes to
∫
dr⃗2 hXC(r⃗2|r⃗1) = (N−1)ρ(r⃗1)

ρ(r⃗1)
−N = −1.

(i) For independent electrons, hXC(r⃗2|r⃗1) = − 1
N
ρ(r⃗2) (since ρ(r⃗1, r⃗2) =

∑
s1,s2

ρ(x1, x2) =
∑
s1,s2

ρ(x1)
N−1
N

ρ(x2) =

ρ(r⃗1)
N−1
N

ρ(r⃗2)).
(1) By definition, ρ(r⃗1, r⃗2) = ρ(r⃗1)ρ(r⃗2) + ρ(r⃗1)hXC(r⃗2|r⃗1).
The Fermi hole and the Coulomb hole The total hole hXC(r⃗2|r⃗1) can be decomposed of two components:

hXC(r⃗2|r⃗1) = hX(r⃗2|r⃗1) + hC(r⃗2|r⃗1). (2.1)

The Fermi hole hX(r⃗2|r⃗1) is “due to the Pauli exclusion principle, i.e., the antisymmetry of the wavefunction, and applies
only to electrons with the same spin” [11]. It describes the correlation between the given electron at r⃗1 and other electrons
with the same spin as the given electron.
(n) It normalizes to

∫
dr⃗2 hX(r⃗2|r⃗1) = −1, since excluding the given electron reduces the number of electrons with the

same spin by 1. “By this removal of one charge, the Fermi hole also takes care of the self-interaction problem” [11].
(b) Since the two electrons have the same spin, when they have the same spacial coordinate, the hole should reduce the
density to zero. So hX(r⃗1|r⃗1) = −ρ(r⃗1).
(1) “hX is negative everywhere, hX(r⃗2|r⃗1) < 0” [11].
(2) hX(r⃗2|r⃗1) for the H2 molecule is independent of r⃗1. Also, it is then delocalized.
(3) hX(r⃗2|r⃗1) is not spherically symmetric in r⃗2. It “stays behind” in the normal high electron density regions when r⃗1 goes
outside the regions [11].

The Coulomb hole hC(r⃗2|r⃗1) is due to dynamical interaction between electrons.
(n) Due to the normalization of hXC and hX, it normalizes to

∫
dr⃗2 hC(r⃗2|r⃗1) = 0. It is natural since excluding the given

electron does not change the number of electrons with a different spin.
(1) It is thus positive in some regions and negative in others, and may also be delocalized.
(2) Since this hole is due to physical interaction, hC(r⃗2|r⃗1) must change with r⃗1.

However, the exact definition of the two holes at this generality that satisfies the mentioned properties is not
found. (I) The first possibility is hX(r⃗2|r⃗1) =

(∑
s ρ((r⃗1, s), (r⃗2, s)) − ρ(r⃗1, s)ρ(r⃗2, s)

)
/ρ(r⃗1), and hC(r⃗2|r⃗1) =(∑

s ̸=s′ ρ((r⃗1, s), (r⃗2, s
′)) − ρ(r⃗1, s)ρ(r⃗2, s

′)
)
/ρ(r⃗1). This may best fit the conceptual definition, and complies with

the HF case hHF
XC(r⃗2|r⃗1) = hHF

X (r⃗2|r⃗1) (with A2.2; see Eq. (3.7)). But it does not naturally satisfy Property (n)∫
dr⃗2 hX(r⃗2|r⃗1) =

(∑
s

∫
dr⃗2 ρ((r⃗1, s), (r⃗2, s)) − Nsρ(r⃗1, s)

)
/
(∑

s ρ(r⃗1, s)
) ?
= −1 nor Property (b) hX(r⃗1|r⃗1) =

−
(∑

s ρ(r⃗1, s)
2
)
/
(∑

s ρ(r⃗1, s)
) ?
= −

∑
s ρ(r⃗1, s). (II) Another guess is hX(r⃗2|r⃗1) =

(∑
s ρ((r⃗1, s), (r⃗2, s))

)
/ρ(r⃗1)−

ρ(r⃗2), and hC(r⃗2|r⃗1) =
(∑

s ̸=s′ ρ((r⃗1, s), (r⃗2, s
′))

)
/ρ(r⃗1). This satisfies Property (b) hX(r⃗1|r⃗1) = −ρ(r⃗1), but

does not comply with the HF case hHF
XC(r⃗2|r⃗1) ̸= hHF

X (r⃗2|r⃗1) (even with A2.2) nor Property (n)
∫
dr⃗2 hX(r⃗2|r⃗1) =(∑

s

∫
dr⃗2 ρ((r⃗1, s), (r⃗2, s))

)
/ρ(r⃗1) − N

?
= −1. (III) Perhaps hX(r⃗2|r⃗1) can be defined as hHF

X (r⃗2|r⃗1) (see Eq. (3.7)),
the total hole in the HF case under A2.2 (i.e., sum over parallel spins only), which only takes the exchange cor-
relation into consideration. This seems adopted by [ref. webpage1, webpage2] and may also be the way to de-
fine hX as hλ=0

XC in the adiabatic connection. But the correspondence between the orbitals {ϕi}i∈[N ] and a general
N -electron wavefunction is undetermined (effective potential is unknown), at least not explicit. Even in an HF sys-
tem where the Slater determinant is exact, Properties (n) and (b) do not seem to hold (see Eq. (3.4)). (IV) Maybe
the definition of the Fermi and Coulomb holes should not follow the spin-independent pair density. The usage of

the holes comes from the exchange-correlation energy EXC := 1
2

∫
dr⃗1dr⃗2

∑
s1,s2

ρ(x1,x2)−ρ(x1)ρ(x2)
r12

(Eq. (2.32)),
where

∑
s1,s2

ρ(x1, x2) − ρ(x1)ρ(x2) =
(∑

s ρ((r⃗1, s), (r⃗2, s)) − ρ(r⃗1, s)ρ(r⃗2, s)
)
+

(∑
s ̸=s′ ρ((r⃗1, s), (r⃗2, s

′)) −
ρ(r⃗1, s)ρ(r⃗2, s

′)
)
=:

∑
s ρ(r⃗1, s)

(
hsX(r⃗2|r⃗1) + hsC(r⃗2|r⃗1)

)
, where we have defined hsX(r⃗2|r⃗1) := hXC((r⃗2, s)|(r⃗1, s)) =

ρ((r⃗1,s),(r⃗2,s))
ρ(r⃗1,s)

− ρ(r⃗2, s), and hsC(r⃗2|r⃗1) := hXC((r⃗2,¬s)|(r⃗1, s)) = ρ((r⃗1,s),(r⃗2,¬s))
ρ(r⃗1,s)

− ρ(r⃗2,¬s). This hsX satisfies the
counterpart of Property (b) hsX(r⃗1|r⃗1) = −ρ(r⃗1, s), and complies with the HF case hsC ≡ 0 for either s (with A2.2), But it

is unknown for Property (n)
∫
dr⃗2 h

s
X(r⃗2|r⃗1) =

( ∫
dr⃗2 ρ((r⃗1, s), (r⃗2, s))

)
/ρ(r⃗1, s) −Ns ?

= −1. It also does not satisfy
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Eq. (2.1), though the spin-dependent counterpart holds: hXC(x2|x1) = 1s2=s1h
s1
X (r⃗2|r⃗1) + 1s2 ̸=s1h

s1
C (r⃗2|r⃗1). It seems to

match Koch and Holthausen [11, Eq. (2-20)], but cannot make the form EXC = 1
2

∫
dr⃗1dr⃗2

ρ(r⃗1)hXC(r⃗2|r⃗1)
r12

.
Note that the above concepts and conclusions are general. The Fermi (/Coulomb) hole describes any correlation between

any two fermions of the same kind with the same spin (/with different spins) and the conclusions hold in general, whatever
the interaction is between the two fermions. The Coulomb hole gets its name from the common case where the correlation
between antiparallel-spin electrons mainly comes from their Coulomb (electrostatic) interaction. The total hole is named
exchange-correlation hole, since for interacting electrons, it “describes the change in conditional probability caused by the
correlation for self-interaction, exchange and Coulomb correlation, compared to the completely uncorrelated situation” [11].
To determine the holes, inter-fermion interaction and global potential (i.e., the Hamiltonian) need to be specified, but in any
setup, the conclusions here hold.

2.1.3 Operators
For a general one-particle operator Ô· and a general two-particle operator Ŵ··, define their extensions Ô, Ŵ to an N -
particle wavefunction as:

Ôψ(x) :=
∑
k∈[N ]

Ôkψ(x1, · · · , xN ), Ŵψ(x) :=
1

2

∑
j ̸=k

Ŵjkψ(x1, · · · , xN ). (2.2)

If ψ(x1, · · · , xN ) is (anti)symmetric, then:

⟨ψ|Ô|ψ⟩ =
∑
k∈[N ]

∫
dx1 · · ·dxN ψ∗(x1, · · · , xN )Ôkψ(x1, · · · , xN )

(*)
=

∑
k∈[N ]

∫
dxkdx1 · · ·dx¬k · · ·dxN ψ∗(xk, x1, · · · , x¬k, · · · , xN )Ôkψ(xk, x1, · · · , x¬k, · · · , xN )

(#)
=

∑
k∈[N ]

∫
dx1 · · ·dxN ψ∗(x1, · · · , xN )Ô1ψ(x1, · · · , xN )

= N⟨ψ|Ô1|ψ⟩, (2.3)

⟨ψ|Ô|ψ⟩ =
∫

dx1 Ô1P
(1)

[ψ] (x1; x
′
1 = x1) = tr

(
Ô·P

(1)

[ψ]

)
, (2.4)

where (*) is due to that Ô is linear thus commutes with the sign, and (#) is just a rename of dummy variables. Similarly,

⟨ψ|Ŵ |ψ⟩ = 1

2
N(N − 1)⟨ψ|Ŵ12|ψ⟩ =

1

2
tr
(
Ŵ··P

(2)

[ψ]

)
. (2.5)

2.2 Second Quantization
[ref. course note].

2.2.1 Ladder operators: Algebraic description

Figure 1: The ladder operators make things easier. [source]

Let â be an operator on an arbitrary Hilbert space of states, and â† be its conjugate. Then â is called a lower-
ing/annihilation operator and â† a raising/creation/destruction operator), if [â, â†] = 1 (identity operator). Jointly,
â and â† are called ladder operators. The eigenstates of â†â satisfy:

[â, â†] = 1 =⇒

â
†â |n⟩ = n |n⟩,
â† |n⟩ =

√
n+ 1 |n+ 1⟩,

â |n⟩ =
√
n |n− 1⟩,

n ∈ N.

For quantum harmonic oscillator, the Hamiltonian is Ĥ = p̂2

2m
+ 1

2
mω2x2. We can choose â =

1√
2

(√
mω
ℏ x+ i p̂√

mωℏ

)
, then [â, â†] = 1, and Ĥ = ℏω

(
â†â+ 1

2

)
(Fig. 1). The eigenstates are then given by those

of the ladder operator.
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2.2.2 The Fock space
Useful conclusions. Let ΠN be the set of permutations / symmetric group on [N ] := {1, . . . , N}, and p ∈ {−1, 1} be
the particle parity. If p = −1 (fermion), pπ is the sign of permutation π. Let⃝, be two reducing operators (e.g.,

∑
,∏

).
For a function f(·, ·) that adopts two indices each within [N ], we have:

π,π′∈ΠN
pπpπ

′
⃝i∈[N ] f(πi,π

′
i) = N !

π∈ΠN
pπ ⃝i∈[N ] f(i,πi). (2.6)

To see this, l.h.s is
π,π′∈ΠN

pπpπ
′
⃝j∈[N ] f(j,π

′
π−1
j

) =
π∈ΠN π′∈ΠN

pπ
′◦π−1

⃝j∈[N ] f(j, (π
′ ◦ π−1)j).

Since for a fixed π, π′ ◦ π−1 traverses ΠN when π′ does, so this is
π∈ΠN π′′∈ΠN

pπ
′′
⃝j∈[N ] f(j,π

′′
j ) =

N !
π′′∈ΠN

pπ
′′
⃝j∈[N ] f(j,π

′′
j ).

For a function f(·, · · · , ·) that adopts N (usually distinct) indices each within [N ], and a fixed position k ∈ [N ], we
have:

⃝π∈ΠN pπf(π1, · · · ,πN ) =⃝j∈[N ]⃝π′∈Π[N]\{j} pj−kpπ
′
f(π′1, · · · , j︸︷︷︸

k-th

, · · · ,π′N−1). (2.7)

To see this, for j > k, note that permuting π = (π′1, · · · ,π′k−1, j,π
′
k, · · · ,π′N ) to (1, · · · , N) whose sign is pπ , can be

done by first permuting π′ to (1, · · · , k − 1, k, · · · , j − 1, j + 1, · · · , N) whose sign is pπ
′

(kind of by definition), and
then permuting (1, · · · , k− 1, j, k, · · · , j− 1, j+1, · · · , N) to (1, · · · , k− 1, k, · · · , j− 1, j, j+1, · · · , N) whose sign
is pk−j = pj−k. Things go similarly for j ⩽ k. So for such a (π,π′) pair, we have pπ = pj−kpπ

′
. This leads to the

determinant expansion along row/column k when p = −1.
Wavefunction/State description. Given a Hilbert space H of one-particle wavefunctions/states, the Fock space is
the state space of multiple non-interacting identical/indistinguishable p-symmetric particles:

Fp(H ) :=
∞⊕
N=0

Fp,N (H ), Fp,N (H ) := Ap(H
N ),

and Fp,0 := C. Here Ap is the p-symmetrizer, which constructs a Fock state from {ϕi}Ni=1 ⊂H :

|ϕ1 · · ·ϕN ⟩p := Ap(|ϕ1⟩ ⊗ · · · ⊗ |ϕN ⟩) :=
1√
N !

∑
π∈ΠN

pπ |ϕπ1⟩ ⊗ · · · ⊗ |ϕπN ⟩ ∈ Fp,N (H ), (2.8)

|ϕ1 · · ·ϕN ⟩p(x1, · · · , xN ) =
〈
x1, · · · , xN

∣∣|ϕ1 · · ·ϕN ⟩p
〉

=
1√
N !

∑
π∈ΠN

pπϕπ1(x1) · · ·ϕπN (xN ) =
1√
N !

∑
π∈ΠN

pπϕ1(xπ1) · · ·ϕN (xπN ) =
1√
N !

detp[ϕi(xj)]ij .

(2.9)

For bosons, p = 1 and this is a permanent. For fermions, p = −1 and this gives the Slater determinant Eq. (3.1). By
definition, we also have:

|ϕ1 · · ·ϕk · · ·ϕN ⟩p = pk−1|ϕkϕ1 · · ·ϕ¬k · · ·ϕN ⟩p. (2.10)

The inner product in Fp,N is:

⟨χ1 · · ·χN |ϕ1 · · ·ϕN ⟩p =
1

N !

∑
π,π′∈ΠN

pπpπ
′ ∏
i∈[N ]

〈
χπ′

i

∣∣∣ϕπi

〉
Eq. (2.6)
=

∑
π∈ΠN

pπ
∏
i∈[N ]

⟨χi|ϕπi⟩ = detp[⟨χi|ϕj⟩]ij .

(2.11)

For the second-quantization representation of a Fock state, let {|α⟩}α be a complete basis of H . Then a state
|ϕ1 · · ·ϕN ⟩p ∈ Fp,N where {ϕi}i ⊆ {|α⟩}α can also be expressed by counting the number of ϕi that occupies |1⟩, |2⟩, · · ·
in turn: |n1, n2, · · ·⟩. Due to the Pauli exclusion principle, for fermions, each ni can only be either 0 or 1. So this expression
is particularly interested for bosons, in which case each ϕi occupying |α⟩ (i.e., |ϕi⟩ = |α⟩) is called a phonon of type α,
and |n1, n2, · · ·⟩ = 1√

n1!n2!···
|1 · · · 1︸ ︷︷ ︸

n1

2 · · · 2︸ ︷︷ ︸
n2

· · ·⟩+1.

Reduced densities and RDMs of a Fock state. For the reduced density matrices (RDMs) of a Fock state ψp =
|ϕ1 · · ·ϕN ⟩p, first note that:

ψp(x1, x2, x3, · · · xN )
Eq. (2.9)
=

1√
N !

∑
π∈ΠN

pπϕπ1(x1)ϕπ2(x2)ϕπ3(x3) · · ·ϕπN (xN )

Eq. (2.7)
=

1√
N !

∑
j∈[N ]

pj−1
∑

π′∈Π[N]\{j}

pπ
′
ϕj(x1)ϕπ′

1
(x2)ϕπ′

2
(x3) · · ·ϕπ′

N−1
(xN )

=
1√
N

∑
j∈[N ]

pj−1ϕj(x1)|· · ·ϕ¬j · · ·⟩p(x2, · · · , xN ) (2.12)
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Eq. (2.7)
=
(*)

1√
N !

∑
j∈[N ]

pj−1
∑

k∈[N ]\{j}

pk−1k>j−1
∑

π′′∈Π[N]\{j,k}

pπ
′′
ϕj(x1)ϕk(x2)ϕπ′′

1
(x3) · · ·ϕπ′

N−2
(xN )

=
1√

N(N − 1)

∑
j ̸=k

pj−k+1k>jϕj(x1)ϕk(x2)|· · ·ϕ¬j · · ·ϕ¬k · · ·⟩p(x3, · · · , xN ) (2.13)

=
1√

N(N − 1)

∑
j<k

pj−k+1(ϕj(x1)ϕk(x2) + pϕk(x1)ϕj(x2)
)
|· · ·ϕ¬j · · ·ϕ¬k · · ·⟩p(x3, · · · , xN ), (2.14)

where 1k>j arises in (*) since if k > j, then k − 1 (instead of k) is the position (counted from 1) of the value k in the
ordered sequence [1, · · · , j− 1, j+1, · · · , N ] of π′. Since cavities are interchangeable, the symbol |· · ·ϕ¬j · · ·ϕ¬k · · ·⟩p
means

∣∣· · ·ϕ¬min{j,k} · · ·ϕ¬max{j,k} · · ·
〉
p

and is the same as |· · ·ϕ¬k · · ·ϕ¬j · · ·⟩p. So the 1-RDM and 2-RDM are:

Pp(x; x
′) := N

∫
dx2 · · ·dxN ψp(x, x2, · · · xN )ψ∗p(x

′, x2, · · · xN )

Eq. (2.12)
=

∑
j,j′∈[N ]

pj−j
′
ϕj(x)ϕ

∗
j′(x

′)⟨· · ·ϕ¬j′ · · ·|· · ·ϕ¬j · · ·⟩p,
(2.15)

Pp(x1, x2; x
′
1, x
′
2) := N(N − 1)

∫
dx3 · · ·dxN ψp(x1, x2, x3, · · · xN )ψ∗p(x

′
1, x
′
2, x3, · · · xN )

Eq. (2.13)
=

∑
j ̸=k

∑
j′ ̸=k′

pj−k+1k>jpj
′−k′+1k′>j′ϕj(x1)ϕk(x2)ϕ

∗
j′(x

′
1)ϕ
∗
k′(x

′
2)⟨· · ·ϕ¬j′ · · ·ϕ¬k′ · · ·|· · ·ϕ¬j · · ·ϕ¬k · · ·⟩p(2.16)

Eq. (2.14)
=

∑
j<k

∑
j′<k′

pj−kpj
′−k′(ϕj(x1)ϕk(x2) + pϕk(x1)ϕj(x2)

)(
ϕ∗j′(x

′
1)ϕ
∗
k′(x

′
2) + pϕ∗k′(x

′
1)ϕ
∗
j′(x

′
2)
)
· · ·

⟨· · ·ϕ¬j′ · · ·ϕ¬k′ · · ·|· · ·ϕ¬j · · ·ϕ¬k · · ·⟩p.

From Eq. (2.15), since pj−j
′
ϕj(x)ϕ

∗
j′(x)⟨· · ·ϕ¬j′ · · ·|· · ·ϕ¬j · · ·⟩p = (pj

′−jϕj′(x)ϕ
∗
j (x)⟨· · ·ϕ¬j · · ·|· · ·ϕ¬j′ · · ·⟩p)

∗,

we have ρp(x) =
∑
j∈[N ]|ϕj(x)|

2⟨· · ·ϕ¬j · · ·|· · ·ϕ¬j · · ·⟩p +2
∑
j<j′ p

j−j′ℜ
(
ϕj(x)ϕ

∗
j′(x)⟨· · ·ϕ¬j′ · · ·|· · ·ϕ¬j · · ·⟩p

)
.

For orthonormal {ϕi}Ni=1, from Eq. (2.11), we have ⟨· · ·ϕ¬j′ · · ·|· · ·ϕ¬j · · ·⟩p = δj′j , and
⟨· · ·ϕ¬j′ · · ·ϕ¬k′ · · ·|· · ·ϕ¬j · · ·ϕ¬k · · ·⟩p = δj′jδk′k for j < k and j′ < k′. So:

Pp(x; x
′) =

∑
j∈[N ]

ϕj(x)ϕ
∗
j (x
′), (2.17)

Pp(x1, x2; x
′
1, x
′
2) =

∑
j<k

(
ϕj(x1)ϕk(x2) + pϕk(x1)ϕj(x2)

)(
ϕ∗j (x

′
1)ϕ
∗
k(x
′
2) + pϕ∗k(x

′
1)ϕ
∗
j (x
′
2)
)

=
∑
j<k

ϕj(x1)ϕk(x2)
(
ϕ∗j (x

′
1)ϕ
∗
k(x
′
2) + pϕ∗k(x

′
1)ϕ
∗
j (x
′
2)
)
+

∑
j<k

pϕk(x1)ϕj(x2)
(
ϕ∗j (x

′
1)ϕ
∗
k(x
′
2) + pϕ∗k(x

′
1)ϕ
∗
j (x
′
2)
)

(*)
=

∑
j<k

ϕj(x1)ϕk(x2)
(
ϕ∗j (x

′
1)ϕ
∗
k(x
′
2) + pϕ∗k(x

′
1)ϕ
∗
j (x
′
2)
)
+

∑
k<j

ϕj(x1)ϕk(x2)
(
pϕ∗k(x

′
1)ϕ
∗
j (x
′
2) + ϕ∗j (x

′
1)ϕ
∗
k(x
′
2)
)

=
∑
j ̸=k

ϕj(x1)ϕk(x2)
(
ϕ∗j (x

′
1)ϕ
∗
k(x
′
2) + pϕ∗k(x

′
1)ϕ
∗
j (x
′
2)
)

=
∑
j,k

ϕj(x1)ϕk(x2)
(
ϕ∗j (x

′
1)ϕ
∗
k(x
′
2) + pϕ∗k(x

′
1)ϕ
∗
j (x
′
2)
)
− 1p=12

∑
j∈[N ]

ϕj(x1)ϕj(x2)ϕ
∗
j (x
′
1)ϕ
∗
j (x
′
2),

(2.18)

where (*) just renames (k, j)← (j, k) for the second term. Note that for fermions p = −1, the 2-RDM can be determined
from the 1-RDM:

Pp=−1(x1, x2; x
′
1, x
′
2) =

∑
j,k

ϕj(x1)ϕ
∗
j (x
′
1)ϕk(x2)ϕ

∗
k(x
′
2)−

∑
j,k

ϕj(x1)ϕ
∗
j (x
′
2)ϕk(x2)ϕ

∗
k(x
′
1)

= Pp=−1(x1; x
′
1)Pp=−1(x2; x

′
2)− Pp=−1(x1; x

′
2)Pp=−1(x2; x

′
1). (2.19)

Expressing 2-RDM using 1-RDM seems impossible for non-orthonormal {ϕi}Ni=1. Note ⟨· · ·ϕ¬j′ · · ·|· · ·ϕ¬j · · ·⟩p =∑
k∈[N ]\{j} p

(k−1k>j)−(k′−1k′>j′ )⟨ϕk′ |ϕk⟩⟨· · ·ϕ¬j′ · · ·ϕ¬k′ · · ·|· · ·ϕ¬j · · ·ϕ¬k · · ·⟩p.
The density and pair-density functions are:

ρp(x) =
∑
j∈[N ]

|ϕj(x)|2, (2.20)

ρp(x1, x2) =
∑
j,k

|ϕj(x1)|2|ϕk(x2)|2 + p
∑
j,k

ϕ∗k(x1)ϕj(x1)ϕ
∗
j (x2)ϕk(x2)− 1p=12

∑
j∈[N ]

|ϕj(x1)|2|ϕj(x2)|2

= ρp(x1)ρp(x2) + p
∣∣∣ ∑
j∈[N ]

ϕ∗j (x1)ϕj(x2)
∣∣∣2 − 1p=12

∑
j∈[N ]

|ϕj(x1)|2|ϕj(x2)|2. (2.21)
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2.2.3 Ladder operators in Fock space
Define a handy notation, [ϕ1, · · · , ϕN ]π1...πN , as the tensor product where ϕi appears in the πi-th position, i.e.,

[ϕ1, · · · , ϕN ]π1...πN := |ϕ
π−1

1
⟩ ⊗ · · · ⊗ |ϕ

π−1
N
⟩,

⟨x1, · · · , xN |[ϕ1, · · · , ϕN ]π1...πN ⟩ = [ϕ1, · · · , ϕN ]π1...πN (x1, · · · , xN ) = ϕ1(xπ1) · · ·ϕN (xπN ).

Since pπ = pπ
−1

and π−1 traverses ΠN when π does, we have:

|ϕ1 · · ·ϕN ⟩p =
1√
N !

∑
π∈ΠN

pπ [ϕ1, · · · , ϕN ]π1...πN ,

|ϕ1 · · ·ϕk · · ·ϕN ⟩p
Eq. (2.7)
=

1√
N !

∑
j∈[N ]

pj−k
∑

π′∈Π[N]\{j}

pπ
′
[ϕ1, · · · , ϕk, · · · , ϕN ]π′

1...j...π
′
N−1

=
1√
N !

∑
j∈[N ]

pj−k
∑

π′∈Π[N]\{j}

pπ
′
[ϕk, ϕ1, · · · , ϕ¬k, · · · , ϕN ]j,π′

1...π
′
N−1

=
1√
N

∑
j∈[N ]

pj−k [ϕk, |ϕ1 · · ·ϕ¬k · · ·ϕN ⟩p]j,(1,...,¬j,...,N). (2.22)

Given η ∈H , define the creation operator â†(η) : Fp,N−1 → Fp,N as:

â†(η)|ϕ1 · · ·ϕN−1⟩p := |ηϕ1 · · ·ϕN−1⟩p
Eq. (2.22)
=

1√
N

∑
j∈[N ]

pj−1[η, |ϕ1 · · ·ϕN−1⟩p
]
j,(1,...,¬j,...,N)

. (2.23)

Its adjoint in Fp, the annihilation operator â(η) : Fp,N−1 → Fp,N , is characterized by

⟨ϕ1 · · ·ϕN−1|â(η)|χ1 · · ·χN ⟩p =
〈
χ1 · · ·χN

∣∣∣â†(η)∣∣∣ϕ1 · · ·ϕN−1

〉∗
p

Eq. (2.23)
=

1√
N

∑
j∈[N ]

pj−1
〈
χ1 · · ·χN

∣∣∣[η, |ϕ1 · · ·ϕN−1⟩p
]
j,(1,...,¬j,...,N)

〉∗
p

Eq. (2.22)
=

1

N

∑
j∈[N ]

pj−1
∑
k∈[N ]

pk−j⟨χk|η⟩∗⟨χ1 · · ·χ¬k · · ·χN |ϕ1 · · ·ϕN−1⟩∗p

=
∑
k∈[N ]

pk−1⟨η|χk⟩⟨ϕ1 · · ·ϕN−1|χ1 · · ·χ¬k · · ·χN ⟩p,

which indicates:

â(η)|ϕ1 · · ·ϕN ⟩p =
∑
j∈[N ]

pj−1⟨η|ϕj⟩|ϕ1 · · ·ϕ¬j · · ·ϕN ⟩p. (2.24)

Alternatively, the two operators can also be defined recursively, in the form presented in Wikipedia. Define the insertion
and deletion operators recursively:

|ϕi⟩ ⊗p |1⟩ := |ϕi⟩, |ϕi⟩ ⊗p (|ϕj⟩ ⊗ |ψ⟩) := |ϕi⟩ ⊗ |ϕj⟩ ⊗ |ψ⟩+ p|ϕj⟩ ⊗ (|ϕi⟩ ⊗p |ψ⟩);
|ϕi⟩ ⊘p |1⟩ := 0, |ϕi⟩ ⊘p (|ϕj⟩ ⊗ |ψ⟩) := δij |ψ⟩+ p|ϕj⟩ ⊗ (|ϕi⟩ ⊘p |ψ⟩).

Note ⊗−1 is just the wedge product ∧. Then the two operators can be defined as:

â†(η)|ψ⟩ := 1√
N + 1

|η⟩ ⊗p |ψ⟩, â(η)|ψ⟩ := 1√
N
|η⟩ ⊘p |ψ⟩, ∀η ∈H , ψ ∈ Fp,N .

We can then verify that for any |η1⟩ and |η2⟩,

â†(η2)â(η1)|ϕ1 · · ·ϕN ⟩p
Eq. (2.24)
=

∑
j∈[N ]

pj−1⟨η1|ϕj⟩â†(η2)|ϕ1 · · ·ϕ¬j · · ·ϕN ⟩p
Eq. (2.23)
=

∑
j∈[N ]

pj−1⟨η1|ϕj⟩|η2ϕ1 · · ·ϕ¬j · · ·ϕN ⟩p

Eq. (2.10)
=

∑
j∈[N ]

⟨η1|ϕj⟩|ϕ1 · · · η2︸︷︷︸
replace ϕj

· · ·ϕN ⟩p, (2.25)

â(η1)â
†(η2)|ϕ1 · · ·ϕN ⟩p

Eq. (2.23)
= â(η1)|η2ϕ1 · · ·ϕN ⟩p

Eq. (2.24)
= ⟨η1|η2⟩|ϕ1 · · ·ϕN ⟩p +

∑
j∈[N ]

pj⟨η1|ϕj⟩|η2ϕ1 · · ·ϕ¬j · · ·ϕN ⟩p

Eq. (2.10)
= ⟨η1|η2⟩|ϕ1 · · ·ϕN ⟩p + p

∑
j∈[N ]

⟨η1|ϕj⟩|ϕ1 · · · η2︸︷︷︸
replace ϕj

· · ·ϕN ⟩p.

By defining [Â, B̂]−p := ÂB̂ − pB̂Â, we have:[
â†(η1), â

†(η2)
]
−p

= [â(η1), â(η2)]−p = 0,
[
â(η1), â

†(η2)
]
−p

= ⟨η1|η2⟩.
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So for bosons (p = 1) and orthonormal {ηi}i, they are the standard lowering and raising operators. From Eq. (2.25), we
also have for orthonormal {ϕi}i,

â†(ϕj)â(ϕj)|ϕi1 · · ·ϕiN ⟩p =
∑
k∈[N ]

δjik |ϕi1 · · · ϕj︸︷︷︸
replace ϕik

· · ·ϕin⟩p =
∑
k∈[N ]

δjik |ϕi1 · · ·ϕin⟩p = nj |ϕi1 · · ·ϕiN ⟩p

counts the number of particles in |ϕi1 · · ·ϕiN ⟩p occupying state |ϕj⟩.
2.2.4 Second quantization in Fock space
For a general one-particle operator Ô·, define its extension Ô to N particles as: Ô|ψ(x1, · · · , xN )⟩ :=∑
k∈[N ] Ôk|ψ(x1, · · · , xN )⟩, where Ôk acts on particle xk (Eq. (2.2)). Its application on a Fock state is:

Ô|ϕ1 · · ·ϕN ⟩p =
1√
N !

∑
k∈[N ]

∑
π∈ΠN

pπ|ϕπ1⟩ ⊗ · · · ⊗ Ô·|ϕπk ⟩ ⊗ · · · ⊗ |ϕπN ⟩

Eq. (2.7)
=

1√
N !

∑
k∈[N ]

∑
j∈[N ]

pj−k
∑

π′∈Π[N]\{j}

pπ
′
|ϕπ′

1
⟩ ⊗ · · · ⊗ Ô·|ϕj⟩︸ ︷︷ ︸

k-th

⊗ · · · ⊗ |ϕπ′
N−1
⟩

π′′←π′−1

=
1√
N !

∑
j∈[N ]

∑
k∈[N ]

pj−k
∑

π′′∈Π[N]\{k}

pπ
′′
[ϕ1, · · · , Ô·ϕj , · · · , ϕN ]π′′

1 ,...,k,...,π
′′
N−1

Eq. (2.7)
=

1√
N !

∑
j∈[N ]

∑
π∈ΠN

pπ[ϕ1, · · · , Ô·ϕj , · · · , ϕN ]π1,...,πN

=
∑
j∈[N ]

|ϕ1 · · · (Ô·ϕj) · · ·ϕN ⟩p. (2.26)

For a basis {|α⟩}α of H , we can construct a one-particle operator:

Â(αα′)
· := |α⟩

〈
α′
∣∣, H →H .

Its extension acting on a Fp,N state is given by:

Â(αα′)|ϕ1 · · ·ϕN ⟩p
Eq. (2.26)
=

∑
j∈[N ]

〈
α′
∣∣ϕj〉|ϕ1 · · · α︸︷︷︸

replace ϕj

· · ·ϕN ⟩p.

Compared with Eq. (2.25), we know:

Â(αα′) = â†(α)â(α′).

If {|α⟩}α is complete, then these operators {Â(αα′)
· }αα′ also form a complete basis of one-particle-state operators, so

for any one-particle operator Ô·, we have Ô· =
∑
α,α′ |α⟩⟨α|Ô·|α′⟩⟨α′|. So for its extension Ô,

Ô|ϕ1 · · ·ϕN ⟩p
Eq. (2.26)
=

∑
j∈[N ]

∣∣∣ϕ1 · · ·
(∑
α,α′

|α⟩⟨α|Ô·|α′⟩
〈
α′
∣∣ϕj〉) · · ·ϕN〉

p
=

∑
α,α′

⟨α|Ô·|α′⟩
∑
j∈[N ]

〈
α′
∣∣ϕj〉∣∣∣ϕ1 · · · α︸︷︷︸

replace ϕj

· · ·ϕN
〉
p

Eq. (2.25)
=

∑
α,α′

⟨α|Ô·|α′⟩â†(α)â(α′)|ϕ1 · · ·ϕN ⟩p,

which means:
Ô =

∑
α,α′

⟨α|Ô·|α′⟩Â(αα′) =
∑
α,α′

⟨α|Ô·|α′⟩â†(α)â(α′).

Similarly, for a two-particle operator Ŵ··, we have Ŵ·· =
∑
α,β,α′,β′ |αβ⟩⟨αβ|Ŵ··|α′β′⟩⟨α′β′|, and its extension

Ŵ |ψ(x1, · · · , xN )⟩ := 1
2

∑
j ̸=k Ŵjk|ψ(x1, · · · , xN )⟩ (Eq. (2.2)). So,

Ŵ |ϕ1 · · ·ϕN ⟩p =
1

2

∑
j ̸=k

∑
α,β,α′,β′

〈
α′
∣∣ϕj〉〈β′∣∣ϕk〉⟨αβ|Ŵ··|α′β′⟩∣∣ϕ1 · · · α︸︷︷︸

replace ϕj

· · · β︸︷︷︸
replace ϕk

· · ·ϕN
〉
p
,

which holds since ⟨α′β′|ϕjϕk⟩ =
∫
dx1dx2 α

′∗(x1)β
′∗(x2)ϕj(x1)ϕk(x2) = ⟨α′|ϕj⟩⟨β′|ϕk⟩. On the other hand,

â†(α)â†(β)â(β′)â(α′)|ϕ1 · · ·ϕN ⟩p
Eq. (2.24)
=

∑
j∈[N ]

pj−1〈α′∣∣ϕj〉â†(α)â†(β)â(β′)|ϕ1 · · ·ϕ¬j · · ·ϕN ⟩p

Eq. (2.25)
=

∑
j∈[N ]

pj−1〈α′∣∣ϕj〉 ∑
k∈[N ]\{j}

〈
β′
∣∣ϕk〉â†(α)∣∣ϕ1 · · ·ϕ¬j · · · β︸︷︷︸

replace ϕk

· · ·ϕN
〉
p

Eq. (2.23)
=

∑
j ̸=k

pj−1〈α′∣∣ϕj〉〈β′∣∣ϕk〉∣∣αϕ1 · · ·ϕ¬j · · · β︸︷︷︸
replace ϕk

· · ·ϕN
〉
p

Eq. (2.10)
=

∑
j ̸=k

〈
α′
∣∣ϕj〉〈β′∣∣ϕk〉∣∣ϕ1 · · · α︸︷︷︸

replace ϕj

· · · β︸︷︷︸
replace ϕk

· · ·ϕN
〉
p
, (2.27)
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Figure 2: Atomic units (from [11]).

so we have:

Ŵ =
1

2

∑
α,β,α′,β′

⟨αβ|Ŵ··|α′β′⟩â†(α)â†(β)â(β′)â(α′).

For anN -particle Hamiltonian Ĥ = Ô+Ŵ =
∑
α,α′ O

α
α′ â†(α)â(α′)+ 1

2

∑
α,β,α′,β′ W

αβ
α′β′ â

†(α)â†(β)â(β′)â(α′)

where Oα
α′ := ⟨α|Ô·|α′⟩ and Wαβ

α′β′ := ⟨αβ|Ŵ··|α′β′⟩, we have:

⟨ψ|Ĥ|ψ⟩ =
∑
α,α′

Oα
α′Pα′

α +
1

2

∑
α,β,α′,β′

Wαβ
α′β′P

α′β′

αβ ,

where Pα′
α := ⟨ψ|â†(α)â(α′)|ψ⟩ and Pα′β′

αβ := ⟨ψ|â†(α)â†(β)â(β′)â(α′)|ψ⟩ are the one- and two-particle reduced
density matrix (1- and 2-RDM) of the N -particle wavefunction ψ.7 This is the RDM-form of the Hamiltonian under the
second quantization formulation. Particularly, for |ψp⟩ = |ϕ1 · · ·ϕN ⟩p,〈

ψp

∣∣∣â†(x′1)â†(x′2)â(x2)â(x1)
∣∣∣ψp

〉
Eq. (2.27)
=

∑
j ̸=k

⟨x1|ϕj⟩⟨x2|ϕk⟩
〈
ϕ1 · · · x′1︸︷︷︸

replace ϕj

· · · x′2︸︷︷︸
replace ϕk

· · ·ϕN
∣∣ϕ1 · · ·ϕN

〉∗
p

Eq. (2.11)
=

∑
j ̸=k

ϕj(x1)ϕk(x2)
∑

π∈ΠN

pπ
∏

i/∈{j,k}

⟨ϕi|ϕπi⟩
∗ϕ∗πj (x

′
1)ϕ
∗
πk (x

′
2)

Eq. (2.7)
=

∑
j ̸=k

ϕj(x1)ϕk(x2)
∑
j′∈[N ]

pj
′−j

∑
π′∈Π[N]\{j′}

pπ
′ ∏
i/∈{j,k}

⟨ϕi|ϕπ′
i−1i>j

⟩∗ϕ∗j′(x′1)ϕ∗π′
k−1k>j

(x′2)

Eq. (2.7)
=
(*)

∑
j ̸=k

ϕj(x1)ϕk(x2)
∑
j′∈[N ]

pj
′−j

∑
k′∈[N ]\{j′}

p(k
′−1k′>j′ )−(k−1k>j)

∑
π′′∈Π[N]\{j′,k′}

pπ
′′ ∏
i/∈{j,k}

⟨ϕi|ϕπ′′
i−1i>j−1i>k

⟩∗ϕ∗j′(x′1)ϕ∗k′(x′2)

Eq. (2.11)
=

∑
j ̸=k

∑
j′ ̸=k′

pj−k+1k>jpj
′−k′+1k′>j′ϕj(x1)ϕk(x2)ϕ

∗
j′(x

′
1)ϕ
∗
k′(x

′
2)⟨· · ·ϕ¬j′ · · ·ϕ¬k′ · · ·|· · ·ϕ¬j · · ·ϕ¬k · · ·⟩p

Eq. (2.16)
= Pp(x1, x2; x

′
1, x
′
2)

is the usual 2-RDM of ψp under the coordinate representation. (Note in (*), k′ − 1k′>j′ represents the position of value k′

in the ordered sequence [1, · · · , j′ − 1, j′ + 1, · · · , N ] of π′, and k − 1k>j is the position at which π′ is to be replaced
with value k′.)

2.3 Coulomb Many-Body System
2.3.1 Hamiltonian
For a molecule system, under the Born-Oppenheimer approximation, the Hamiltonian for its N electrons given the charges
and positions of the NA nuclei {(ZA, r⃗A)}A∈[NA] is (adopting the atomic units; see Fig. 2):

Ĥ = T̂ + V̂Ne︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:Ĥ(1)

+Ŵee =
∑
i∈[N ]

(
T̂i + V̂Nei

)
+

1

2

∑
i ̸=j

Ŵeeij , (2.28)

7They are the analogues of ⟨α′|P (1)|α⟩ and ⟨α′β′|P (2)|αβ⟩.
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where the terms correspond to the extensions of T̂iψ(x) = − 1
2
∇2
iψ(x), V̂Neiψ(x) = VNe(r⃗i)ψ(x) =

−
∑
A∈[NA]

ZA
riA

ψ(x) where riA := ∥r⃗i − r⃗A∥, and Ŵeeijψ(x) = 1
rij
ψ(x) where rij := ∥r⃗i − r⃗j∥. From Eqs. (2.3,

2.4, 2.5) , the mean energy is:

E[ψ] = ⟨ψ|Ĥ|ψ⟩ = − N

2
⟨ψ|∇2

1|ψ⟩+N⟨ψ|V̂Ne1|ψ⟩+
1

2
N(N − 1)⟨ψ|1/r12|ψ⟩

= −1

2
tr(∇2P

(1)

[ψ] )︸ ︷︷ ︸
T [P (1)]

+Eρ[ψ]
[VNe]︸ ︷︷ ︸

ENe[ρ]

+
1

2
E
ρ
(2)
[ψ]

(x1,x2)
[1/r12]︸ ︷︷ ︸

Eee[ρ(2)]

. (2.29)

Symbolically,

E[P 12
1′2′ ] = −

1

2

∑
1′
∇2

1=1′P
1
1′ + Eρ1 [VNe1] +

1

2
Eρ12 [1/r12],where

P 1
1′ =

1

N − 1

∑
2′
P 12′
1′2′ , ρ12 = P 12

12 , ρ1 =
1

N − 1

∑
2′
ρ12′

can all be expressed using the 2-RDM. Nevertheless, the proper set of 2-RDMs is hard to describe and only increasingly
better necessary conditions and sufficient conditions are known.

Note that all contractions/reductions ⟨·|·|·⟩, tr(·), E·[·] also sum over spins. As the operators do not contain/operate on
spins, the same equations hold for the spacial counterparts of ρ, ρ(2), P (1), and P (2) that sum over spins beforehand.

By Property (1) of the spin-independent exchange-correlation hole,

Eee[ρ
(2)] = J [ρ] + EXC[ρ;hXC], where (2.30)

J [ρ] :=
1

2

∫
dr⃗1dr⃗2

ρ(r⃗1)ρ(r⃗2)

r12
=

1

2
Eρ[VJ] =

1

2
Eρ1ρ2 [1/r12], where VJ(r⃗) := Eρ(r⃗′)[1/

∥∥r⃗ − r⃗′∥∥], (2.31)

EXC[ρ;hXC] :=
1

2

∫
dr⃗1dr⃗2

ρ(r⃗1, r⃗2)− ρ(r⃗1)ρ(r⃗2)
r12

=
1

2

∫
dr⃗1dr⃗2

ρ(r⃗1)hXC(r⃗2|r⃗1)
r12

=
1

2
Eρ1hXC21

[1/r12]. (2.32)

Here, the Hartree energy J [ρ] (may also be denoted as EH, EHart) represents the classical electrostatic/Coulomb energy of
a charge distribution with itself. It treats ρ as a charge density but ignores its origin from correlated, distributed electrons.
It assumes the element forming the charge density ρ is infinitely divisible so any infinitesimal bulk of ρ can interact with
other parts of ρ. But this is not true since the charge of an electron cannot be divided and the Coulomb energy from the
interaction of charges from the same electron should not be counted. So there is an unphysical self-interaction error in J [ρ].
Particularly, if ρ arises from just one electron distributed in space, Eee should be zero while obviously J [ρ] is not. The
exchange-correlation energy EXC[ρ;hXC] handles the non-classical portion, i.e., the effects of self-interaction, exchange
(antisymmetry), and Coulomb correlations.

2.3.2 Cusp condition
Origin: Kato, 1957 [10].
Laplacian in spherical coordinates Let indices i, j traverse over {x, y, z}, and α, β traverse over {r, θ, ϕ}.

x = r sin θ cosϕ,

y = r sin θ sinϕ,

z = r cos θ,

(
∂r⃗i

∂r⃗α

)
iα

=

sin θ cosϕ r cos θ cosϕ −r sin θ sinϕ
sin θ sinϕ r cos θ sinϕ r sin θ cosϕ

cos θ −r sin θ 0

 ,

gαβ = gij
∂r⃗i

∂r⃗α
∂r⃗j

∂r⃗β
=

∑
i

∂r⃗i

∂r⃗α
∂r⃗i

∂r⃗β
, (gαβ)αβ =

1 0 0
0 r2 0
0 0 r2 sin2 θ

 ,
√
|G|(gαβ)αβ =

r2 sin θ 0 0
0 sin θ 0
0 0 1/ sin θ

 .

∇2 = ∂α(
√
|G|gαβ∂β)/

√
|G| = ∂r(r

2 sin θ∂r)/(r
2 sin θ) + ∂θ(sin θ∂θ)/(r

2 sin θ) + ∂ϕ((1/ sin θ)∂ϕ)/(r
2 sin θ)

=
1

r2
∂r(r

2∂r) +
1

r2

(
1

sin θ
∂θ(sin θ∂θ) +

1

sin2 θ
∂2
ϕ

)
.

In Rd, if denoting∇2
Sd−1 as the Laplacian on the (d− 1)-dimensional unit sphere, we have:

∇2 =
1

rd−1
∂r(r

d−1∂r) +
1

r2
∇2

Sd−1 . (2.33)

Nuclear cusp condition Consider the N -electron Hamiltonian Ĥ = − 1
2

∑
i∈[N ]∇

2
i +

∑
i∈[N ] V̂Nei +

∑
i<j Ŵeeij

(Eq. (2.28)). For a solution ψ to the Schrödinger equation Ĥψ = Eψ, the local energy

ϵ(r⃗) :=
(Ĥψ)(r⃗)

ψ(r⃗)
= −1

2

∑
i∈[N ]

∇2
iψ(r⃗)

ψ(r⃗)
−

∑
i∈[n]

∑
A′∈NA

ZA′

riA′
+

∑
i<j

1

rij
≡ E (2.34)

is a finite constant. Note that the wavefunction ψ is continuous everywhere (hence finite everywhere), and is continuously
differentiable wherever the potential is finite and may have discontinuous derivatives elsewhere. So for a configuration
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Figure 3: Ground state wavefunction of two antiparallel electrons in H2 (located at −1 and +1) when fixing x2 = 0
(from [19]).

r⃗ = (r⃗1, r⃗2, · · · , r⃗N ) where r⃗2, · · · , r⃗N makes all of 1/riA′ and 1/rij finite while r⃗1 → r⃗A, all terms in ϵ(r⃗) are finite

except − 1
2

∇2
1ψ(r⃗)

ψ(r⃗)
and − ZA

r1A
. To make ϵ(r⃗) still a finite constant E,

∇2
1ψ(r⃗)

ψ(r⃗)
+

2ZA
r1A

Eq. (2.33)
=

1

rd−1

∂r(r
d−1∂rψ(r, θ⃗, r⃗2:N ))

ψ(r, θ⃗, r⃗2:N )
+

1

r2
∇2

Sd−1ψ(r, θ⃗, r⃗2:N )

ψ(r, θ⃗, r⃗2:N )
+

2ZA
r

(2.35)

should remain finite, where we denoted r1A using r, and used the spherical coordinates (r, θ⃗) for r⃗1 (θ⃗ ∈ Sd−1). Since ψ
is finite as r → 0, it is equivalent to that 1

rd−1 ∂r(r
d−1∂rψ(r, θ⃗, r⃗2:N )) + 1

r2
∇2

Sd−1ψ(r, θ⃗, r⃗2:N ) + 2ZA
r
ψ(r, θ⃗, r⃗2:N ) is

finite. Since ψ(r, θ⃗, r⃗2:N ) is continuously differentiable in θ⃗, we have:∫
Sd−1

dθ⃗∇2
Sd−1ψ(θ⃗, · · · ) =

∫
Sd−1

dθ⃗∇Sd−1 · ∇Sd−1ψ(θ⃗, · · · ) =
∫
∂Sd−1

dn⃗ · ∇Sd−1ψ(θ⃗, · · · )

due to Stokes’ theorem, which is zero since ∂Sd−1 = ∅. Hence, after taking the spherical average 1∫
Sd−1 dθ⃗

∫
Sd−1 dθ⃗ · · · , it

suffices that
1

rd−1
∂r(r

d−1∂rψ̄(r, r⃗2:N )) +
2ZA
r
ψ̄(r, r⃗2:N ) = ∂2

r ψ̄(r, r⃗2:N ) +
d− 1

r
∂rψ̄(r, r⃗2:N ) +

2ZA
r
ψ̄(r, r⃗2:N )

is finite as r → 0. If ∂2
r ψ̄(r, r⃗2:N ) is finite as r → 0 (d ⩾ 2), we then have:

∂r log ψ̄(r, r⃗2:N )
∣∣
r=0+

= − 2

d− 1
ZA. (2.36)

When d = 3, this is ∂r log ψ̄(r, r⃗2:N )
∣∣
r=0+

= −ZA.
Schrödinger equation in the center-of-mass frame Let indices i, j traverse over {x1, y1, z1, x2, y2, z2}, and α, β
traverse over {xd, yd, zd, xc, yc, zc}.{

r⃗d = r⃗2 − r⃗1,
r⃗c =

m1
m1+m2

r⃗1 +
m2

m1+m2
r⃗2,

{
r⃗1 = − m2

m1+m2
r⃗d + r⃗c,

r⃗2 = m1
m1+m2

r⃗d + r⃗c,

(
∂r⃗i

∂r⃗α

)
iα

=

(
− m2
m1+m2

I I
m1

m1+m2
I I

)
,

∣∣∣∣ ∂r⃗i∂r⃗α

∣∣∣∣
iα

= 1.

gαβ = gij
∂r⃗i

∂r⃗α
∂r⃗j

∂r⃗β
=

(
− m2
m1+m2

I m1
m1+m2

I
I I

)(
m1I 0
0 m2I

)(
− m2
m1+m2

I I
m1

m1+m2
I I

)
=

(
µI 0
0 (m1 +m2)I

)
, µ :=

m1m2

m1 +m2
.

∇2 = gij∂i∂j =
1

m1
∇2

1 +
1

m2
∇2

2 = gαβ∂α∂β =
1

µ
∇2

d +
1

m1 +m2
∇2

c .

T̂ = −∇2
d −

1

4
∇2

c −
1

2

N∑
i=3

∇2
i (i here indexes electrons again). (2.37)
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Electronic cusp condition First consider two antiparallel-spin electrons (no Pauli exclusion), numbered 1 and
2, so that ψ remains finite and nonzero as r12 → 0 while all other 1/rij and 1/riA′ are finite. The local en-
ergy (Eq. (2.34)) is finite iff − 1

2
(∇2

1 + ∇2
2)ψ(r⃗)/ψ(r⃗) + 1/r12 is. Using Eq. (2.37), it requires that (−∇2

d −
1
4
∇2

c )ψ(r⃗d, r⃗c, r⃗3:N )/ψ(r⃗d, r⃗c, r⃗3:N ) + 1/rd is finite as rd → 0, where we denoted r12 as rd and used the center-of-mass
coordinate system. Since ψ is finite (may be 0) as rd → 0, it suffices that (−∇2

d− 1
4
∇2

c )ψ(r⃗d, r⃗c, r⃗3:N )+ψ(r⃗d, r⃗c, r⃗3:N )/rd

is finite (may be 0). As the local kinetic energy of the center-of-mass / two-electron-system as a whole, − 1
4
∇2

cψ should
remain finite as the relative distance rd → 0. So −∇2

dψ(r⃗d, r⃗c, r⃗3:N ) + ψ(r⃗d, r⃗c, r⃗3:N )/rd should be finite. Following a
similar derivation for the nuclear cusp condition, we have:

∂rd log ψ̄(rd, r⃗c, r⃗3:N )
∣∣
rd=0+

=
1

d− 1
, (2.38)

for d ⩾ 2, where ψ̄(rd, r⃗c, r⃗3:N ) is the spherical average of ψ(r⃗d, r⃗c, r⃗3:N ) over the direction of r⃗d. When d = 3, this is
∂rd log ψ̄(rd, r⃗c, r⃗3:N )

∣∣
rd=0+

= 1
2

. For a general expression, the cusp condition can be written as:

∂rij log ψ̄(rij , r⃗cij , r⃗¬{i,j})
∣∣
rij=0+

=
2µijZiZj
d− 1

.

Fig. 3 shows the cusp of the two-electron (with antiparallel spin) wavefunction in H2 molecule. It shows two obser-
vations. (i) If Pauli exclusion principle is not explicitly enforced, the Coulomb repulsion between two electrons cannot
enforce the wavefunction to go zero at coincidence, although the potential is infinitely large there. (ii) Although electron
coincidence is locally less probable, the region that the cusp condition plays a role may not be “minor” / “less important”,
since the neighbourhood of coincidence may take a high probability.

A concise reasoning The cusp condition also applies to inter-electron Coulomb interaction with more sub-
tlety. When r⃗i → r⃗j (for i ̸= j), leaving only the dominating potential, from Eq. (2.28) the Schrödinger equa-
tion becomes − 1

2

∑
k∈[N ]∇

2
kψ + 1

rij
ψ = Eψ. (I) If si = sj , then Pauli exclusion principle applies and

ψ(. . . , r⃗i, r⃗j , . . . ) = −ψ(. . . , r⃗j , r⃗i, . . . ). So limr⃗i→r⃗j ∇
2
iψ(. . . , r⃗i, r⃗j , . . . ) = limr⃗j→r⃗i ∇

2
jψ(. . . , r⃗j , r⃗i, . . . ) =

− limr⃗j→r⃗i ∇
2
jψ(. . . , r⃗i, r⃗j , . . . ) = − limr⃗i→r⃗j ∇

2
jψ(. . . , r⃗i, r⃗j , . . . ) (need some continuity assumptions in the last

equality?), and limr⃗i→r⃗j ψ(. . . , r⃗i, r⃗j , . . . ) = 0 hence limr⃗i→r⃗j ∇
2
kψ = 0 for k ̸= i, j. Taking the limit, the equa-

tion becomes limr⃗i→r⃗j ψ/rij = 0, which means that the Coulomb repulsion makes the antisymmetric wavefunction ψ
for parallel spin decay faster than linear at the boundary. (II) If si ̸= sj , i.e. for antiparallel spins, there is no constraint
on the spacial wavefunction a priori (the two electrons have different spins hence distinguishable). Apart from ∇2

iψ, the
term ∇2

jψ may also be infinite in the limit since r⃗i → r⃗j leads to the same singularity as r⃗j → r⃗i. Other kinetic energy
terms for k ̸= i, j as well as Eψ remain finite in the limit. So leaving only dominating terms, the equation becomes
−∇2

iψ −∇2
jψ + 2

rij
ψ = 0, or (rij∇2

iψ − ψ) + (rji∇2
jψ − ψ) = 0. Following the same deduction above for riA → 0,

we have ∂ψ̄(j)

∂rij
(. . . , rij , r⃗j , . . . )+

∂ψ̄(i)

∂rji
(. . . , r⃗i, rji, . . . )−ψ(. . . , r⃗i, r⃗j , . . . ) = 0, where we made explicit the center for

the spherical average. Since when r⃗i → r⃗j , ψ̄(j)(. . . , rij = 0, r⃗j , . . . ) = ψ̄(i)(. . . , r⃗i = r⃗j , rji = 0, . . . ), the first two
terms are equal (needs more investigation). So we have:

lim
rij→0

(
∂

∂rij
− 1

2

)
ψ̄(. . . , rij , r⃗j , . . . ) = lim

rij→0

∂

∂rij
ψ̄(. . . , rij , r⃗j , . . . )−

1

2
ψ(. . . , r⃗i = r⃗j , r⃗j , . . . ) = 0,

which also holds when taking i as the center of spherical average (i.e., swapping i and j).
A more detailed and precise derivation Ref.: [4]. Denote r⃗ in place of the r⃗d above as the relative displacement of two

electrons in the center-of-mass system. In the notation, omit other coordinates, r⃗c, r⃗3, · · · , r⃗N , since they does not change
or cause divergence as r → 0. If we let the wavefunction be in the form:

ψ(r⃗) = e−u(r)f(r⃗),

where f(r⃗) is smooth and antisymmetric (e.g., a combination of some Slater determinants), then by noting∇r = ∇∥r⃗∥ = r̂

and∇r̂⊤ = (I − r̂r̂⊤)/r where r̂ := r⃗/r is the unit vector in the direction of r⃗ which is a function only of θ⃗, we have:

∇ψ(r⃗) = − u′(r)e−u(r)f(r⃗)r̂ + e−u(r)∇f(r⃗),

∇∇⊤ψ(r⃗) =
(
− u′′(r) + u′(r)2

)
e−u(r)f(r⃗)r̂r̂⊤ − u′(r)e−u(r)

(
r̂∇f(r⃗)⊤ +∇f(r⃗)r̂⊤

)
− u′(r)

r
e−u(r)f(r⃗)(I − r̂r̂⊤) + e−u(r)∇∇⊤f(r⃗)

=
(
− u′′(r) + u′(r)2 +

u′(r)

r

)
e−u(r)f(r⃗)r̂r̂⊤ − u′(r)e−u(r)

(
r̂∇f(r⃗)⊤ +∇f(r⃗)r̂⊤ +

f(r⃗)

r
I
)
+ e−u(r)∇∇⊤f(r⃗),

∇2ψ(r⃗) =
(
− u′′(r) + u′(r)2 +

u′(r)

r

)
e−u(r)f(r⃗)− 2u′(r)e−u(r)∇f(r⃗) · r̂ − 3u′(r)e−u(r)

f(r⃗)

r
+ e−u(r)∇2f(r⃗)

=
(
− u′′(r) + u′(r)2 − 2

u′(r)

r

)
e−u(r)f(r⃗)− 2u′(r)e−u(r)∇f(r⃗) · r̂ + e−u(r)∇2f(r⃗).

Electronic cusp condition is derived from the finiteness of:

−∇
2ψ(r⃗)

ψ(r⃗)
+

1

r
= u′′(r)− u′(r)2 + 2

u′(r)

r
+ 2u′(r)

∇f(r⃗) · r̂
f(r⃗)

− ∇
2f(r⃗)

f(r⃗)
+

1

r
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(reduced mass µ = 1
2

is used) when r → 0. For antiparallel-spin electrons, f (⃗0) ̸= 0 in general, so we require 2u
′(r)
r

+ 1
r
=

0 to avoid 1
r

divergence. This leads to u′(0) = − 1
2

. For parallel-spin electrons,

f(r⃗) = ∇f (⃗0) · r⃗ +O(r3) = (∇f (⃗0) · r̂)r +O(r3).

This indicates ∇2f(r⃗) = O(r), so ∇
2f(r⃗)
f(r⃗)

= O(1) hence finite. So we require 2u
′(r)
r

+ 2u
′(r)
r

+ 1
r
= 0 to avoid 1

r

divergence. This leads to u′(0) = − 1
4

.

Using this result, we can expand ψ near 0⃗. For antiparallel-spin electrons,∇ψ(⃗0) =
(
1
2
r̂ + ∇f (⃗0)

f (⃗0)

)
e−u(0)f (⃗0), so:

ψ(r⃗) = ψ(⃗0)
(
1 +

1

2
r +
∇f (⃗0) · r̂
f (⃗0)

r
)
+O(r2). (2.39)

Taking spherical average gives ψ̄(r) = ψ(⃗0)
(
1 + 1

2
r
)
+O(r2), which agrees with Eq. (2.38). For parallel-spin electrons,

ψ(r⃗) = e−u(0)∇f (⃗0) · r⃗ + 1

4
e−u(0)(∇f (⃗0) · r⃗)r +O(r3) = e−u(0)(∇f (⃗0) · r̂)

(
r +

1

4
r2
)
+O(r3). (2.40)

Taking spherical average gives ψ̄(r) = O(r3). This also agrees with Eq. (2.38), which indicates ψ̄′(0) = 0. Note it also
holds that ψ̄′′(0) = 0.

Eqs. (2.39, 2.40) can also be seen from another way. Let ψ(r⃗) keep−∇
2ψ(r⃗)
ψ(r⃗)

+ 1
r

finite. Separate the variable r⃗ = (r, θ⃗)

in ψ and expand the θ⃗ factor with spherical harmonics:

ψ(r⃗) = ψ(r, θ⃗) =

∞∑
l=l0

ψl(r, θ⃗), ψl(r, θ⃗) := Rl(r)

l∑
m=−l

blmYlm(θ⃗).

If we impose the r → 0 finiteness of local energy for each ψl, by noting Eq. (2.33) and that ∇2
S2 = L̂2 is the squared

angular momentum operator, this means the r → 0 finiteness of:

−∇
2ψl(r, θ⃗)

ψl(r, θ⃗)
+

1

r
= −R

′′
l

Rl
− 2R′l
rRl
− l(l + 1)

r2
+

1

r
.

This is similar to the radial equation for hydrogen atoms. To keep it finite as r → 0, we have:

Rl(r) = Clr
l
(
1 +

ZiZjµij
l + 1

r +O(r2)
)
= Clr

l
(
1 +

1

2(l + 1)
r +O(r2)

)
.

Since L̂2 = Ŝ2 + L̂2
orbit, the total angular momentum is contributed from the spins and the spacial (orbital) motion, we

know that l ⩾ s, so l0 = s, so for antiparallel-spin electrons, l0 = 0 (singlet state), and for parallel-spin electrons, l0 = 1

(triplet state). So for antiparallel-spin electrons, noting Y00(θ⃗) =
1

2
√
π

is constant, we have:

ψ(r⃗) = C0

(
1 +

1

2
r
)
+ C1r

∑1

m=−1
b1mY1m(θ⃗) +O(r2). (2.41)

This agrees with Eq. (2.39). For the latter, not only does the summation index l need to be larger than l0 = 1. Since two
parallel-spin electrons are indistinguishable, the wavefunction needs to be antisymmetric, so only odd l are allowed, whose
corresponding Ylm(θ⃗) has odd parity. So the wavefunction near coincidence is:

ψ(r⃗) = C1

(
r +

1

4
r2
)∑1

m=−1
b1mY1m(θ⃗) +O(r3). (2.42)

This agrees with Eq. (2.40). Note that for antiparallel-spin electrons, the wavefunction is not symmetric in general, except
e.g., there are only these two electrons. For Slater-Jastrow ansätz, the two coordinates are input into two different Slater
determinants, so switching their values (even if they are close) does not yield the same (close) determinant values. So
∇f (⃗0) ̸= 0⃗. This is why Eqs. (2.39, 2.41) has odd-parity terms. In all, the electronic cusp condition is:

ψ̄′(r = 0)
Eq. (2.38)
=

1

2
ψ̄(r = 0),

ψ(r⃗) ∝

{
1 + 1

2
r + (⃗a · r̂)r +O(r2), antiparallel-spin, Eqs. (2.39, 2.41) ,

(⃗a · r̂)
(
r + 1

4
r2
)
+O(r3), parallel-spin, Eqs. (2.40, 2.42) .

Cusp condition for density “At any position of an atom r⃗A, ρ(r⃗) exhibits a maximum with a finite value, while its
gradient there has a discontinuity and a cusp result” [11]:

∂r log ρ̄(r)
∣∣
r=0+

= −2ZA,

where r is the radial coordinate of the spherical coordinates centered at r⃗A, and ρ̄(r) is the spherical av-
erage of ρ(r⃗) = ρ(r, θ⃗), i.e. ρ̄(r) = 1

Ω(Sd−1)

∫
Sd−1 dθ⃗ ρ(r, θ⃗). This can be seen from Eq. (2.36):
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∂rρ̄(r)
∣∣
r=0+

= N
Ω(S2)∂r

∫
S2 dθ⃗

∫
dr⃗2:N

∣∣∣ψ(r, θ⃗, r⃗2:N )
∣∣∣2∣∣

r=0+

Eq. (0.2)
= 2N

Ω(S2)

∫
S2 dθ⃗

∫
dr⃗2:Nψ∂rψ

∗∣∣
r=0+

=8

−2ZA N
Ω(S2)

∫
S2 dθ⃗

∫
dr⃗2:N

∣∣∣ψ(r, θ⃗, r⃗2:N )
∣∣∣2 = −2ZAρ̄(0). Since the Hamiltonian does not explicitly depend on spin,

the deduction applies to ψs(· · · ) and ρs(r⃗) as well. (Even when the nucleus A also has a half-integer spin, it is anyway a
different, distinguishable particle from electron i, so Pauli exclusion principle does not apply.)

For one-electron density ρ(r⃗), only the nuclear cusp is relevant. For pair density and holes, “since no two
electrons of parallel spin can occupy the same point in space, this cusp condition occurs only for electrons of
antiparallel spins” [11], so it leads to a cusp condition for the Coulomb hole hC(r⃗2|r⃗1). For this, we have
∂r12ρs,¬s(r⃗1 = r⃗2, r⃗2) := ∂r12 ρ̄s,¬s(r⃗c12, r12 = 0) := ∂r12

1
Ω(S2)

∫
S2 dθ⃗12 ρs,¬s(r⃗c12, r12 = 0, θ⃗12) =

N(N−1)

Ω(S2) ∂r12
∫
S2 dθ⃗12

∫
dr⃗3:N

∣∣∣ψ(r⃗c12, r12 = 0, θ⃗12, r⃗3:N )
∣∣∣2 = N(N−1)

Ω(S2)

∫
S2 dθ⃗12

∫
dr⃗3:N

(
ψ∗∂r12ψ + ψ∂r12ψ

∗) =8

N(N−1)

Ω(S2)

∫
S2 dθ⃗12

∫
dr⃗3:N

∣∣∣ψ(r⃗c12, r12 = 0, θ⃗12, r⃗3:N )
∣∣∣2 = 1

Ω(S2)

∫
S2 dθ⃗12ρs,¬s(r⃗c12, r12 = 0, θ⃗12) = ρ̄s,¬s(r⃗c12, r12 =

0) = ρs,¬s(r⃗1 = r⃗2, r⃗2).

2.3.3 Large-distance asymptotic behavior
When walking far away from all nuclei r → ∞, the inter-electron potential can be neglected, so the Schrödinger equation
from Eq. (2.28) becomes

∑
i∈[N ]−

1
2
∇2
iψ − Z

ri
ψ = Eψ, where Z :=

∑
A∈[NA] ZA is the total charge. The Hamiltonian

in this case is separable, so we consider the one-electron equation, − 1
2
∇2ψ − Z

r
ψ = −EIψ, where EI is the exact first

ionization energy of the system. Again, leveraging the Laplacian spherical decomposition and taking the spherical average,
we have − 1

2
d2ψ̄
dr2
− 1

r
dψ̄
dr
− Z

r
ψ̄ = −EIψ̄, which gives 1

2
d2ψ̄
dr2

= EIψ̄ in the limit r → ∞, whose solution is (omitting the
oscillating solution and only take the decaying solution):

ψ̄(r) ∝ exp{−
√
2EI r}, ρ(r⃗) ∝ exp{−2

√
2EI r}.

8 This deduction requires the cusp condition to hold in any direction: ∂r logψ(r, θ⃗, r⃗2:N )
∣∣
r=0+

= −ZA for any θ⃗ ∈ S2. This is
somehow not obvious from the above condition Eq. (2.35): ∂2

rψ(r, θ⃗, r⃗2:N )+ 2
r
∂rψ(r, θ⃗, r⃗2:N )+ 1

r2
∇2

S2ψ(r, θ⃗, r⃗2:N )+ 2ZA
r
ψ(r, θ⃗, r⃗2:N )

is finite, since if ∇2
S2ψ(r, θ⃗, r⃗2:N ) = O(r), then it is 2∂rψ + 2ZAψ + 1

r
∇2

S2ψ = 0 that should vanish. Nevertheless, it can be argued
that as r → 0, the dominating potential 1

r
is spherically symmetric, so is ψ(r, θ⃗, r⃗2:N ) as r → 0, hence 1

r
∇2

S2ψ → 0 as r → 0.
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3 Hartree-Fock Methods
3.1 Wavefunction Assumptions
A1: Linearly-dependent spacial wavefunction

ψ↓,s2...sN (r⃗1, · · · , r⃗N ) = Sψ↑,s2...sN (r⃗1, · · · , r⃗N ),

where S is a constant (spin-flipping coefficient). Roughly means that position r⃗1 change does not change the probability of
taking a spin value; which roughly means there is no spin-orbit coupling.

This assumption means ψs1...↓...(r⃗1, · · · , r⃗i, · · · ) = −ψ↓...s1...(r⃗i, · · · , r⃗1, · · · ) = −Sψ↑...s1...(r⃗i, · · · , r⃗1, · · · ) =
Sψs1...↑...(r⃗1, · · · , r⃗i, · · · ), so the spin-flipping coefficient S is the same for any electron.

Moreover, ψs1s2 = ψs2s1 if s1 = s2. If not, suppose s1 =↓, s2 =↑, then ψs1s2 = Sψ↑↑ = ψ↑↓ = ψs2s1 . So the
wavefunction is invariant against spin permutation.
Explanation: From Wikipedia, “ψ(r⃗, s, t) = ψ(r⃗, t)ξ(s, t). The tensor product factorization is only possible if the
orbital and spin angular momenta of the particle are separable in the Hamiltonian operator underlying the system’s dynamics
(in other words, the Hamiltonian can be split into the sum of orbital and spin terms[28]). The time dependence can be placed
in either factor, and time evolution of each can be studied separately. The factorization is not possible for those interactions
where an external field or any space-dependent quantity couples to the spin; examples include a particle in a magnetic field,
and spin–orbit coupling.” If only eigenstates are considered, in that case, ψ(r⃗, s) = ψ(r⃗)ξ(s), so ψ(r⃗, ↓) = ψ(r⃗)ξ(↑
) ξ(↓)
ξ(↑) = Sψ(r⃗, ↑).

3.1.1 A2: Slater determinant (Hartree-Fock wavefunction) (UHF)
It is the Fock state Eq. (2.8) for fermions. Results in Sec. 2.2 hold for subscript “S” (for “Slater”) as for p = −1.

ψS(x) := |ϕ1 · · ·ϕN ⟩p=−1(x) =
1√
N !

det[ϕi(xj)]ij =
1√
N !

∑
π∈ΠN

(−1)πϕπ1(x1) · · ·ϕπN (xN ). (3.1)

Further assume the orthonormality of the spin-orbitals {ϕi}Ni=1 (or just called orbitals; i.e., one-electron wavefunctions):
⟨ϕi|ϕj⟩ =

∫
dxϕi(x)

∗ϕj(x) = δij .
The determinant makes ψS(x) exactly antisymmetric, so it naturally handles the Fermi/exchange correlation, i.e.

ρS(x, x) = 0, for any pair of electrons with parallel spins (see Eq. (3.4) below). The orthonormality of {ϕi}Ni=1 makes

ψS(x) normalized: ⟨ψS|ψS⟩
Eq. (2.11)
= det[⟨ϕi|ϕj⟩]ij = 1.

Note that for each spin-orbital ϕk, ϕ↑k(r⃗) and ϕ↓k(r⃗) are two different spacial orbitals. So for open-shell systems this

assumption does not guarantee being an eigenfunction of the total spin operator ˆ⃗
S2 (it is still eigenfunction of Ŝz) [source].

This corresponds to the Unrestricted Hartree-Fock method (UHF) [5].
Densities, correlations and holes. The 1- and 2-RDMs and the density and the pair density9 under the Slater deter-
minant with orthonormal {ϕi}Ni=1 are:

PS(x; x
′)

Eq. (2.17)
=

∑
k∈[N ]

ϕk(x)ϕ
∗
k(x
′), (3.2)

PS(x1, x2; x
′
1, x
′
2)

Eq. (2.18)
=

∑
j,k

ϕj(x1)ϕk(x2)
(
ϕ∗j (x

′
1)ϕ
∗
k(x
′
2)− ϕ∗k(x′1)ϕ∗j (x′2)

) Eq. (2.19)
= PS(x1; x

′
1)PS(x2; x

′
2)− PS(x1; x

′
2)PS(x2; x

′
1),

ρS(x)
Eq. (2.20)
=

∑
k∈[N ]

|ϕk(x)|2, (3.3)

ρS(x1, x2)
Eq. (2.21)
= ρS(x1)ρS(x2)−

∣∣∣ ∑
k∈[N ]

ϕk(x1)
∗ϕk(x2)

∣∣∣2. (3.4)

We see indeed ρs,sS (r⃗, r⃗) = 0 for any parallel-spin electron pair.

9Direct derivation using orthonormality: ρS(x1, x2) := N(N − 1)
∫
dx3 · · ·dxN |ψS(x)|2

=
N(N − 1)

N !

∫
dx3 · · ·dxN

∑
π′,π∈ΠN

(−1)π
′
(−1)πϕπ′

1
(x1)

∗ϕπ1(x1) · · ·ϕπ′
N
(xN )∗ϕπN (xN )

=
N(N − 1)

N !

∑
π′,π∈ΠN

(−1)π
′
(−1)πϕπ′

1
(x1)

∗ϕπ1(x1)ϕπ′
2
(x2)

∗ϕπ2(x2)δπ′
3π3
· · · δπ′

N
πN

=
N(N − 1)

N !

∑
π∈ΠN

(ϕπ1(x1)
∗ϕπ2(x2)

∗ϕπ1(x1)ϕπ2(x2)− ϕπ2(x1)
∗ϕπ1(x2)

∗ϕπ1(x1)ϕπ2(x2))

=
∑
k ̸=l

(ϕk(x1)
∗ϕl(x2)

∗ϕk(x1)ϕl(x2)− ϕl(x1)
∗ϕk(x2)

∗ϕk(x1)ϕl(x2)) =
∑
k,l

(ϕk(x1)
∗ϕl(x2)

∗ϕk(x1)ϕl(x2)− ϕl(x1)
∗ϕk(x2)

∗ϕk(x1)ϕl(x2))

=
∑
k∈[N ]

ϕk(x1)
∗ϕk(x1)

∑
l∈[N ]

ϕl(x2)
∗ϕl(x2)−

∑
l∈[N ]

ϕl(x1)
∗ϕl(x2)

∑
k∈[N ]

(
ϕk(x1)

∗ϕk(x2)
)∗

= ρS(x1)ρS(x2)−
∣∣∣ ∑
k∈[N ]

ϕk(x1)
∗ϕk(x2)

∣∣∣2.
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For the pair density of an antiparallel-spin electron pair, assume A2.2: for any k ∈ [N ], either ϕ↑k ≡ 0 or ϕ↓k ≡ 0; or
equivalently, for any k ∈ [N ], ϕsk(r⃗1)

∗ϕ¬sk (r⃗2) ≡ 0 (e.g., under A2.1 below; but A2.1 can be made more general: only
impose the orthonormality of spin basis but not the specific spin basis). Then we have:

ρs,¬sS (r⃗1, r⃗2)
A2.2
= ρsS(r⃗1)ρ

¬s
S (r⃗2), (3.5)

which indicates two antiparallel-spin electrons distribute independently (unnecessarily implies they do not interact).
By definition, the exchange-correlation hole function is:

hHF
XC(x2|x1) :=

ρS(x1, x2)

ρS(x1)
− ρS(x2) = −

1

ρS(x1)

∣∣∣ ∑
k∈[N ]

ϕk(x1)
∗ϕk(x2)

∣∣∣2,
and the correlation factor is f(x1, x2) = −

|∑k∈[N] ϕk(x1)
∗ϕk(x2)|2

ρS(x1)ρS(x2)
. The spin-independent hole (total hole) is:

hHF
XC(r⃗2|r⃗1) :=

ρS(r⃗1, r⃗2)

ρS(r⃗1)
− ρS(r⃗2) = −

1

ρS(r⃗1)

∑
s1,s2

∣∣∣ ∑
k∈[N ]

ϕs1k (r⃗1)
∗ϕs2k (r⃗2)

∣∣∣2 (3.6)

A2.2
= hHF

X (r⃗2|r⃗1) := −
1

ρS(r⃗1)

∑
s

∣∣∣ ∑
k∈[N ]

ϕsk(r⃗1)
∗ϕsk(r⃗2)

∣∣∣2. (3.7)

Under A2.2, the summation is over parallel spins only, so the HF total hole is seen as composed of the exchange hole only,
i.e. hHF

XC = hHF
X . It well handles self-interaction and exchange correlation (it cancels the self-interaction term and is the full

consequence of antisymmetry (determinant)), so it is the exact exchange hole in HF. This may also be a definition of the
exchange hole (see Sec. 2.1.2, trial (III), though don’t know the correspondence of a general wavefunction to the orbitals).
But the Coulomb hole is zero, which should be there based on a qualitative analysis. So HF with A2.2 is seen to have
missed the Coulomb correlation (and the kinetic energy error).
Explanation: The Slater determinant ψS is the form of the exact ground-state solution (except for some degenerate
cases [14]) of a system of N non-interacting fermions (no direct/physical inter-particle interaction like the Coulomb repul-
sion) moving in some maybe-effective, one-particle potential VS(r⃗). The Hamiltonian is:

Ĥ = T̂ + V̂S =
∑
i∈[N ]

−1

2
∇2
i + V̂Si, where V̂Siψ(x) := VS(r⃗i)ψ(x). (3.8)

3.1.2 A2.1: Open- and Closed-Shell Systems (R(O)HF)
In many cases, two antiparallel-spin electrons can be seen to occupy the same spacial orbital. So we can pair two spin-
orbitals and make them share the same spacial part:

{ϕi(x)}Ni=1 = {φa(r⃗)δ↑s}N
↑

a=1 ∪ {φb(r⃗)δ↓s}N
↓

b=1, (3.9)

where N↑ + N↓ = N , {φa(r⃗)}
Nsp
a=1 with Nsp := max{N↑, N↓} is a set of spacial orbitals, and the spin basis {δ↑s , δ↓s}

are orthonormal: ⟨δα· |δβ· ⟩ =
∑
s δ

α
s δ

β
s = δαβ . The spin-orbital orthonormality then indicates the orthonormality of

spacial orbitals:
∫
dr⃗ φ∗a(r⃗)φa′(r⃗) = δaa′ ,∀a, a′ ∈ [Nsp]. Note that for any spin-orbital ϕi = φaδ

↑
· or = φbδ

↓
· , either

ϕ↑i ≡ 0 or ϕ↓i ≡ 0, so A2.2 holds.
Closed-shell system: N↑ = N↓ = Nsp. This corresponds to the Restricted Hartree-Fock method (RHF). Otherwise,

it is called an Open-shell system: there is unpaired electron (orbital), and the multiplicity / spin polarization number (the
number of unpaired electrons, the number of singly-occupied orbitals) Nsp −Npr is not zero, where Npr := min{N↑, N↓}
is the pair number of paired electrons (number of doubly-occupied orbitals). This corresponds to the Restricted Open-
shell Hartree-Fock method (ROHF) [17]. “In contrast to UHF, the R(O)HF wavefunction Eq. (3.9) is a satisfactory

eigenfunction of the total spin operator ˆ⃗
S2 (no spin contamination).” [Wikipedia] 10

The wavefunction then becomes: ψS(x)

=
1√
N !

∑
π∈ΠN

(−1)πϕsπ1
1 (r⃗π1) · · ·ϕ

sπN
N (r⃗πN ) =

1√
N !

∑
π∈ΠN

(−1)π
( ∏
a∈[N↑]

φa(r⃗πa)δ
↑
sπa

)( ∏
b∈[N↓]

φb(r⃗π
b+N↑ )δ

↓
sπ
b+N↑

)

=
(−1)π

⋆

√
N !

∑
π∈Π

N↑

∑
π′∈Π

N↓

(−1)π(−1)π
′
( ∏
a∈[N↑]

φa(r⃗π⋆πa )

)( ∏
b∈[N↓]

φb(r⃗π⋆
π′
b
+N↑

)

)

=
(−1)π

⋆

√
N !

det[φa(r⃗π⋆
a′
)]a,a′∈[N↑] det[φb(r⃗π⋆

b′+N↑
)]b,b′∈[N↓] (3.10)

if #{i ∈ [N ] | si =↑} = N↑ in which case π⋆ is a permutation that makes sπ⋆a =↑ for all a ∈ [N↑], otherwise ψS(x) = 0.
This indicates that either ψ↑,s2...sNS or ψ↓,s2...sNS must be zero. If it is the former, then A1 holds with S = 0; otherwise A1
does not hold (or holds in another direction with S = 0). In either case, swapping different spins changes the sign.

10Words based on [11]: Closed-shell systems correspond to restricted Hartree-Fock (RHF). The open-shell Hartree-Fock method is

called unrestricted Hartree-Fock (UHF). The major disadvantage of UHF is that it is not an eigenfunction of the total spin operator ˆ⃗
S2.

A variant is the restricted open-shell HF scheme (ROHF), but it is much more complicated than UHF (ROHF wavefunction is a limited

linear combination of a few determinants), though it does not meet the problem of not being an eigenfunction of ˆ⃗
S2.

24

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Restricted_open-shell_Hartree%E2%80%93Fock


Explanation: This is adopted when the Hamiltonian does not involve spins. Note however that it is not the case when
spin-orbit coupling, or spin-spin interaction, are considered, e.g. in Hund’s rule. Due to the explanation for A1, in this
case, the wavefunction can be separated into a spacial and a spin part: ϕi(x) = ϕi(r⃗)ξi(s). Moreover, due to the
spacial-spin disentanglement, the wavefunction basis can be taken as the Cartesian product of spacial orbitals and spin
basis, {φa(r⃗)}

Nsp
a=1 × {δ↑s , δ↓s}. This is possible since a spacial orbital does not have a preference on the spin due to

the disentanglement (no spin-orbit or cross-orbit spin-spin interaction), and any orbit-dependent, non-eigenstate spin basis
{φa(r⃗)ξa,1(s), φa(r⃗)ξa,2(s)} can be expressed under this orbit-free, eigenstate basis.

3.2 Energy Expressions
3.2.1 Energy under Slater determinant A2 (UHF)
The electronic Hamiltonian of a molecular system is given by Eq. (2.28). From Eqs. (2.29, 2.30) , we have the energy under
the Slater determinant with orthonormal {ϕi}i: 11

E[ψS] = T [P
(1)
S ] + ENe[ρS] + J [ρS] + EHF

XC[ψS], where

T [ψS]
Eq. (3.2)
= −1

2

∑
k∈[N ]

〈
ϕk

∣∣∇2
∣∣ϕk〉 = −1

2

∑
k∈[N ]

∑
s

〈
ϕsk

∣∣∇2
∣∣ϕsk〉, (3.11)

ENe[ρS] = EρS [VNe]
Eq. (3.3)
=

∑
k∈[N ]

E|ϕk(x)|2 [VNe(r⃗)] =
∑
k∈[N ]

∑
s

E|ϕsk(r⃗)|2
[VNe(r⃗)], (3.12)

J [ρS]
Eq. (2.31)
=

1

2
EρS(x1)ρS(x2)

[ 1

r12

]
Eq. (3.3)
=

1

2

∑
k,l∈[N ]

∫
dx1dx2

|ϕk(x1)|2|ϕl(x2)|2

r12
=

1

2

∑
k,l

Jkl, (3.13)

EHF
XC[ψS]

Eqs. (2.32, 3.6)
= −1

2

∫
dx1dx2

|
∑
k ϕk(x1)

∗ϕk(x2)|2

r12
= −1

2

∑
k,l

∫
dx1dx2

ϕk(x1)
∗ϕl(x2)

∗ϕl(x1)ϕk(x2)

r12
= −1

2

∑
k,l

Kkl.

(3.14)

In sum,

E[ψS] = −
1

2

∑
k∈[N ]

⟨ϕk|∇2|ϕk⟩+
∑
k∈[N ]

E|ϕk|2 [VNe] +
1

2

∑
k,l∈[N ]

Jkl −
1

2

∑
k,l∈[N ]

Kkl. (UHF)(3.15)

In the above equations, by defining 4-center-2-electron integral:

Iij|kl :=

∫
dx1dx2 ϕi(x1)

∗ϕj(x2)
∗ 1

r12
ϕk(x1)ϕl(x2) =

〈
ϕi ⊗ ϕj

∣∣∣Ŵee

∣∣∣ϕk ⊗ ϕl〉,
11Direct derivation using orthonormality: ⟨ψS|Ĥ(1)

i |ψS⟩ =
∫
dx1 · · ·dxN ψS(x)

∗Ĥ
(1)
i ψS(x)

A2
=

1

N !

∫
dx1 · · ·dxN

∑
π′,π∈ΠN

(−1)π
′
(−1)πϕπ′

1
(x1)

∗ϕπ1(x1) · · ·ϕπ′
i
(xi)

∗Ĥ
(1)
i ϕπi(xi) · · ·ϕπ′

N
(xN )∗ϕπN (xN )

=
1

N !

∑
π′,π∈ΠN

(−1)π
′
(−1)πδπ′

1π1
· · · δπ′

¬iπ¬i · · · δπ′
N

πN

∫
dxi ϕπ′

i
(xi)

∗Ĥ
(1)
i ϕπi(xi)

=
1

N !

∑
π∈ΠN

(−1)π
2
∫

dxi ϕπi(xi)
∗Ĥ

(1)
i ϕπi(xi) =

1

N

∑
k∈[N ]

∫
dxi ϕk(xi)

∗Ĥ
(1)
i ϕk(xi) =

1

N

∑
k∈[N ]

⟨ϕk|Ĥ(1)|ϕk⟩,

⟨ψS|(1/rij)|ψS⟩ =
∫

dx1 · · ·dxN ψS(x)
∗(1/rij)ψS(x)

A2
=

1

N !

∫
dx1 · · ·dxN

∑
π′,π∈ΠN

(−1)π
′
(−1)π 1

rij
ϕπ′

i
(xi)

∗ϕπi(xi)ϕπ′
j
(xj)

∗ϕπj (xj) · · ·ϕπ′
N
(xN )∗ϕπN (xN )

=
1

N !

∫
dxidxj

∑
π′,π∈ΠN

(−1)π
′
(−1)π 1

rij
ϕπ′

i
(xi)

∗ϕπi(xi)ϕπ′
j
(xj)

∗ϕπj (xj)δπ′
1π1
· · · δπ′

¬iπ¬iδπ′
¬jπ¬j · · · δπ′

N
πN

=
1

N !

∫
dxidxj

∑
π∈ΠN

1

rij

(
ϕπi(xi)

∗ϕπi(xi)ϕπj (xj)
∗ϕπj (xj)− ϕπj (xi)

∗ϕπi(xi)ϕπi(xj)
∗ϕπj (xj)

)
=

1

N(N − 1)

∫
dxidxj

∑
k ̸=l

1

rij
(ϕk(xi)

∗ϕk(xi)ϕl(xj)
∗ϕl(xj)− ϕl(xi)∗ϕk(xi)ϕk(xj)∗ϕl(xj))

=
1

N(N − 1)

∫
dxidxj

∑
k,l∈[N ]

1

rij
(ϕk(xi)

∗ϕk(xi)ϕl(xj)
∗ϕl(xj)− ϕl(xi)∗ϕk(xi)ϕk(xj)∗ϕl(xj))

=
1

N(N − 1)

∑
k,l∈[N ]

∑
s,s′

(Iss
′

kl|kl − Iss
′

lk|kl) =
1

N(N − 1)

∑
k,l∈[N ]

(Ikl|kl − Ilk|kl) =
1

N(N − 1)

∑
k,l∈[N ]

(Jkl −Kkl).
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which by construction satisfies:

Iij|kl = I∗kl|ij = Iji|lk, (3.16)

we have used the Coulomb integral:

Jkl := Ikl|kl =

∫
dx1dx2

ϕk(x1)
∗ϕl(x2)

∗ϕk(x1)ϕl(x2)

r12
=

∫
dx1dx2

|ϕk(x1)|2|ϕl(x2)|2

r12

that describes the Coulomb interaction between a pair of electrons occupying orbitals k and l with any possible spin
configurations, and the exchange integral:

Kkl := Ikl|lk =

∫
dx1dx2

ϕk(x1)
∗ϕl(x2)

∗ϕl(x1)ϕk(x2)

r12

that arises from the permutation in the Slater determinant, and comes in the form of exchanging the two electrons. By
definition, Jkl = Jlk, Kkl = Klk. Note in Eqs. (3.13, 3.14) , k = l is allowed, since the unphysical self-interaction
Jkk ̸= 0 is cancelled by Kkk = Jkk.

3.2.2 Energy under A2.1 (R(O)HF)
Let Iupr := {Npr + 1, · · · , Nsp} denote the index set of unpaired electrons / singly-occupied spacial orbitals. Under A2.1
Eq. (3.9), for each ϕk, only one value of s is activated, so from Eqs. (3.11, 3.12) ,

T [ψS] =
∑

a∈[N↑]

⟨φa| −
1

2
∇2|φa⟩+

∑
b∈[N↓]

⟨φb| −
1

2
∇2|φb⟩ = 2

∑
p∈[Npr]

⟨φp| −
1

2
∇2|φp⟩+

∑
u∈Iupr

⟨φu| −
1

2
∇2|φu⟩,

ENe[ψS] =
∑

a∈[N↑]

E|φa|2 [VNe] +
∑
b∈[N↓]

E|φb|2 [VNe] = 2
∑

p∈[Npr]

E|φp|2 [VNe] +
∑
u∈Iupr

E|φu|2 [VNe].

For the classical Coulomb energy (Hartree energy), from Eq. (3.13),

2J [ρS] =

∫
dr⃗1dr⃗2
r12

∑
k

∑
s1

|ϕs1k (r⃗1)|2
∑
l

∑
s2

|ϕs2l (r⃗2)|2

=

∫
dr⃗1dr⃗2
r12

( ∑
a∈[N↑]

∑
s1

∣∣∣φa(r⃗1)δ↑s1 ∣∣∣2 + ∑
b∈[N↓]

∑
s1

∣∣∣φb(r⃗1)δ↓s1 ∣∣∣2)( ∑
a′∈[N↑]

∑
s2

∣∣∣φa′(r⃗2)δ↑s2 ∣∣∣2 + ∑
b′∈[N↓]

∑
s2

∣∣∣φb′(r⃗2)δ↓s2 ∣∣∣2)

=

∫
dr⃗1dr⃗2
r12

( ∑
a∈[N↑]

|φa(r⃗1)|2 +
∑
b∈[N↓]

|φb(r⃗1)|2
)( ∑

a′∈[N↑]

|φa′(r⃗2)|2 +
∑

b′∈[N↓]

|φb′(r⃗2)|2
)

=
∑

a,a′∈[N↑]

J̃aa′ + 2
∑

a∈[N↑]

∑
b∈[N↓]

J̃ab +
∑

b,b′∈[N↓]

J̃bb′

= 4
∑

p,p′∈[Npr]

J̃pp′ + 4
∑

p∈[Npr]

∑
u∈Iupr

J̃pu +
∑

u,u′∈Iupr

J̃uu′ ,

where J̃ab :=
∫
dr⃗1dr⃗2 φ

∗
a(r⃗1)φ

∗
b(r⃗2)

1
r12
φa(r⃗1)φb(r⃗2) =

∫
dr⃗1dr⃗2

|φa(r⃗1)|2|φb(r⃗2)|2
r12

describes the Coulomb interaction
between two electrons occupying spacial orbitals a and b. By definition, J̃ab = J̃ba.

For the exchange-correlation energy, from Eq. (3.14),

− 2EHF
XC[ψS] =

∫
dr⃗1dr⃗2
r12

∑
s1,s2

∑
k

ϕs1k (r⃗1)
∗ϕs2k (r⃗2)

∑
l

ϕs1l (r⃗1)ϕ
s2
l (r⃗2)

∗

=

∫
dr⃗1dr⃗2
r12

∑
s1,s2

( ∑
a∈[N↑]

φa(r⃗1)
∗δ↑∗s1φa(r⃗2)δ

↑
s2 +

∑
b∈[N↓]

φb(r⃗1)
∗δ↓∗s1φb(r⃗2)δ

↓
s2

)
· · ·

( ∑
a′∈[N↑]

φa′(r⃗1)δ
↑
s1φa′(r⃗2)

∗δ↑∗s2 +
∑

b′∈[N↓]

φb′(r⃗1)δ
↓
s1φb′(r⃗2)

∗δ↓∗s2

)
=

∑
a,a′∈[N↑]

Ĩaa′|a′a⟨δ↑|δ↑⟩⟨δ↑|δ↑⟩+
∑

a∈[N↑]

∑
b′∈[N↓]

Ĩab′|b′a⟨δ↑|δ↓⟩⟨δ↓|δ↑⟩

+
∑

a′∈[N↑]

∑
b′∈[N↓]

Ĩba′|a′b⟨δ↓|δ↑⟩⟨δ↑|δ↓⟩+
∑

b,b′∈[N↓]

Ĩbb′|b′b⟨δ↓|δ↓⟩⟨δ↓|δ↓⟩

(*)
=

∑
a,a′∈[N↑]

Ĩaa′|a′a +
∑

b,b′∈[N↓]

Ĩbb′|b′b =
∑

a,a′∈[N↑]

K̃aa′ +
∑

b,b′∈[N↓]

K̃bb′

= 2
∑

p,p′∈[Npr]

K̃pp′ +
∑

u,u′∈Iupr

K̃uu′ ,
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where (*) is due to the orthonormality of the spin basis under A2.1, and K̃ab := Ĩab|ba =∫
dr⃗1dr⃗2 φ

∗
a(r⃗1)φ

∗
b(r⃗2)

1
r12
φb(r⃗1)φa(r⃗2). By definition, K̃ab = K̃ba. Note that different from the Coulomb

term, orbitals only with parallel spins contribute to the exchange term. Finally, the energy for ROHF is:

E[ψS] = 2
∑

p∈[Npr]

(
⟨φp| −

1

2
∇2|φp⟩+ E|φp|2 [VNe]

)
+

∑
p,p′∈[Npr]

(
2J̃pp′ − K̃pp′

)
· · · (RHF)

+
∑
u∈Iupr

(
⟨φu| −

1

2
∇2|φu⟩+ E|φu|2 [VNe]

)
+ 2

∑
p∈[Npr]

∑
u∈Iupr

J̃pu +
1

2

∑
u,u′∈Iupr

(
J̃uu′ − K̃uu′

)
. (ROHF)

(3.17)

For RHF, N↑ = N↓ = Nsp = Npr and Iupr = ∅, so only the first line of the above equation remains.
If defining running i ∈ [N ] as running a ∈ [N↑] and b ∈ [N↓] (or running p ∈ [Npr] twice and u ∈ Iupr once), then:

E[ψS] =
∑
i∈[N ]

(
⟨φi| −

1

2
∇2|φi⟩+ E|φi|2 [VNe]

)
+

1

2

∑
i,j∈[N ]

J̃ij −


1

4

∑
i,j∈[N ]

K̃ij , (RHF)

1

2

(
2

∑
p,p′∈[Npr]

K̃pp′ +
∑

u,u′∈Iupr

K̃uu′

)
, (ROHF)

(3.18)

which defers from Eq. (3.15) only in the K̂ term where the summation is only over parallel-spin spin-orbital pairs.

3.3 Hartree-Fock Equation
To minimize the energy Eq. (3.15) as a functional of the orbitals {ϕi}Ni=1 subject to the orthonormal constraint, taking the
variation w.r.t ϕ∗i (complex derivative in the sense of Eq. (0.2), similar to the derivation from Eq. (1.11)) with Lagrange
multiplier (orbital energy) εi for the constraint

∫
dxϕi(x)

∗ϕi(x) = 1 (the orthogonality is naturally satisfied if there is
no degeneracy) yields the Hartree-Fock equation:

f̂HFϕi :=
(
T̂ + V̂ HF

S
)
ϕi = εiϕi, where V̂ HF

S := V̂Ne +
∑

j∈[N ]
Ĵ(j) −

∑
j∈[N ]

K̂(j), (3.19)

and Ĵ(j)ϕi(x1) :=

∫
dx2
|ϕj(x2)|2

r12
ϕi(x1), K̂(j)ϕi(x1) :=

∫
dx2

ϕj(x2)
∗ϕi(x2)

r12
ϕj(x1). (3.20)

The Fock operator f̂HF involves the Hartree-Fock potential operator V̂ HF
S , which reforms the inter-electron interactions

into an equivalent, effective potential that acts on each single electron (represented as its action onto each one-electron
orbital). Note that both Ĵ(j) and K̂(j) hence V̂ HF

S and f̂HF are operators determined by the orbitals {ϕi}Ni=1. Also note that
due to K̂(j), the effective potential operator V̂ HF

S in HF is non-local. Compared with Eq. (3.15), the factor 1
2

is dropped
since the index i appears twice in the scans of k and of l.

For the Coulomb operator Ĵ(j) and the exchange operator K̂(j), we have ⟨ϕi|Ĵ(j)|ϕi⟩ = Jij , ⟨ϕi|K̂(j)|ϕi⟩ = Kij .
The term Ĵ(j)ϕi represents the effect of the Coulomb potential from all other electrons (with all possible spins), and
also from itself (j = i is included in the summation). The unphysical self-interaction Ĵ(i)ϕi is offset by K̂(i)ϕi, so the
self-interaction is well-handled in Hartree-Fock methods. The term K̂(j)ϕi for j ̸= i accounts for the antisymmetry of
wavefunction, i.e. correcting for the proper exchange property. So the exchange correlation (Fermi hole) is also well-
handled.

The operator
∑
j Ĵ

(j) can also be written as the classical potential VJ from the electron charge density:∑
j∈[N ]

Ĵ(j)ϕi(x1) =: V̂Jϕi(x1) =

∫
dx1 VJ(r⃗1)ϕi(x1), where

VJ(r⃗1) :=

∫
dx2

∑
j∈[N ]|ϕj(x2)|2

r12

Eq. (3.3)
=

∫
dx2

ρS(x2)

r12
=

∫
dr⃗2

ρS(r⃗2)

r12
. (3.21)

Using the new operators, for orthonormal orbitals {ϕi}Ni=1, the energy Eq. (3.15) can also be expressed as:

E[ψS] =
∑
k∈[N ]

〈
ϕk

∣∣∣∣T̂ + V̂Ne +
1

2

∑
l∈[N ]

Ĵ(l) − 1

2

∑
l∈[N ]

K̂(l)

∣∣∣∣ϕk〉. (3.22)

Using the orthonormal solution to the eigenvalue problem Eq. (3.19), the HF ground-state energy is:

EHF =
1

2

∑
i∈[N ]

εi +
1

2

∑
i∈[N ]

⟨ϕi|T̂ + V̂Ne|ϕi⟩ =
∑
i∈[N ]

εi −
∑
i∈[N ]

〈
ϕi

∣∣∣∣12 ∑
j∈[N ]

Ĵ(j) − 1

2

∑
j∈[N ]

K̂(j)

∣∣∣∣ϕi〉, (3.23)

but is not
∑
i∈[N ]⟨ϕi|f̂

HF|ϕi⟩ =
∑
i∈[N ] εi.

Eq. (3.19) is a pseudo-eigenvalue problem, as the Fock operator f̂HF itself depends on the solution {ϕi}Ni=1. So an
iterated procedure is used until convergence (self-consistent field, SCF).
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3.3.1 Hartree-Fock equation for R(O)HF (under A2.1)
Taking the variation of Eq. (3.17) w.r.t φ∗p and φ∗u (see Eqs. (0.2, 1.11) ) for p ∈ [Npr] and u ∈ Iupr yields:

f̂HFφp :=
(
T̂ + V̂ HF

S
)
φp = εpφp, where V̂ HF

S = V̂Ne +
(∑

p′∈[Npr]
2 ˆ̃J(p′) +

∑
u′∈Iupr

ˆ̃J(u′)
)
−

∑
p′∈[Npr]

ˆ̃K(p′),

f̂HFφu :=
(
T̂ + V̂ HF

S
)
φu = εuφu, where V̂ HF

S = V̂Ne +
(∑

p′∈[Npr]
2 ˆ̃J(p′) +

∑
u′∈Iupr

ˆ̃J(u′)
)
−

∑
u′∈Iupr

ˆ̃K(u′).

For the sets of equations in the first line, the Lagrange multiplier for δ
δφ∗
p

is 2εp, and the common factor of 2 is canceled

from both sides. For a more concise expression in the spirit of Eq. (3.18), for a ∈ [Nsp],

f̂HFφa :=
(
T̂ + V̂ HF

S
)
φa = εaφa, where (3.24)

V̂ HF
S = V̂Ne +

∑
j∈[N ]

ˆ̃J(j) − I·∈[Npr]

∑
p′∈[Npr]

ˆ̃K(p′) − I·∈Iupr

∑
u′∈Iupr

ˆ̃K(u′)

= V̂Ne +
∑

j∈[N ]

ˆ̃J(j) −
∑

j∈[N ]

ˆ̄K(j), where ˆ̄K(b)φa :=
1

2
Ia,b∈[Npr]

ˆ̃K(b)φa + Ia,b∈Iupr
ˆ̃K(b)φa.

Note that this is not the variational equation directly from Eq. (3.18), as the equations for φp, p ∈ [Npr] are divided by 2.
Using the orthonormal solution to Eq. (3.24), the energy can be expressed as follows by comparing f̂HF in Eq. (3.24) with
Eq. (3.18):

EHF =
∑
i∈[N ]

〈
φi

∣∣∣f̂HF
∣∣∣φi〉− 1

2

∑
i∈[N ]

∑
j∈[N ]

J̃ij︸ ︷︷ ︸〈
φi

∣∣∣∑j∈[N]
ˆ̃J(j)

∣∣∣φi〉
+

∑
p∈[Npr]

∑
p′∈[Npr]

K̃pp′︸ ︷︷ ︸〈
φp

∣∣∣∑p′∈[Npr]
ˆ̃K(p′)

∣∣∣φp〉
+
1

2

∑
u∈Iupr

∑
u′∈Iupr

K̃uu′︸ ︷︷ ︸〈
φu

∣∣∣∑u′∈Iupr
ˆ̃K(u′)

∣∣∣φu〉

=
∑
i∈[N ]

〈
φi

∣∣∣f̂HF
∣∣∣φi〉− 1

2

∑
i∈[N ]

〈
φi

∣∣∣∣∑j∈[N ]

ˆ̃J(j)

∣∣∣∣φi〉+
1

2

∑
i∈[N ]

〈
φi

∣∣∣∣I·∈[Npr]

∑
p′∈[Npr]

ˆ̃K(p′) + I·∈Iupr

∑
u′∈Iupr

ˆ̃K(u′)

∣∣∣∣φi〉

=
∑
i∈[N ]

〈
φi

∣∣∣∣f̂HF − 1

2

∑
j∈[N ]

ˆ̃J(j) +
1

2

∑
j∈[N ]

ˆ̄K(j)

∣∣∣∣φi〉 (3.25)

=
∑
i∈[N ]

εi −
∑
i∈[N ]

〈
φi

∣∣∣∣12 ∑
j∈[N ]

ˆ̃J(j) − 1

2

∑
j∈[N ]

ˆ̄K(j)

∣∣∣∣φi〉
= 2

∑
p∈[Npr]

εp +
∑
u∈Iupr

εu −
∑

p,p′∈[Npr]

(
2J̃pp′ − K̃pp′

)
− 2

∑
p∈[Npr]

∑
u∈Iupr

J̃pu −
1

2

∑
u,u′∈Iupr

(
J̃uu′ − K̃uu′

)
.

Alternatively, by comparing f̂HF in Eq. (3.24) with Eq. (3.25), we have:

EHF =
∑
i∈[N ]

〈
φi

∣∣∣∣12 f̂HF +
1

2
T̂ +

1

2
V̂Ne

∣∣∣∣φi〉 =
1

2

∑
i∈[N ]

εi +
1

2

∑
i∈[N ]

〈
φi

∣∣∣T̂ + V̂Ne

∣∣∣φi〉 (3.26)

=
∑

p∈[Npr]

εp +
1

2

∑
u∈Iupr

εu +
∑

p∈[Npr]

〈
φp

∣∣∣T̂ + V̂Ne

∣∣∣φp〉+
1

2

∑
u∈Iupr

〈
φu

∣∣∣T̂ + V̂Ne

∣∣∣φu〉.
Again, this is not just

∑
i∈[N ]⟨φi|f̂

HF|φi⟩ =
∑
i∈[N ] εi = 2

∑
p∈[Npr]

εp +
∑
u∈Iupr

εu.
For RHF, the equation reduces to:

f̂HFφp :=
(
T̂ + V̂ HF

S
)
φp = εpφp, where

V̂ HF
S = V̂Ne +

∑
p′∈[Npr]

(
2 ˆ̃J(p′) − ˆ̃K(p′)) = V̂Ne +

∑
j∈[N ]

ˆ̃J(j) − 1

2

∑
j∈[N ]

ˆ̃K(j).

For the energy, Eq. (3.26) simplifies to:

EHF =
1

2

∑
i∈[N ]

εi +
1

2

∑
i∈[N ]

〈
φi

∣∣∣T̂ + V̂Ne

∣∣∣φi〉 =
∑

p∈[Npr]

εp +
∑

p∈[Npr]

⟨φp|T̂ + V̂Ne|φp⟩ (3.27)

= 2
∑

p∈[Npr]

εp −
1

2

∑
i∈[N ]

〈
φi

∣∣∣∣∑j∈[N ]
Ĵ(j) − 1

2

∑
j∈[N ]

K̂(j)

∣∣∣∣φi〉 = 2
∑

p∈[Npr]

εp −
∑

p,p′∈[Npr]

(
2J̃pp′ − K̃pp′

)
,

but is not
∑
i∈[N ]⟨φi|f̂

HF|φi⟩ = 2
∑
p∈[Npr]

εp.

3.4 Roothaan Equation
Let {|α⟩}α∈[NB] be a basis set for one-electron wavefunctions. The orbitals can then be written as: ϕi =

∑
αCα

i |α⟩ (the
matrix form takes the superscript as the row index). The Hartree-Fock equation (any case) then becomes

∑
αCα

i f̂
HF|α⟩ =

εi
∑
β C

β
i |β⟩. Taking inner product with |α′⟩, we have:

fHFC = SCε :
∑
α

(fHF)α
′
α Cα

i = εi
∑
β

Sα
′
β Cβ

i , ∀α
′ ∈ [NB], i ∈ [N ], (3.28)
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where (fHF)α
′
α := ⟨α′|f̂HF|α⟩ is the Fock matrix (the Fock operator f̂HF is defined in Eq. (3.19)), Sα

′
α := ⟨α′|α⟩ is the

overlap matrix, and ε := Diag[ε1, · · · , εN ]. The orthonormality constraint on the orbitals translates into δij = ⟨ϕi|ϕj⟩ =∑
α,β C

α
i
∗⟨α|β⟩Cβ

j , or C†SC = I.
Eq. (3.28) is a generalized eigenvalue problem: it is equivalent to S−1fHFC = Cε. Using the orthonormality, we also

have:
C†fHFC = ε, (3.29)

so solving the problem is equivalent to diagonalizing the Fock matrix fHF. This gives NB eigenstates while only N ⩽ NB
is needed as (occupied) orbitals, but all eigenstates need to be solved so as to collect N eigenstates with largest eigenvalues
as the orbitals. Other eigenstates may also be used as virtual/excited orbitals in post-HF methods.
Calculation of the Fock matrix. First note from Eq. (3.2), the density matrix is PS(x; x

′) =∑
i∈[N ]

∑
αCα

i |α⟩(x)
∑
α′ C

α′
i

∗
|α′⟩(x′)∗ =

∑
α,α′

∑
i∈[N ] C

α
i C

α′
i

∗
|α⟩⟨α′|(x, x′), so the density matrix under

this basis is Pα
α′ =

∑
i∈[N ] C

α
i C

α′
i

∗
, or P = CC†, so that PS(x; x

′) =
∑
α,α′ P

α
α′ |α⟩⟨α′|(x, x′) =∑

α,α′ P
α
α′⟨x|α⟩⟨α′|x′⟩. Note that this P corresponds to the Γ (not Γ̃) in Eq. (1.13). From Eq. (3.3), the density is

ρS(x) =
∑
α,α′

(∑
i∈[N ] C

α
i C

α′
i

∗)
⟨x|α⟩⟨α′|x⟩ =

∑
α,α′ P

α
α′⟨x|α⟩⟨α′|x⟩ = tr

(
P
(
|α⟩⟨α′|

)α′

α

)
(x). The normalization

constraint is
∫
dx ρS(x) = tr(PS) = N . This can also be seen from Eq. (1.14), where Γ is taken as P, and Â is taken as

the identity so Ãα′
α := ⟨α′|α⟩ = Sα

′
α is the overlap matrix according to Eq. (1.12). Mean value of other operators can also

be computed using Eq. (1.14).
The last two terms in fHF in Eq. (3.19) lead to the Hartree matrix J and the exchange matrix K:

Jα
′
α := ⟨α′|

∑
j

Ĵ(j)|α⟩ Eq. (3.20)
=

∫
dx1dx2

∑
β,β′ P

β
β′⟨x2|β⟩⟨β′|x2⟩
r12

⟨x1|α⟩⟨α′|x1⟩ =
∑
β,β′

Pβ
β′Iα′β′|αβ = tr(PJα

′
α ),

Kα′
α := ⟨α′|

∑
j

K̂(j)|α⟩ Eq. (3.20)
=

∫
dx1dx2

∑
j∈[N ]

∑
β′ C

β′

j

∗
⟨β′|x2⟩⟨x2|α⟩
r12

∑
β

Cβ
j ⟨x1|β⟩⟨α′|x1⟩

=
∑
β,β′

Pβ
β′

∫
dx1dx2

⟨β′|x2⟩⟨x2|α⟩
r12

⟨x1|β⟩⟨α′|x1⟩ =
∑
β,β′

Pβ
β′Iα′β′|βα = tr(PKα

′
α ), (3.30)

where (Jα
′
α )β

′

β := Iα′β′|αβ , and (Kα
′
α )β

′

β := Iα′β′|βα. Note that J and K depend on P, which is taken as the previous-step
P while solving Eq. (3.28) for the current step. Constructing J and K requires 4-center-2-electron integrals and incurs an
O(N4) complexity, but density fitting techniques could make it O(N3).

The Fock matrix can then be expressed as:

(fHF)α
′
α = Tα′

α + (VNe)
α′
α + tr(PJα

′
α )− tr(PKα

′
α ) = Tα′

α + (VNe)
α′
α + Jα

′
α −Kα′

α , (3.31)

where Tα′
α := tr(T̂ |α⟩⟨α′|) = − 1

2
⟨α′|∇2|α⟩, and (VNe)

α′
α := tr(V̂Ne|α⟩⟨α′|) = ⟨α′|V̂Ne|α⟩ =

∫
dxα′(x)∗α(x)VNe(r⃗).

Using the density matrix, Eq. (3.29) indicates tr(PfHF) = tr(ε), so the energy of the system can be estimated by E[ψS] =
1
2
tr(PfHF) + 1

2
tr
(
P(T + VNe)

)
. This is the common expression for UHF and R(O)HF, Eqs. (3.23, 3.26, 3.27) . For

R(O)HF, just use the appropriate index set for summing over K̂(j).
Orbital orthonormality. Obviously the overlap matrix S and the density matrix P = CC† are Hermitian. Note that
the Fock operator hence the Fock matrix is also Hermitian, (fHF)† = fHF: from Eq. (3.19), we know that T̂ is Hermitian, also
are V̂Ne and Ĵ(j) since they are real-valued, multiplicative operators (sometimes also called local operators); for

∑
j K̂

(j),

from Eq. (3.30) and noting Eq. (3.16), Kα′
α = ⟨α′|

∑
j K̂

(j)|α⟩ =
∑
β,β′ P

β
β′Iα′β′|βα =

∑
β,β′(P

β′

β )∗I∗βα|α′β′ =∑
β,β′(P

β′

β )∗I∗αβ|β′α′ = ⟨α|
∑
j K̂

(j)|α′⟩∗ = (Kα
α′)∗.

We now show that C†iSCj = 0 for i ̸= j if given non-degeneracy εi ̸= εj , so to realize the orbital orthonormality

requirement C†SC = I, we only need to normalize each orbital coefficient: Ci ← Ci/
√

C†iSCi.

From the Roothaan equation Eq. (3.28) fHFCi = εiSCi, we have C†iSCj = C†i
1
εj
fHFCj = 1

εj
(fHFCi)

†Cj =
εi
εj
C†iSCj (since fHF is Hermitian), so

(
1− εi

εj

)
C†iSCj = 0, which implies C†iSCj = 0.

Alternatively, as S is positive definite and Hermitian, let M be a non-singular matrix s.t. S = MM†. Then the
Roothaan equation Eq. (3.28) fHFCi = εiSCi implies fHFCi = εiMM†Ci, which is M−1fHFM−†M†Ci = εiM

†Ci,
i.e., {(εi,M†Ci)}i are eigenpairs of M−1fHFM−†. Since (M−1fHFM−†)† = M−1fHFM−† is Hermitian, once εi ̸= εj ,
the corresponding eigenvectors are orthogonal: 0 = (M†Ci)

†(M†Cj) = C†iMM†Cj = C†iSCj . Note that although the
equation can be reformulated as S−1fHFCi = εiCi, this unnecessarily implies C†iCj = 0, since S−1fHF is not Hermitian.
Density matrix optimization. For large systems, it is more efficient to only finding the lowestN eigenvectors instead
of all of them. Density matrix (referring to the 1-RDM) optimization is one approach. Noting Eqs. (2.29, 3.22) and
Eq. (1.14) and the above argument, the variational energy in terms of density matrix P is:

E(P) = tr(PT) + tr(PVNe) +
1

2
tr
(
PJ(P)

)
− 1

2
tr
(
PK(P)

)
= tr

(
P(T+VNe)

)
+

1

2
tr
(
P tr

(
P(Jα

′
α −Kα

′
α )

)α′

α

)
. (3.32)
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Here we explicitly write the dependency of J, K on P. It can also be derived by plugging the basis expansion of orbitals
ϕi =

∑
αCα

i |α⟩ into Eq. (2.29) (also noting Eq. (3.4)).
Note that tr(A†B) =

∑
α,α′(A

†)αα′Bα′
α =

∑
α,α′(A

α′
α )∗Bα′

α =
∑
α′α(Ā

(α′α))∗B̄(α′α) = Ā†B̄, where Ā(α′α) :=

Aα′
α (sim. B̄) is the flattened vector. So the first term tr

(
P(T+VNe)

)
= tr

(
(P†)†(T+VNe)

)
= P̄†(T̄+ V̄Ne) if we

let T̄(α′α) := Tα′
α (sim. V̄Ne), and P̄(α′α) := (P†)α

′
α , which is also Pα′

α = (Pα
α′)∗ since P = P†.

Note also that (Ā†)(α′α) = (Ā(α′α))∗ = (Aα′
α )∗ = (A†)αα′ , which indicates if tr(LB) = L̄B̄, then L̄(α′α) := Lαα′ .

So the second term tr
(
P tr

(
P(Jα

′
α −Kα

′
α )

)α′

α

)
= tr

(
(P†)† tr

(
(Jα

′
α −Kα

′
α )P

)α′

α

)
= P̄†(J̄− K̄)P̄, if we let J̄(α

′α)
(ββ′) :=

(Jα
′
α )β

′

β = Iα′β′|αβ , and K̄(α′α)
(ββ′) := (Kα

′
α )β

′

β = Iα′β′|βα. Note that J̄(ββ
′)

(α′α) = Iβα|β′α′ = I∗β′α′|βα = I∗α′β′|αβ =

(J̄(α
′α)

(ββ′) )
∗, and K̄(ββ′)

(α′α) = Iβα|α′β′ = I∗α′β′|βα = (K̄(α′α)
(ββ′) )

∗, so both J̄ and K̄ are Hermitian matrices. Eq. (3.32) then
becomes:

E(P̄) = P̄†(T̄+ V̄Ne) +
1

2
P̄†(J̄− K̄)P̄, (3.33)

which is a quadratic form of P̄. This directly gives the gradient (see Sec. 0.3) w.r.t the density matrix:

∇P̄E(P̄)
Eqs. (0.4, 0.5)

= T̄+ V̄Ne + (J̄− K̄)P̄, or

∇PE(P) = T+VNe +
(
tr
(
(Jα

′
α −Kα

′
α )P

))α′

α
= T+VNe + J(P)−K(P) = fHF(P), (3.34)

where the last equality is due to Eq. (3.31)
In the optimization, orbital orthonormality C†SC = I is still required, which is necessary for the derivation of the

energy expression Eq. (3.32). The constraint indicates CC†SCC† = CC†, which is PSP = P, meaning that the density
matrix P is idempotent. (Note that P is likely degenerate, so this does not mean PS = I or P = S−1.) Introduce
Lagrange multipliers Λ for PSP − P, which is Hermitian since P and S are. The gradient of the constraint term is:
∇P tr(Λ†(PSP−P)) = ΛP†S† + S†P†Λ−Λ = ΛPS+ SPΛ−Λ. The optimized P⋆ then satisfies:

fHF(P⋆) = T+VNe + J(P⋆)−K(P⋆) = T+VNe + tr
(
P⋆(Jα

′
α −Kα

′
α )

)α′

α

= Λ⋆P⋆S+ SP⋆Λ⋆ −Λ⋆, and P⋆SP⋆ = P⋆. (3.35)

Multiplying both sides with P⋆ yields:

fHF(P⋆)P⋆ = SP⋆Λ⋆P⋆, and P⋆SP⋆ = P⋆. (3.36)

Taking the trace, the l.h.s becomes tr(P⋆†fHF(P⋆)), the r.h.s becomes tr(SP⋆Λ⋆P⋆) = tr(P⋆SP⋆Λ⋆) = tr(P⋆Λ⋆) =

tr(P⋆†Λ⋆). So:

P̄⋆†̄fHF(P̄⋆) = P̄⋆†T̄+ P̄⋆†V̄Ne + P̄⋆†(J̄− K̄)P̄⋆ = P̄⋆†Λ̄⋆, and P⋆SP⋆ = P⋆.

The normalization constraint tr(PS) = N can be formulated as P̄⋆†S̄ = N . If ignoring the constraint P⋆SP⋆ = P⋆ and
only imposing the constraint P̄⋆†S̄ = N with Lagrange multiplier λ, taking the gradient w.r.t P̄⋆ yields:

2(J̄− K̄)P̄⋆ = Λ̄⋆ + λS̄− T̄− V̄Ne, and P̄⋆ =
1

2
(J̄− K̄)−1(Λ̄⋆ + λS̄− T̄− V̄Ne),

if assuming J̄− K̄ to be non-singular.

3.5 Energy Gradient and Relation Among the Methods
Given a conformation R := {(ZA, r⃗A)}A and an atomic basis expansion of orbitals ϕi = ϕR,Ci :=

∑
αCα

i |α⟩R, there
are two equivalent ways from ER[{ϕi}i] Eq. (3.15) to Roothaan equation Eq. (3.28). First ignore the dependency on R.

(1) From E[{ϕi}i] Eq. (3.15), by taking the variation, we have:

δ

δ(ϕj)∗
E[{ϕi}i] = 2f̂HFϕj ,

as in Eq. (3.19). Leveraging the relation between derivative and variation, we have ∂
(C
β
k
)∗E(C) := ∂

(C
β
k
)∗E[{ϕCi}i] =∫

dx
∑
j

δ
δ(ϕj)∗

E[{ϕi}i](x)∂(Cβ
k
)∗ϕ
∗
Cj

(x) = 2
∫
dx

∑
j f̂

HFϕCj (x)∂(Cβ
k
)∗

∑
α′(C

α′
j )∗⟨α′|(x) =

2
∫
dx

∑
j f̂

HFϕCj (x)δ
j
k⟨β|(x) = 2

∫
dx f̂HFϕCk (x)⟨β|(x) = 2

∫
dx

∑
αCα

k f̂
HF|α⟩(x)⟨β|(x) =

2
∑
αCα

k ⟨β|f̂HF|α⟩ = 2(fHF(C)C)βk . By Eq. (0.3) and Eq. (3.31), we have:

∇CE(C) = 2fHF(C)C = 2(T+VNe + J(P)−K(P))C. (3.37)

For the orthonormality constraint, when adopting the general complex derivative Eq. (0.2), we have
δ

δ(ϕl)
∗ Eji (⟨ϕi|ϕj⟩ − δij) = Eji (δ

i
lϕj + δljϕi′δ

i′i) = Ejlϕj + Ei
′
l ϕi′ . So ∂

(C
β
k
)∗E

j
i

(〈
ϕCi

∣∣ϕCj

〉
− δij

)
=∫

dx
∑
l

δ
δ(ϕl)

∗ Eji ⟨ϕi|ϕj⟩(x)∂(Cβ
k
)∗ϕ
∗
Cl

(x) =
∫
dx

∑
l

δ
δ(ϕl)

∗ Eji ⟨ϕi|ϕj⟩(x)δ
l
k⟨β|(x) =

∫
dx (EjkϕCj (x) +

EikϕCi(x))⟨β|(x) = EjkC
α
j ⟨β|α⟩+ EikCα

i ⟨β|α⟩, or:

∇CEji
〈
ϕCi

∣∣ϕCj

〉
= 2SCE.
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(2) From E[{ϕi}i] Eq. (3.15), by plugging in the basis expansion, we have E(C) := E[{ϕCi}i] = E(P =

P(C)) which recovers Eq. (3.32), where P(C) := CC†. Then ∂
(C
β
k
)∗E(C) =

∑
α,α′ ∂(Pα′

α )∗E(P =

P(C))∂
(C
β
k
)∗(P

α′
α (C))∗ =

∑
α,α′(∇PE(P = P(C)))α

′
α ∂(Cβ

k
)∗

∑
iC

α
i (C

α′
i )∗ =

∑
α,α′(∇PE(P =

P(C)))α
′
α

∑
i(δ

βαδkiC
α′′
i′′ δα′α′′δii

′′
+ Cα

i δ
β
α′δ

i
k) =

∑
α,α′(∇PE(P = P(C)))α

′
α (δβαCα′′

k δα′α′′ + Cα
k δ
β
α′) =

(∇PE(P = P(C)))βα′′C
α′′
k + (∇PE(P = P(C)))βαC

α
k = 2(∇PE(P = P(C))C)βk . Using Eq. (3.34), we have:

∇CE(C) = 2(T+VNe + J(P)−K(P))C.
For the orthonormality constraint

〈
ϕCi

∣∣ϕCj

〉
= δij , plugging in the basis expansion yields C†SC = I. Introducing

Lagrange multipliers Eji , and noting S is Hermitian, we have∇C tr(E(C†SC−I)) Eq. (0.5)
= 2SCE , or∇CEji

〈
ϕCi

∣∣ϕCj

〉
=

2SCE .
Results of the two processes coincide. Also note that∇PE(P) = fHF(C). The orbital solution satisfies: fHF(C⋆)C⋆ =

SC⋆E⋆ and C⋆†SC⋆ = I, which takes the form of the Roothaan equation Eq. (3.28).
When using SCF (self-consistent field), i.e., iteratively solving generalized eigenvalue problems, orbital orthogonality

can naturally be achieved if there is no degeneracy, as discussed in Sec. 3.4 (Paragraph “Orbital orthonormality”) and
Sec. 3.3 (beginning). Hence only normalization constraint is required and the Lagrange multiplier matrix is diagonal,
ε = Diag[ε1, · · · , εN ].

fHF(C⋆)C⋆ = SC⋆ε⋆, and C⋆†SC⋆ = I, (3.38)

which is the Roothaan equation Eq. (3.28).

3.6 Atomic Force Calculation
Using SCF orbital: ∇RER(C⋆

R) = (∇RER)(C⋆
R) + tr

((
∇CER(C⋆

R)
)†∇RC⋆

R

)
Eqs. (3.37, 3.38)

= (∇RER)(C⋆
R) +

tr
(
2
(
SRC⋆

Rε⋆R
)†∇RC⋆

R

)
= (∇RER)(C⋆

R) + 2 tr
(
ε⋆RC⋆

R
†SR∇RC⋆

R

)
. From the constraint C⋆

R
†SRC⋆

R = I,

we have∇RC⋆
R
†SRC⋆

R +C⋆
R
†∇RSRC⋆

R +C⋆
R
†SR∇RC⋆

R = 0, so 2C⋆
R
†SR∇RC⋆

R = −C⋆
R
†∇RSRC⋆

R, and:

∇RER(C⋆
R) = (∇RER)(C⋆

R)− tr
(
ε⋆RC⋆

R
†∇RSRC⋆

R

)
= (∇RER)(C⋆

R)− tr
(
C⋆

Rε⋆RC⋆
R
†∇RSR

)
= (∇RER)(C⋆

R)− tr
(
Q⋆

R∇RSR

)
, (3.39)

where Q := CεC†,Qα
α′ =

∑
i εiC

α
i (C

α′
i )∗ is the energy-weighted density matrix [15].

Using density matrix gives the same result: ∇RER(P⋆
R) = (∇RER)(P⋆

R) +

tr
((
∇PER(P⋆

R)
)†∇RP⋆

R

)
Eqs. (3.34, 3.35)

= (∇RER)(P⋆
R) + tr

((
Λ⋆

RP⋆
RSR + SRP⋆

RΛ⋆
R

)
∇RP⋆

R − Λ⋆
R∇RP⋆

R

)
.

From the constraint P⋆
RSRP⋆

R = P⋆
R, we have∇RP⋆

R = ∇R

(
P⋆

RSRP⋆
R

)
, so:

∇RER(P⋆
R) = (∇RER)(P⋆

R)− tr
(
Λ⋆

RP⋆
R∇RSRP⋆

R

)
= (∇RER)(P⋆

R)− tr
(
P⋆

RΛ⋆
RP⋆

R∇RSR

)
. (3.40)

Noting that P⋆ = C⋆C⋆†, from Eqs. (3.36, 3.38) , we have fHF(P⋆)P⋆ = SP⋆Λ⋆P⋆ = fHF(P⋆)C⋆C⋆† = SC⋆ε⋆C⋆†.
Since S is non-singular, this implies:

P⋆Λ⋆P⋆ = C⋆ε⋆C⋆† = Q⋆.

This then equates Eq. (3.40) to Eq. (3.39).
But from derivation using SCF orbital, ∇RER(C⋆

R) = (∇RER)(C⋆
R) + tr

(
2
(
SRC⋆

Rε⋆R
)†∇RC⋆

R

)
=

(∇RER)(C⋆
R) + tr

(
∇†C⋆

R
tr
((
C⋆

R
†SRC⋆

R − I
)
ε⋆R

)
∇RC⋆

R

)
= (∇RER)(C⋆

R) + ∇R tr
((
C⋆

R
†SRC⋆

R − I
)
ε⋆R

)
,

and diag
((
C⋆

R
†SRC⋆

R − I
)
ε⋆R

)
= 0 since columns of C⋆

R are exactly SR-normalized for any R. Then we have:

∇RER(C⋆
R) = (∇RER)(C⋆

R). (3.41)

Similarly, from the derivation using density matrix, we can obtain the same conclusion Eq. (3.41) above, since the idem-
potency P⋆

RSRP⋆
R = P⋆

R holds exactly since C⋆
R
†SRC⋆

R = I exactly since the SR-orthogonality also holds exactly in
general since C⋆

R are eigenvectors of different eigenvalues in general. This Eq. (3.41) is also noted and acknowledged in
the original paper of Pulay force [16] (p.199, first equation in Sec. 2, for which he cited Hellmann’s [7] and Feynman’s
work [3]).

However, (∇RER)(C⋆
R) and (∇RER)(P⋆

R) are not the Hellmann-Feynman force (Sec. 4.3.1). Noting thatER(C) :=

ER(P = CC†), in Eq. (3.32) or equivalently Eq. (3.33), only a part of P̄⋆
R
†∇RV̄Ne,R is the Hellmann-Feynman force:

(∇RER)(P⋆
R) = P̄⋆

R
†∇RT̄R +

1

2
P̄⋆

R
†∇R(J̄R − K̄R)P̄⋆

R

+ P̄⋆
R
†(⟨α′R|∇RVNe,R|αR⟩

)(α′α)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Hellmann-Feynman force

+P̄⋆
R
†(⟨∇Rα

′
R|VNe,R|αR⟩+ ⟨α′R|VNe,R|∇RαR⟩

)(α′α)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
P̄⋆

R
†∇RV̄Ne,R

.

(3.42)
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The rest part of (∇RER)(P⋆
R) is called the wavefunction force in [16]. In principle, the Hellmann-Feynman theorem can be

applied and the Hellmann-Feynman force can well approximate the true force. But under atomic basis which is incomplete,
the condition that the Hellmann-Feynman theorem holds (true ground-state wavefunction) does not hold exactly, causing
error in the force. The error can be corrected by other terms in Eq. (3.42), which appear due to the dependency of the basis
functions on atom coordinates.

3.7 Correlation Missed by the Hartree-Fock Method
Define the correlation energy EHF

C as the difference between the true ground-state energy and the minimal HF energy.
It reflects the approximation gap due to the Slater-determinant form (the HF form) of wavefunction. Since the Slater
determinant is the wavefunction of non-interacting systems, this gap then arises from the effect of interaction, hence called
“correlation”.

From [11], “Electron correlation is mainly caused by the dynamical correlation (Sinanoğlu, 1964, according to [19]),
i.e., the instantaneous repulsion of the electrons, which is not covered by the effective HF potential. Pictorially speaking,
the electrons get often too close to each other in the Hartree-Fock scheme, because the electrostatic interaction is treated
in only an average manner.” “The second main contribution to EHF

C is the non-dynamical or static correlation. It is
related to the fact that in certain circumstances the ground-state Slater determinant is not a good approximation to the true
ground-state, because there are other Slater determinants with comparable energies. A typical example is provided by one
of the famous laboratories of quantum chemistry, the H2 molecule.”

RHF deviates from the experimental truth as the inter-H distance increases, where dynamical correlation becomes a
minor issue (since the Coulomb interaction is weak). When choosing the one-electron orbitals as {ϕg(r⃗)δ

↑
s , ϕg(r⃗)δ

↓
s}

where the molecular orbital ϕg(r⃗) := 1√
2
(ϕL(r⃗) + ϕR(r⃗)) is composed of atomic orbitals of the left-H and right-H, the

Slater determinant gives equal weights to {H↑H↓,H↓H↑,H↑↓H,H↓↑H} (Eq. (3.10) with N↑ = N↓ = 1 gives the same
value when (s1, s2) is (↑, ↓) or (↓, ↑), and ϕg assigns a spin value to either atoms with equal weights), while the latter
two states are less likely for distant H atoms. From another perspective, another basis for the atomic orbitals combination
ϕu(r⃗) := 1√

2
(ϕL(r⃗) − ϕR(r⃗)) should be considered, and the dominant states {H↑H↓,H↓H↑} for distant H atoms is then

representable as the summation of the Slater determinants using both molecular orbitals.
UHF ameliorates this problem a lot, since it allows the two dominant states {H↑H↓,H↓H↑} where the electrons are

unpaired. But its accuracy also suffers from not being the total-spin eigenfunction.
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4 Density Functional Theory
4.1 The Hohenberg-Kohn Theorems
The two HK theorems (1964) [8] follow the variational principle of the Schrödinger equation. They laid the foundation
of DFT that it makes physical sense to take the ground-state density as the basic variable. Define the system-independent
operator as:

F̂ := T̂ + Ŵee.

The first theorem: The non-degenerate ground-state density ρ0 of a system uniquely determines the external potential
Vext[ρ0](r⃗) (up to a constant) of the system, consequently the Hamiltonian Ĥ[ρ0] = T̂ + Ŵee + V̂ext[ρ0] (c.f., Eq. (2.28)) and
all of the entire the system. (Vext(r⃗) is restricted to a local, one-electron potential s.t. ⟨ψ|V̂ext|ψ⟩ = Eρ[ψ]

[Vext].)

Otherwise, there is a different (more than a constant) V ′ext whose ground-state ψ′0 yields the same density ρ[ψ′
0]

= ρ[ψ0].

By the variational principle, E0 = ⟨ψ0|F̂ + V̂ext|ψ0⟩ < ⟨ψ′0|F̂ + V̂ext|ψ′0⟩, while E′0 = ⟨ψ′0|F̂ + V̂ ′ext|ψ′0⟩. Subtracting
them yields E0 −E′0 < ⟨ψ′0|V̂ext − V̂ ′ext|ψ′0⟩ = Eρ[ψ′

0]
[Vext − V ′ext]. Symmetrically, E′0 −E0 < Eρ[ψ0]

[V ′ext − Vext]. Adding

the two inequalities yields a contradiction 0 < Eρ[ψ′
0]
[Vext − V ′ext]− Eρ[ψ0]

[Vext − V ′ext] = 0.
This theorem indicates the ground-state wavefunction ψ[ρ0] of a system is a functional of the ground-state density ρ0 of

the system, hence the ground-state energy: ∃ functional E0[ρ0]. Since E0[ρ0] = ⟨ψ[ρ0]|F̂ |ψ[ρ0]⟩+ Eρ0 [Vext[ρ0]] where the
second term is an explicit functional of ρ0 if we know the Vext that yields ρ0, we know if ρ0 is the ground-state density of
some system, then the “kinetic + ee” energy of that system is uniquely determined by ρ0. This defines the Hohenberg-Kohn
functional FHK[ρ0].

By now, the ρ is still required to be the ground-state density of some system (i.e. ∃Vext s.t. this ρ is the ground-
state density). Characterizing such ρ is called the Vext-representability problem (i.e., finding the pre-image set of Vext[ρ];
Lieb’s AN set). A commonly satisfactory, much weaker condition is N-representability, meaning that ρ stems from an
antisymmetric wavefunction of N electrons (Lieb’s IN set; for the Levy-Lieb functional).
The second theorem: The ground-state energy E[Vext] and density ρ[Vext] of a system specified by Vext(r⃗) are:

(E[Vext], ρ[Vext]) = (min, argmin)
ρ:Vext-repr

{
E[ρ] := FHK[ρ] + Eρ[Vext]

}
. (4.1)

The theorem follows the variational principle. Note that it is inappropriate to minimize E0[ρ] = FHK[ρ] + Eρ[Vext[ρ]],
in which Vext also changes with ρ so the minimization process is not for a fixed system.
The Levy constrained-search approach (1979) [13]. The variational principle can be carried out in two stages:

E[Vext] = min
ψ

〈
ψ
∣∣F̂ + V̂ext

∣∣ψ〉 = min
ρ:N-repr

min
ψ:ρ[ψ]=ρ

〈
ψ
∣∣F̂ + V̂ext

∣∣ψ〉 = min
ρ:N-repr

(
min

ψ:ρ[ψ]=ρ

〈
ψ
∣∣F̂ ∣∣ψ〉︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:F [ρ], universal functional

+Eρ[Vext]
)
. (4.2)

The universal functional F [ρ] = (T + Eee)[ρ] (Lieb’s F Lv[ρ]) (allows all N-representable ρ; Lieb’s IN ) differs from
FHK[ρ] (allows only Vext-representable ρ; Lieb’s AN ) only in the domains. They coincide for Vext-representable ρ. This
formulation recovers the two HK theorems, and also lifts the non-degenerate restriction.
Corollaries (1) For a non-interacting system described by Eq. (3.8) whose solutions are Slater determinants (see the
Explanation of A2 in Sec. 3.1.1), there is no Ŵee term. So the universal/HK functional in this case is a functional of density
representing the kinetic energy of a non-interacting system, denoted as TS[ρ], although its explicit form in ρ is unknown.
When the non-interacting system is constructed to recover the same density as an (strictly) interacting system, TS < T [11].

(2) Note that from Eq. (2.29), F [ρ] = minP12
1′2′ :ρ[P12

1′2′
]
=ρ T [P

1
1′ ] + Eee[ρ12] = minP12

1′2′ :ρ[P12
1′2′

]
=ρ T [P

1
1′ ] +

EXC[ρ;hXC] + J [ρ]. Since J [ρ] is naturally a functional of ρ thus fixed in the minimization, (T + EXC)[ρ] :=
minP12

1′2′ :ρ[P12
1′2′

]
=ρ T [P

1
1′ ] + EXC[ρ;hXC] is also a density functional.

Some details. There are two ways to define density functionals (see Lieb’s paper [14] or Sec. 4.4 for more rigorous
details):

(1) FHK[ρ] := F [ψHK
[ρ] ], T

HK[ρ] := T [ψHK
[ρ] ] (this is not Lieb’s TKS

S ; this considers interaction), where ψHK
[ρ] satisfies

ψHK
[ρ] ∈ argminψ:N-repr F [ψ] + Eρ[ψ]

[Vext[ρ]] and ρ[ψHK
[ρ]

] = ρ. By construction, they are defined only for ρ that is some

potential’s ground-state density (Lieb’s AN ).
(2) F [ρ] := minψ:N-repr,ρ[ψ]=ρ F [ψ], TS[ρ] := minψ:N-repr,ρ[ψ]=ρ T [ψ] (Lieb’s F Lv[ρ] and T Lv

S [ρ]). Denote the min-

imizers as ψ(F )

[ρ] and ψ(T )

[ρ] . By construction, they can be defined for all N-representable ρ (Lieb’s IN ), which contains
AN .

Now consider their coincidence and their eligibility for finding E0 for a given Vext.
Obviously, for ρ ∈ AN , F [ρ] ⩽ FHK[ρ] since F [ρ] is the minimal achievable value by ρ. If equality does not hold, then

F [ψ
(F )

[ρ] ] + Eρ
[ψ

(F )
[ρ]

]
[Vext[ρ]] = F [ψ

(F )

[ρ] ] + Eρ[Vext[ρ]] < F [ψHK
[ρ] ] + Eρ[Vext[ρ]] = F [ψHK

[ρ] ] + Eρ
[ψHK

[ρ]
]
[Vext[ρ]] which violates

that ψHK
[ρ] is a minimizer. So F [ρ] = FHK[ρ] on AN , and ψHK

[ρ] ∈ argminψ:N-repr,ρ[ψ]=ρ
F [ψ]. The eligibility is obvious by

considering F [ρ] in Levy’s two-stage formulation, Eq. (4.2).
Obviously, TS[ρ] = T [ψ

(T )

[ρ] ] ⩽ T [ψ
(F )

[ρ] ] = T [ψHK
[ρ] ] = THK[ρ], and “=” holds only whenWee = const (non-interacting

case). As for eligibility, in a general (interacting) case, TS[ρ] + Eee[ρ] := minψ:ρ[ψ]=ρ T [ψ] + minψ:ρ[ψ]=ρEee[ψ] <

minψ:ρ[ψ]=ρ T [ψ] + Eee[ψ] = F [ρ], so using TS[ρ] + Eee[ρ] is not eligible.
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The results also hold when replacing Eee with EXC, since the difference J [ρ] is an explicit functional of ρ.
Does TS[ρ[ψKS

[V ]
]] = T [ψKS

[V ]] where ψKS
[V ] := argminψS

T [ψS] + J [ψS] + EXC[ψS] + Eρ[ψS]
[V ]? Obviously l.h.s ⩽

r.h.s by definition of TS. Also, the additional terms J , EXC and Eρ[V ] are all functionals of ρ (for EXC, it is defined as
(T + EXC)[ρ] − TS[ρ]), so following a similar argument as for FHK = F above, ψKS

[V ] also minimizes T [ψ] for the given
density ρ[ψKS

[V ]
]. So the kinetic energy computed from the DFT orbital solution can be taken as the label for learning TS.

More generally, this conclusion also holds even when the specifically chosen approximation EXC is not exact as long as it
is a density functional (the inexactness only biases the ρ solution from fitting the given system).

4.2 The Kohn-Sham Approach
Background The Thomas-Fermi model (1927) [18, 2] and extensions “fail miserably when results better than mere
qualitative trends are the target” [11]. The scheme approximates the kinetic energy by that of the uniform electron gas, 12

T TF[ρ] :=
3

10
(3π2)

2
3

∫
dr⃗ ρ

5
3 (r⃗). (4.3)

This approximation does not meet chemical interest which is on the bonds arising from non-uniform electron density. Calls
for more accurate kinetic energy estimation. The Kohn-Sham approach [12] is developed in 1965.
Overview “Introduce a fictitious, non-interacting reference system such that the major part of the kinetic energy can
be computed to good accuracy. The remainder is merged with the non-classical contributions EXC to the electron-electron
repulsion, which are also unknown but usually fairly small. By this method, as much information as possible is computed
exactly, leaving only a small part of the total energy to be determined by an approximate functional.” [11]
Description Finding the ground-state energy of a given system with potential Vext can be done by varying density to
minimize Eq. (4.1) or Eq. (4.2), but the problem is that FHK or F , or equivalently (T +EXC)[ρ], is unknown. But we know
the exact wavefunction of a non-interacting system Ĥ = T̂ + V̂S (Eq. (3.8)) is in the form of the Slater determinant ψS (see
the Explanation of A2 in Sec. 3.1.1). Choose the effective one-electron potential VS such that the ground-state density of
the reference system ρS(r⃗) =

∑
k∈[N ]

∑
s|ϕ

s
k(r⃗)|2 (Eq. (3.3)) equals that ρ0(r⃗) of the real system of interacting electrons,

Ĥ = T̂ + V̂Ne + Ŵee (Eq. (2.28)). If the energy functionals of the two systems coincide, the real ground-state energy can
also be recovered by the reference system. (The significance of the HK theorems here is that it tells us it suffices to use a
reference system that shares the energy as a functional only of the density, but not have to be of the wavefunction which is
definitely not possible (the real one is interacting while the reference’s is not; particularly the real one has correlation for
antiparallel-spin electrons while the reference’s does not; see Eq. (3.5)).)

To achieve this, reformulate the real, target total energy Eq. (2.29) by leveraging Corollaries (1) and (2) that both TS[ρ]
and (T + EXC)[ρ] are functionals of density ρ:

E[ρ] =

interacting, real, physical view︷ ︸︸ ︷
(T + EXC)[ρ] +

Eλ=1
ext [ρ]︷ ︸︸ ︷
ENe[ρ] +J [ρ] =

non-interacting, reference, effective view︷ ︸︸ ︷
TS[ρ] +

Eext,S[ρ]=E
λ=0
ext [ρ]︷ ︸︸ ︷

ENe[ρ] + J [ρ] + (T + EXC)[ρ]− TS[ρ]︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:EXC[ρ]

. (4.4)

This EXC[ρ] overloads the name “exchange-correlation energy” in the KS scheme. It contains not only the non-classical
effects of self-interaction correction, exchange and correlation (i.e., EXC), but also a portion belonging to the kinetic energy
(roughly THK[ρ]−TS[ρ]). By construction, it is a functional of electron density ρ, unlike EXC in the general case, so taking
its variation w.r.t orbitals gives a local effective potential, which is what needed for a non-interacting reference system. This
enables finding the ground-state energy by varying orbitals:

min
ρ:N-repr

E[ρ]
Eq. (4.4)
= min

ρ:N-repr

(
min

ψS:ρ[ψS]
=ρ
T [ψS] + Eext,S[ρ]

)
= min
ρ:N-repr

(
min

ψS:ρ[ψS]
=ρ
T [ψS] + Eext,S[ρ[ψS]]

)
= min

ψS:N-repr
T [ψS] + Eext,S[ρ[ψS]],

and similarly to Eq. (3.19), taking the variation of the objective w.r.t orbital ϕi subject to the normalization constraint gives:

f̂KSϕi :=
(
T̂ + V̂ KS

S
)
ϕi = εiϕi, where (4.5)

V KS
S (r⃗1) :=

δEext,S[ρ]

δρ
(r⃗1) = −

∑
A∈[NA]

ZA
r1A︸ ︷︷ ︸

=VNe(r⃗1)

+

∫
dr⃗2

ρ(r⃗2)

r12︸ ︷︷ ︸
=VJ(r⃗1) (see Eq. (3.21))

+
δEXC[ρ]

δρ
(r⃗1)︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:VXC(r⃗1)

. (4.6)

Note that the potential functions VJ, VXC and V KS
S are all determined by the density ρ; hence is the Fock operator f̂KS.

Correlations and holes Referring to Eq. (2.32), we define the exchange-correlation hole in the KS scheme via:

EXC[ρ] =:
1

2

∫
dr⃗1dr⃗2

ρ(r⃗1)hXC(r⃗2|r⃗1)
r12

. (4.7)

This is indeed the difference from the true ground-state energy. Similar to the HF case, the exchange energy can also be
handled by the exchange hole hKS

X := hHF
X (see Eq. (3.7)) using the KS-optimized orbitals. The corresponding Coulomb

hole is accordingly defined as hKS
C̄ := hXC − h

KS
X which also accounts for the correlation in the kinetic energy.

12Why regarded “uniform” while ρ(r⃗) changes spacially? Because it is not regarding the density as uniform, but taking the energy
density at r⃗ as the energy density as if the density is everywhere equal to the value ρ(r⃗).
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Difference from the Hartree-Fock method Comparing the generalized eigenvalue problems Eq. (3.19) and
Eq. (4.5), the difference lies in the exchange-correlation operator: the HF method uses the exchange operator
−
∑
j∈[N ] K̂

(j) which is non-local (cannot be written as the integral of the operand with a potential) and misses some
correlation (Sec. 3.7), while the KS scheme uses a local exchange-correlation potential VXC(r⃗) (determined by ρ) that also
takes into account the Coulomb and kinetic correlation. “The Kohn-Sham approach is in principle exact!” [11] Due to the
use of the local operator, “the KS formulation has a structure actually formally less complicated than the HF approxima-
tion” [11]. The advantage of KSDFT over HF lies in performance rather than computational cost (it also solves orbitals). It
is cheaper than post-HF methods e.g., CI, CCSD.

By definition, the ground-state energy can be recovered by both HF and KS with respective correlation energy: E0 =
E[ψHF

S0 ] + EHF
C = E[ψKS

S0 ] + EKS
C̄ , where E[ψS] = T [ψS] + ENe[ρ[ψS]] + J [ρ[ψS]] + EHF

X [ψS] is the energy under Slater
determinant (see Eq. (3.15); assume A2.2 so that EHF

X = EHF
XC), and since E[ψHF

S0 ] is the minimal achievable energy by a
Slater determinant, we have EHF

C > EKS
C̄ . From another perspective, by construction of KS, ρKS

S0 = ρ0 while ρHF
S0 ̸= ρ0. So

hHF
C (r⃗2|r⃗1) = (ρ0(r⃗1) − ρHF

S0 (r⃗2)) + (hXC(r⃗2|r⃗1) − h
HF
X (r⃗2|r⃗1)) = ρ0 − ρHF

S0 + hKS
C̄ , since the deviation in density also

makes HF introduce error from the TS, ENe and J terms. The correlation energy EHF
C is simply ignored in HF optimization,

while EKS
C̄ is approximated in KS together with EKS

X through EXC.
Discussions Since the use of orbitals in KS is for approximating (the major part of) the kinetic energy, it does not require
as expressive an orbital function class as HF does, whose target is indeed the true wavefunction.

Define the non-interacting pure-state-VS representability of a possibly interacting system as: whether the non-
interacting N -electron ground-state that shares the same density as the interacting system can be generated by a single
Slater determinant built from orbitals that are obtained as the N energetically lowest lying orbitals of a simple local Kohn-
Sham potential VS. An interpretation could be, although the ground-state density of the real, interacting system can be
recovered by that of a non-interacting reference system with some effective VS, the ground-state wavefunction of the refer-
ence system may need multiple determinants or virtual excited orbitals to be expressed (a single determinant withN lowest
orbitals may not be the only solution). Recall Sec. 3.2.1 that a single determinant in the HF scheme missed the left-right
correlation in a H2 molecule hence overestimates the energy. But given an exact VXC, a single determinant is obtained as
the solution to the KS reference system [Gritsenko & Baerends, 1997] (but the KS orbitals are far different from the HF
ones, and form a bad wavefunction approximator), i.e., the H2 system is non-interacting pure-state-VS representable. There
also exist exceptions, e.g. the density of the non-degenerate 1Σ+

g ground state of the C2 molecule cannot be represented
as a single determinant KS solution [Schipper, Gritsenko, & Baerends, 1998]. That system is instead non-interacting
ensemble-VS representable using a small number of accidentally degenerated determinants.

In principle, even for a truly open-shell system, using restricted, spin-pair-shared KS orbitals (RKS) suffices from the
derivation, unless the Hamiltonian explicitly depends on spin. However in practice, using unrestricted, spin-dependent
orbitals (UKS) is required to account for the open-shell problem. Unrestricted techniques give qualitatively correct energies

but wrong densities, whereas restricted methods show the opposite behavior. The deviation of ⟨ ˆ⃗S2⟩ by UKS is in most cases
considerably less significant than by UHF, as KS does not aim to approximate the wavefunction.

4.3 Approximating the Exchange-Correlation Energy Functional EXC[ρ] in the KS Formalism
“Unlike in wavefunction-based methods, in density functional theory there is no systematic way towards improved approx-
imate functionals.” [11] There are constraints however, like normalization, boundary (cusp), scaling, and asymptotes.

4.3.1 Exact expression via adiabatic connection
Developed by Harris [6]. The central idea of the KS scheme is the density-minimizer equivalence between the real, interact-
ing system Ĥ = T̂ + V̂Ne + Ŵee (see Eq. (2.28)), and the carefully chosen, non-interacting reference system Ĥ = T̂ + V̂ KS

S

(see Eqs. (3.8, 4.5) ). A simple connection between them can be constructed as Ĥλ := T̂ + V̂λ+λŴee, where λ ∈ [0, 1] is
the coupling strength parameter, and V̂λ : ⟨ψ|V̂λ|ψ⟩ = Eρ[ψ](r⃗)

[Vλ(r⃗)] = Eλext[ρ[ψ]] is the external potential operator that

makes the ground-state of Ĥλ recover the real ground-state density ρ0. By construction, Eλ=0 = Eλ=1 (see Eq. (4.4)), and
Vλ=0 = V KS

S , Vλ=1 = VNe (all local). Since the density is kept the same along the process, it is called adiabatic. Although
the one-electron density is constantly ρ0, the pair density and thus the hole depend on λ.

Hellmann–Feynman theorem [7, 3]: dEλ
dλ

=
〈
ψλ

∣∣dĤλ
dλ

∣∣ψλ〉, where (ψλ, Eλ) is an eigenfunction-eigenvalue pair
of the Hamiltonian Ĥλ, and ψλ is normalized (handwiki). To see this, note ⟨ψλ|Ĥλ|ψλ⟩ = Eλ⟨ψλ|ψλ⟩ = Eλ, so
dEλ
dλ

=
〈
ψλ

∣∣dĤλ
dλ

∣∣ψλ〉 + 〈
dψλ
dλ

∣∣Ĥλ

∣∣ψλ〉 + 〈
ψλ

∣∣Ĥλ

∣∣dψλ
dλ

〉
. Noting Ĥλ is Hermite and Eλ is real, we know that dEλ

dλ
=〈

ψλ
∣∣dĤλ

dλ

∣∣ψλ〉+Eλ〈dψλ
dλ

∣∣ψλ〉+Eλ〈ψλ∣∣dψλdλ

〉
=

〈
ψλ

∣∣dĤλ
dλ

∣∣ψλ〉+Eλ d⟨ψλ|ψλ⟩
dλ

. If ψλ keeps normalized as λ varies, then
the second term is zero. Alternatively, the variational principle indicates δ

δψ
Eλ[ψ = ψλ] = µ δ⟨ψλ|ψλ⟩

δψ
, where Eλ[ψ] :=

⟨ψ|Ĥλ|ψ⟩
⟨ψ|ψ⟩ , and the second term comes from the constraint ⟨ψ|ψ⟩ = 1 during optimization. So dEλ

dλ
= dEλ[ψ=ψλ]

dλ
=

∂Eλ[ψ=ψλ]
∂λ

+
∫
dx δEλ[ψ=ψλ]

δψ
dψλ
dλ

= ∂Eλ[ψ=ψλ]
∂λ

−µ
∫
dx δ⟨ψλ|ψλ⟩

δψ
dψλ
dλ

=
〈
ψλ

∣∣dĤλ
dλ

∣∣ψλ〉−µd⟨ψλ|ψλ⟩
dλ

, which is again〈
ψλ

∣∣dĤλ
dλ

∣∣ψλ〉 if ψλ keeps normalized as λ varies.

The theorem applies to the ground stateψλ of Ĥλ := T̂+V̂λ+λŴee above of course, so dEλ
dλ

=
〈
ψλ

∣∣dV̂λ
dλ

+Ŵee
∣∣ψλ〉 =

Eρ0(r⃗)
[dVλ(r⃗)

dλ

]
+ 1

2
Eρλ(r⃗1,r⃗2)[1/r12] = Eρ0(r⃗)

[dVλ(r⃗)
dλ

]
+ J [ρ0] +

1
2

∫
dr⃗1dr⃗2

ρ0(r⃗1)h
λ
XC(r⃗2|r⃗1)
r12

. Consequently,

0 = Eλ=1 − Eλ=0 =

∫ 1

0

dλ
dEλ
dλ

=

∫ 1

0

dλEρ0(r⃗)
[
dVλ(r⃗)

dλ

]
+ J [ρ0] +

1

2

∫ 1

0

dλ

∫
dr⃗1dr⃗2

ρ0(r⃗1)h
λ
XC(r⃗2|r⃗1)
r12
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= Eρ0(r⃗)[
Vλ=1︷ ︸︸ ︷
VNe(r⃗)]− Eρ0(r⃗)[

Vλ=0︷ ︸︸ ︷
V KS

S (r⃗)] + Eρ0(r⃗)[VJ(r⃗)] +
1

2

∫
dr⃗1dr⃗2

ρ0(r⃗1)
∫ 1

0
dλhλXC(r⃗2|r⃗1)
r12

Eq. (4.6)
= −Eρ0(r⃗)[VXC[ρ0](r⃗)] + Eρ0(r⃗1)

[1
2

∫
dr⃗2

∫ 1

0
dλhλXC(r⃗2|r⃗1)

r12

]
assume VXC[ρ0]

(r⃗1) = 1
2

∫
dr⃗2

hXC(r⃗2|r⃗1)

r12=⇒
from Eqs. (4.6, 4.7)

hXC(r⃗2|r⃗1) =
∫ 1

0

dλhλXC(r⃗2|r⃗1). (4.8)

The theorem is also useful for computing the atomic force (derivative w.r.t coordinates):

∇r⃗AE0 = ZAEρ0(x)
[

r⃗ − r⃗A
∥r⃗ − r⃗A∥3

]
− ZA

∑
B ̸=A

ZB
r⃗B − r⃗A
∥r⃗B − r⃗A∥3

.

This is called the Hellmann-Feynman force. Under a complete basis, and exact optimization, the condition for the theorem
holds, i.e. the wavefunction is an eigenstate and normalized. But under an atomic basis which is incomplete, error appears
due to inaccurate approximation to the ground state. A more accurate estimation of the force is by directly taking the
gradient of the total energy w.r.t atom coordinates, which gives other terms in addition to the Hellmann-Feynman force; see
Eqs. (3.41, 3.42) . The other terms are called the Pulay force [16]. When using plane-wave basis, it is easier to approach
completeness than atomic basis, and moreover, it is naturally independent of atom coordinates, hence the other terms (Pulay
force) in Eq. (3.42) vanishes. This makes the Hellmann-Feynman force still a good approximation.

One may also think of applying the Hellmann-Feynman theorem to ∇r⃗A⟨ψ
⋆
S,R|f̂⋆R|ψ⋆S,R⟩, where f̂⋆R is the converged

Fock operator in a DFT (Eq. (4.5)) or HF calculation (Eq. (3.19)), and ψ⋆S,R is the corresponding Slater determinant of
converged orbitals. Since the orbitals are eigenstates of f̂⋆R and orthonormal, the theorem still holds. But the problem
is that ⟨ψ⋆S,R|f̂⋆R|ψ⋆S,R⟩ is not the total energy; see Eq. (3.23). Moreover, f̂⋆R in turn also depends on the current state
ψ⋆S,R (see Eq. (3.22) for the Hartree-Fock case, where Ĵ and K̂ depend on orbitals thus on R for a non-orthonormal,
conformation-dependent basis), which then introduces additional dependency on R.

4.3.2 Direct approximations
Local Density Approximation (LDA) “Uniform electron gas is the only system for which we know the form of
the exchange and correlation energy functionals exactly or at least to very high accuracy.” [11] Its EXC[ρ] is already used
in [12]. The model assumes ELDA

XC [ρ] = Eρ(r⃗)[V LDA
XC[ρ](r⃗)] = Eρ[V LDA

X[ρ] ] + Eρ[V LDA
C̄[ρ] ].

The first term handles two parallel-spin electrons, which are set apart by the exchange/Fermi hole. For uniform electron
gas, the hole hLDA

X (r⃗2|r⃗1) is spherically symmetric w.r.t r⃗2 and is constantly−ρ(r⃗1) (due to Property (b)) within a so-called
Wigner-Seitz radius rWS and is zero outside. Property (n) −1 =

∫
r⃗2 h

LDA
X (r⃗2|r⃗1) = −ρ(r⃗1) 43πr

3
WS gives rWS(r⃗1) =

3

√
3
4π
ρ−

1
3 (r⃗1). Standard electrostatics shows the potential is inversely proportional to the radius, so

V LDA
X[ρ] (r⃗) ∝ −ρ

1
3 (r⃗), and ELDA

X [ρ] = CX
∫
dr⃗ ρ(r⃗)

4
3 (4.9)

depends only on the local values of the density. This functional is frequently called Slater exchange. Bloch (1929) and
Dirac (1930) derived this and made the Thomas-Fermi-Dirac model,

ETFD[ρ, V ] = T TF[ρ] + ENe[ρ, V ] + J [ρ] + ELDA
X [ρ] (4.10)

(among the first DFT methods; kinetic correction and Coulomb correlation not considered). Slater (1951) also derived this
and developed the Hartree-Fock-Slater method that uses it with CX ← αCX (α = 2/3, 1, etc.) in the HF method.

The second term does not have an explicit form. Various approximations based on QMC by CA80, interpolation by
VWN80, and by PW92. LDA is sometimes specified as SVWN. Local Spin-Density approximation (LSD): treat ρ↑(r⃗)
and ρ↓(r⃗) separately.

LDA is good for equilibrium structure, harmonic frequencies and charge moments, but is not for energetical details
(e.g., bond energies). It is due to its notorious overbinding tendency.
Generalized Gradient Approximation (GGA) Supplement the density ρ(r⃗) with the gradient information ∇ρ(r⃗)
(or the dimensionless reduced density gradient or local inhomogeneity parameter ϱ(r⃗) := ∥∇ρ(r⃗)∥

ρ4/3(r⃗)
) to account for the

non-homogeneity of the true electron density. Gradient expansion approximation (GEA):EGEA
XC [ρ↑, ρ↓] = Eρ[V GEA

XC[ρ↑,ρ↓]]+∑
s,s′ Eρ[C

s,s′

XC
ϱsϱs

′
] + . . . . GGA: truncate V GEA

XC , Cs,s
′

XC
, etc. to satisfy Properties (b) and (n). “Non-local functional” is a

misleading and sloppy synonym.
Often, reformulate EGGA

X [ρ] = ELDA
X [ρ]−

∑
s

∫
dr⃗ f(ϱs(r⃗))ρs(r⃗)4/3, where f is designed by B88 and variants FT97,

PW91, CAM(A) and CAM(B) (1993), and as a rational function by B86, P86, LG93, PBE96. GGA correlation functionals
have even more complicated analytical forms and cannot be understood by simple physically motivated reasonings. Ex-
amples: P86, PW91, and LYP (based on an accurate correlated theory by Colle et al.’75) (none considered non-dynamical
effects). Common combinations: BP86, BLYP, BPW91.

Meta-GGA (Perdew et al., 1999): incorporates higher-order derivatives of density and (non-interacting) kinetic energy
density. LAP (Proynov et al., 1994) involves Laplacian of density. Filatov & Thiel (1998). Schmider & Becke (1998b)
extended their B97. VSXC (van Voorhis & Scuseria, 1998). Empirical density functionals (EDF1; Adamson, Gill, Pople,
1998): heavy use of parameterization.
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4.3.3 Hybrid functionals
Since self-interaction and exchange correlation are exactly handled in HF (Sec. 3.7) via EHF

X [ψS] =

− 1
2

∑
k,l∈[N ]⟨ϕk|K̂

(l)|ϕk⟩ (see Eqs. (3.14, 3.20) ; with A2.2 s.t. hHF
XC = hHF

X Eq. (3.7)), and the orbitals (one-electron
wavefunctions) {ϕk}k are also available in KS (solved for computing TS), we can leverage this exact yet tractable ex-
pression for the exchange part, and only need to find an approximation for EC̄[ρ] the (Coulomb) correlation part and the
kinetic residual. But this is not easy: the total hole is local but the exact exchange hole is global, so the chosen approximate
correlation hole must also be global and has to carefully cancel the exchange hole at distance.

The adiabatic connection is a finer description: EXC =
∫
dλEλXC (see Eq. (4.8)), and we know λ = 0 yields an

effective non-interacting system so Eλ=0
XC = EHF

X can be exactly computed, while λ = 1 recovers the original system for
whose Eλ=1

XC we have introduced a set of approximations. Functionals hybridizing these two parts are called DFT/HF
hybrid functionals, or ACM (adiabatic connection method) functionals. Half-and-half combination (Becke, 1993a)
EHH

XC := 1
2
EHF

X + 1
2
ELDA

XC . B3 (Becke, 1993b) EB3
XC := · · · . B3LYP (Stephens et al., 1994) takes the same spirit and

parameters as B3 (fitted on the G2 dataset), and is “currently the most popular hybrid functional”: EB3LYP
XC := 0.20EHF

X +

(1 − 0.20)ELSD
X + 0.72EB88

X + 0.81ELYP
C̄ + (1 − 0.81)ELSD

C̄ . B1 (Becke, 1996) EB1
XC := EB1B95

XC + 0.28(EHF
X − EB1B95

XC )
uses one empirical parameter to achieve a similar performance, at the cost of involving kinetic energy density. B97 (Becke,
1997) and B98 (Schmider & Becke, 1998, fitted on the extended G2 dataset vs G2) and HCTH (and HCTH/120, HCTH/147,
Boese et al., 2000; use 4th-order vs 2nd-order) separate the spins and introduce an elaborate power-series fitting procedure
(many parameters). Theoretical grounded fraction of EHF

X in EXC is between 0.20 and 0.25 by Perdew et al. (1996) and
Burke et al. (1997). Their PBE1PBE (or called PBE0): EPBE

XC + 0.25(EHF
X − EPBE

X ).

4.3.4 Constraints on the functional
Self-interaction For a one-electron system, there is no electron-electron interaction, and no need of correcting kinetic
energy, EXC = EXC. So EXC[ρ] = −J [ρ] for N = 1. None of the currently used functionals satisfies this. Self-interaction
corrected (SIC) functionals (PZ81) improves the results for atoms, but is worse on molecules, and the orbitals then do not
share the same potential.

Asymptotic behavior VXC(r⃗) :=
δEXC
δρ

[ρ(r⃗)] ∼ − 1
r
+ EI + εmax, r → ∞ (e.g., Tozer & Handy, 1998), where εmax

is the highest occupied KS orbital energy (see Eq. (3.19)). Crucial for properties that also rely on the virtual orbitals, e.g.,
response to electromagnetic fields, polarizability, excitation energy (Rydberg states). None of the current popular choices
satisfies this. Their continuity w.r.t N also violates the derivative discontinuity (at integer N ) in DFT (Perdew et al., 1982),
which implies the potential should not vanish asymptotically.

Improvements: LB94 potential (van Leeuwen & Baerends, 1994) ∼ −1/r but violates derivative discontinuity and
other issues. HCTH(AC) (asymptotically corrected) (Tozer & Handy, 1998) improves mentioned property prediction.
Hybrid functionals also ameliorate this problem, as V HF

X ∼ −1/r and is discontinuous at integer N .

4.4 Lieb’s Paper (1983)
Ref: Lieb [14].
Setups

• Let Q be the number of spin values (Q = 2 for electrons).

• Kinetic energy is taken as T [ψ] =
∑
i∈[N ]

∫
dx |∇iψ(x)|2. ( 1

2
is missing, possibly due to closed-shell systems are

considered) Given symmetry or antisymmetry, T [ψ] = N
∫
dx |∇1ψ(x)|2.

• ∆̄n :=
{
{λi}ni=1

∣∣ ∑n
i=1 λi = 1, λi ⩾ 0, ∀i ∈ [n]

}
.

• Γ[ψ](x;x
′) := |ψ(x)⟩⟨ψ(x′)| = ψ(x)ψ∗(x′) (Γ admitting this form is called achievable by a pure state).

For an N -particle density matrix Γ , P[Γ ](r⃗; r⃗
′) := N

∑
s

∫
dx2 · · ·dxN Γ ((r⃗, s), x2, · · · , xN ; (r⃗′, s), x2, · · · , xN ).

ρ[P ](r⃗) := P (r⃗; r⃗).

ρ[ψ](r⃗) := (ρ[·] ◦ P[·] ◦ Γ[ψ])(r⃗) = N
∑
s

∫
dx2 · · ·dxN |ψ((r⃗, s), x2, · · · , xN )|2.

Variable spaces (Table 2)
• Sobolev space Wk,p(Rn) := {functions on Rn whose first k weak derivatives are in Lp(Rn)} for k ∈ N and 1 ⩽ p <

∞ with norm ∥f∥Wk,p := (
∑

i:|i|⩽k∥∂if∥
p
Lp)

1/p, where i := (i1, · · · , in) ∈ Nn, |i| :=
∑
j∈[n] ij , and ∂if :=

∂|i|f

∂x
i1
1 ···∂x

in
n

. They are Banach spaces. Hk(Rn) := Wk,2(Rn) with inner product ⟨f, g⟩Hk :=
∑

i:|i|⩽k⟨∂if, ∂ig⟩L2 are

Hilbert spaces. Note Lp(Rn) = W0,p(Rn).
Sobolev embedding theorem: if 1

p1
− k1

n
= 1

p2
− k2

n
and k1 > k2, 1 ⩽ p1 < p2 <∞ and p1 < n, then Wk1,p1(Rn) ⊆

Wk2,p2(Rn), and the embedding is continuous. Particularly, H1(R3) = W1,2(R3) ⊆W0,6(R3) = L6(R3).

13Under the transformation ψ̃(k⃗) = (2π)−
3N
2

∫
dr⃗ ψ(r⃗) exp(−i k⃗·r⃗), the original function is ψ(r⃗) = (2π)−

3N
2

∫
dk⃗ ψ̃(k⃗) exp(i k⃗·

r⃗). So ∇ψ(r⃗) = i (2π)−
3N
2

∫
dk⃗ ψ̃(k⃗)k⃗ exp(i k⃗ · r⃗), and ∇2ψ(r⃗) = −(2π)−

3N
2

∫
dk⃗ ψ̃(k⃗)∥k⃗∥2 exp(i k⃗ · r⃗). So T [ψ] =

−
∫
dr⃗ ψ∗∇2ψ = (2π)−3N

∫
dr⃗

∫
dk⃗′ ψ̃∗(k⃗′)

∫
dk⃗ ψ̃(k⃗)∥k⃗∥2 exp(i (k⃗− k⃗′) · r⃗) Footnote 1

=
∫
dk⃗′ ψ̃∗(k⃗′)

∫
dk⃗ ψ̃(k⃗)∥k⃗∥2δ(k⃗− k⃗′) =∫

dk⃗ |ψ̃(k⃗)|2∥k⃗∥2, or T [ψ] =
∫
dr⃗ |∇ψ|2 = (−i)i (2π)−3N

∫
dr⃗

∫
dk⃗′ ψ̃∗(k⃗′)

∫
dk⃗ ψ̃(k⃗)k⃗′ · k⃗ exp(i (k⃗ − k⃗′) · r⃗) Footnote 1

=∫
dk⃗′ ψ̃∗(k⃗′)

∫
dk⃗ ψ̃(k⃗)k⃗′ · k⃗δ(k⃗ − k⃗′) =

∫
dk⃗ |ψ̃(k⃗)|2∥k⃗∥2.

14Originally, WN := {ψ | ∥ψ∥ = 1, T [ψ] <∞}.
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Table 2: Definitions and properties of spaces of ψ, ρ, Γ , P , and V .

Spaces of ψ (⊇ order), ρ (⊆ order), Γ , P , V Convex Remarks

ψ ∈ L2(R3N ) = H0(R3N ) ✓ Need redefining T [ψ] := E|ψ̃(k⃗)|2∥k⃗∥
2, where ψ̃ (exists and in L2)

is the Fourier transform of ψ ∈ L2.13

H1(R3N ) ✓ To make the standard T [ψ] well-defined.
ρ
1/2

[H1(R3N )]
⊆ H1(R3) (Thm. 1.1) and ρ1/2[·] is continuous between

them (Thm. 1.3).

WN := {ψ ∈ H1(R3N ) | ⟨ψ|ψ⟩ = 1} 14 ✓ ρ[WN ] ⊆ IN (Thm. 1.1 + normalize). Hilbert space.

AN := {ρ | ρ comes from a ground state} ✗ ∃ρ ∈ IN \ AN if N > Q (Thm. 3.4(ii)).15

IN := {ρ | ρ1/2 ∈ H1(R3), ρ ⩾ 0,
∫
dr⃗ ρ = N} ✓ Achievable by pure state in WN (Thm. 1.2).

RN := {ρ | ρ ∈ L3(R3), ρ ⩾ 0,
∫
dr⃗ ρ = N} ✓ IN ⊆ RN by Sobolev emb.

For lin. extension of IN ((H1)2 is not linear using H1 structures).

L3 ∩ L1 ✓ RN ⊆ L3 ∩ L1 (Sobolev emb.) ⊆ Lp for 1 ⩽ p ⩽ 3.
Seemingly the linear extension of IN .

N -particle density matrix Γ (x;x′): a kernel with
Γ ⩾ 0, tr(Γ ) = 1 and proper symmetry.

✓ Universal expr. Γ (x;x′) =
∑∞
i=1 λiψi(x)ψ

∗
i (x

′), where {λi}i ∈
∆̄∞ and {ψi}i are orthonormal.

admissible kernel P (r⃗; r⃗′): tr(P ) = N , and 0 ⩽
P ⩽ Q for fermions or 0 ⩽ P ⩽ N for bosons.

✓ Achievable by density matrix.
Achievable by pure state for bosons but not for fermions (Thm. 2.2).

V ∈ L 3
2 + L∞ ✓ L 3

2 + L∞ = (L3 ∩ L1)∗ but L3 ∩ L1 ⊂ (L 3
2 + L∞)∗ (topo. dual).

To make
∫
dr⃗ ρV well-defined for ρ ∈ L3 ∩ L1.

Banach sp. with norm ∥V ∥ = inf
g∈L

3
2 ,h∈L∞,g+h=V

∥g∥ 3
2
+∥h∥∞.

VN := {V | F̂ + V̂ has a ground state} - VN ⊆ L 3
2 + L∞.

Universal functionals (Table 3)
• For a one-particle potential V (r⃗) (as Vext), denote F̂ := T̂ + Ŵee, so that ⟨ψ|F̂ |ψ⟩ = T [ψ] + Eee[ψ] is system-

independent.

• Ground-state energy: E[V ] := infψ∈WN ⟨ψ|F̂ + V̂ |ψ⟩ = infψ∈WN ⟨ψ|F̂ |ψ⟩+
∫
dr⃗ ρ[ψ]V , for all V ∈ L

3
2 + L∞ so

that
∫
dr⃗ ρ[ψ]V is well-defined.

Any minimizing ψ ∈ WN is called a ground state, which would satisfy (F̂ + V̂ )ψ = E[V ]ψ in the distributional
sense.
(Thm. 3.1) E[V ] is concave, monotone decreasing (V1 ⩽ V2 if it holds for all r⃗), continuous, and finite.

• (Thm. 3.2, first HK theorem) Ground states ψ1, ψ2 of V1, V2 ̸= V1 + const lead to ρ1 ̸= ρ2. So ρ1 = ρ2 =⇒ V1 =
V2 + const, and ρ determines a unique V up to an additive constant.

• A functional f [ρ] is (weakly) lower semi-continuous (l.s.c) if ρn (weakly) converging to ρ implies f [ρ] ⩽ lim inf f [ρn].
Weak l.s.c is equivalent to that {ρ | f [ρ] ⩽ λ} is (weakly) closed for all real λ.
weak l.s.c =⇒ l.s.c. l.s.c and convexity =⇒ weak l.s.c.
On Rn, finite convex functions are continuous. But on infinite-dimensional spaces, even l.s.c is unnecessarily implied.

• The convex envelope of f on A ⊆ X is CE[f ][ρ] := sup{g[ρ] | g is weakly l.s.c and convex on X, g < f on A}.
CE[f ] is convex, weakly l.s.c, and CE[f ] ⩽ f on A.
CE[f ] = (f c)c, the double conjugate of f .

(f c)c = f
Fenchel–Moreau “[29]”⇐⇒ f is properly convex and l.s.c.

Roughly, things starts with F Lv on IN . E = (F Lv)c is the Legendre transform / Fenchel dual / convex conjugate
of F Lv (sign of the inner product is negated so E is concave), which is defined on L

3
2 + L∞ = (L3 ∩ L1)∗ the

15Such a ρ is a convex combination of ρ’s in AN (hence AN is non-convex). It exists since there are V with a degenerate ground state.
(But can such V achievable by a molecule?) “Even for N = 1, there are densities which never vanish but do not come from any V , even
if allowing density matrices.”
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topo. dual of the linear extension of IN . F Lb = Ec is defined as the Legendre transform of E, which is defined on
L3 ∩ L1 ⊂ (L

3
2 + L∞)∗ and is convex. This means F Lb = ((F Lv)c)c = CE[F Lv], and ∃ρ ∈ IN s.t. F Lb[ρ] =

((F Lv)c)c[ρ] < F Lv[ρ] since F Lv is not convex.
• A tangent functional TF of f at ρ0 ∈ A ⊆ X where X is a Banach space, is a linear functional ℓ on X s.t. f [ρ] ⩾
f [ρ0]− ℓ[ρ− ρ0] on A. f has at least one TF if f is convex and f [ρ0] <∞ (Hahn-Banach).

All continuous linear functionals on L3 ∩L1 takes the form ℓ[ρ] =
∫
dr⃗ ρV for some V ∈ L

3
2 +L∞. So a continuous

TF on L3 ∩ L1 (as X) is represented by V .
(Thm. 3.10) Let ρ0 ∈ IN . Then the followings are equivalent: (i) ρ0 ∈ AN . (ii) F Lv[ρ0] = F Lb[ρ0] and F Lb has a
continuous TF at ρ0. (iii) F Lv has a continuous TF at ρ0. (iv) E[V ] = F Lv[ρ0] +

∫
dr⃗ ρ0V with some V . Moreover,

(iii) and (iv) hold with the same set of V ; the V in (iv) is in VN whose ground-state density is ρ0; F Lb and F Lv have
the same continuous TF at ρ0 which is unique up to a constant.

Roughly, for ρ0 ∈ AN , “ δF
δρ

[ρ0]” = V , the potential that admits ρ0 as the ground-state density of F̂ + V̂ .

(Thm. 3.11) Let ρ0 ∈ IN and V ∈ L
3
2 +L∞. Then, F Lb has continuous TF V at ρ0⇐⇒E[V ] = F Lb[ρ0]+

∫
dr⃗ ρ0V .

• (Thm. 4.1) Let (ρ)[N] denote a ρ ∈ L3 ∩ L1 s.t.
∫
dr⃗ ρ = N , and EN [V ] denote the dependence on N through WN .

Then, F Lb is jointly convex in N and ρ: 1
2

(
F Lb[(ρ1)[N+1]] + F Lb[(ρ2)[N−1]]

)
⩾ F Lb[( 1

2
ρ1 +

1
2
ρ2)[N]]

⇐⇒ E is convex in N : 1
2
(EN+1[V ] + EN−1[V ]) ⩾ EN [V ], ∀V (i.e., the ionization energy decreases as #electrons

increases, e.g. Coulomb systems (conjecture)).

Table 3: Definitions and properties of universal functional versions.

Universal Functional Domain Convex16 Variational prin.: E[V ]= Remarks

HK functional:
FHK[ρ] := E[V ]−

∫
dr⃗ ρV , where V

is determined from ρ by the first HK
thm. (the const. cancels).

AN - minρ∈AN
FHK[ρ]+

∫
dr⃗ ρV ,

only for V ∈ VN .
Seemingly FHK[ρ] =

infψ∈WN :ρ[ψ]=ρ⟨ψ|F̂ |ψ⟩, only
for ρ ∈ AN .

Levy’s functional [13]: 17

F Lv[ρ] := minψ∈WN :ρ[ψ]=ρ⟨ψ|F̂ |ψ⟩.
IN ✗ (N>Q,

Th.3.4(i))
infρ∈IN F

Lv[ρ]+
∫
dr⃗ ρV .18 F Lv = FHK on AN .

F Lv < +∞ on IN (Th.1.2).

Lieb’s functional: 19

F Lb[ρ] := sup
V ∈L

3
2 +L∞

E[V ]−
∫
dr⃗ ρV .

RN , 20

L3 ∩ L1
✓ infρ∈L3∩L1 F Lb[ρ]+

∫
dr⃗ ρV

= infρ∈IN F
Lb[ρ]+

∫
dr⃗ ρV

(Th.3.5).

F Lb=F Lv on AN , F Lb⩽F Lv on IN .
∃ρ ∈ IN s.t. F Lb[ρ] < F Lv[ρ].
F Lb<+∞ ⇔ ρ∈IN (Th.1.2, 3.8).
F Lb is weakly l.s.c (Th.3.6).
F Lb = CE[F Lv] on L3 ∩ L1 (Th.3.7).

Density matrix functional: 17

FDM[ρ] := minΓ :ρ[Γ ]=ρ tr(F̂Γ )

= min
{λi}∞

i=1∈∆̄∞,
{ψi}∞

i=1 orthonormal,∑∞
i=1 λiρ[ψi]=ρ

∞∑
i=1

λi⟨ψi|F̂ |ψi⟩.

IN

(= +∞
outside)

✓ infρ∈IN F
DM[ρ] +

∫
dr⃗ ρV . FDM = F Lb on IN (Th.4.3).

(Th.4.2)
= inf K∈N∗,

{λi}Ki ∈∆̄K ,

{ρi}Ki ∈IN ,∑K
i λiρi=ρ

∑K
i λiF

Lv[ρi].

FDM is weakly l.s.c (Cor.4.5(i)).

Kinetic energy functional (Table 4)
• ES[V ] := infψ∈WN ⟨ψ|T̂ |ψ⟩+

∫
dr⃗ ρ[ψ]V , ∀V ∈ L

3
2 + L∞.

• “All the previous theorems carry over to these kinetic energy functionals.” (p.265, l.-6).

• AN is the collection of ρ that comes from the ground state of F̂ + V̂ for some one-body potential V ∈ VN that allows
a ground state. Correspondingly, define A ′N as the collection of ρ that comes from the ground state of T̂ + V̂ .

• (Thm. 3.1’) ES[V ] is concave, monotone decreasing (V1 ⩽ V2 if it holds for all r⃗), continuous, and finite.

16“If F is to be used in a variational principle, it is clearly desirable that F be a convex functional.”
17 Original notation in the paper is “F̃ ”. That “min” can replace “inf” in defining F Lv and FDM is proven by Thm. 3.3 and Cor. 4.5(ii),

respectively. It is implied to also hold for T Lv
S and TDM

S .
18Resembles the Legendre transform of F Lv.
19 Original notation in the paper is “F ”. Resembles the Legendre transform of E[V ] under L2 inner product, though E[V ] is concave

on L
3
2 + L∞.

20Originally IN . Can be taken as RN or even L3 ∩ L1 if F Lb is allowed to give∞, since F Lb[ρ] = +∞ outside IN (Thm. 3.8).
Variant of F Lb is possible to make finite value on a dense subset of nonnegative functions on L3 ∩ L1.
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• (Thm. 3.2’, first HK theorem) ρ ∈ A ′N determines V uniquely up to an additive constant s.t. ρ is the ground-state
density of T̂ + V̂ .

• (Thm. 3.10’) Roughly, for ρ0 ∈ A ′N , “ δTS
δρ

[ρ0]” = V , the potential that admits ρ0 as the ground-state density of T̂ + V̂ .

• (Thm. 4.1, remark in p.262, l.-8) T Lb
S [ρ] is jointly convex in N and ρ, since ES,N [V ] is convex in N .

• (Thm. 4.8) ∃ρ ∈ A ′N s.t. Tdet > T Lv
S (this is the last statement in Table 4). This means “not every ground state of

T̂ + V̂ for any V̂ is a determinant when degeneracy is present” (p.266, l.8) (but the ground state is a linear combination
of determinants, p.267, l.-5), since ρ ∈ A ′N means there is a one-body potential V̂ such that ρ is the ground-state
density of T̂ + V̂ , and the potential energy is determined only by ρ ∈ A ′N thus fixed while the kinetic energy is lower
if allowing more than determinantal wavefunctions. This means A ′N ⊃ A ′′N (p.269, l.2), where A ′′N denotes (p.269,
l.3) the collection of ρ that comes from a determinantal ground state.

• (Thm. 4.6) The ground state of T̂ + V̂ is indeed a determinant when V̂ incurs a nondegenerate ground state of T̂ +

V̂ . Denote A ′′′N (p.269, l.4) as the collection of ρ that comes from nondegenerate ground states (which must be
determinantal by the theorem). Moreover, there may exist a ground state of T̂ + V̂ which is a determinant but is
degenerate (Thm. 4.8 Remark(ii)). This means A ′′N ⊃ A ′′′N (p.269, l.4).

• (Thm. 4.7) In the constrained search minψ∈WN :ρ[ψ]=ρ⟨ψ|T̂ |ψ⟩ for any ρ ∈ IN , there exists a minimizing ψ that is
a determinant (see also Footnote 23). But this does not mean any ρ ∈ IN (not even for any ρ ∈ A ′N ) comes from a
determinantal ground state: the “argmin” / minimizing determinantal ψ may not be a ground state (if ρ ∈ IN \ A ′N ,
and may not be the ground state of T̂ + V̂ if ρ ∈ A ′N where V̂ is the unique potential determined by ρ through the first
HK theorem).

Table 4: Definitions and properties of kinetic functional versions. Theorem numbers with prime denote the carried-over
theorems from the universal functionals to the kinetic functionals.

Kinetic Functional Domain Convex Variational prin.: ES[V ]= Remarks

TKS
S [ρ] := ES[V ]−

∫
dr⃗ ρV , where V is

determined from ρ by the first HK thm.
(the const. cancels).

A ′
N - minρ∈AN

TKS
S [ρ] +

∫
dr⃗ ρV ,

only for V ∈ VN .
Seemingly TKS

S [ρ] =

infψ∈WN :ρ[ψ]=ρ⟨ψ|T̂ |ψ⟩, only
for ρ ∈ A ′

N .

T Lv
S [ρ] := minψ∈WN :ρ[ψ]=ρ⟨ψ|T̂ |ψ⟩. 17 IN ✗ (N>Q,

Th.3.4(i)’)
infρ∈IN T

Lv
S [ρ]+

∫
dr⃗ ρV .21 T Lv

S = TKS
S on A ′

N .
T Lv

S < +∞ on IN (Th.1.2’).

T Lb
S [ρ] := sup

V ∈L
3
2 +L∞

ES[V ]−
∫
dr⃗ ρV .19 RN , 22

L3 ∩ L1
✓ infρ∈L3∩L1 T Lb

S [ρ]+
∫
dr⃗ ρV

= infρ∈IN T
Lb
S [ρ]+

∫
dr⃗ ρV

(Th.3.5’).

T Lb
S =T Lv

S on A ′
N , T Lb

S ⩽T Lv
S on IN .

∃ρ ∈ IN s.t. T Lb
S [ρ] < T Lv

S [ρ].
T Lb

S <+∞ ⇔ ρ∈IN (Th.1.2’, 3.8’).
T Lb

S is weakly l.s.c (Th.3.6’).
T Lb

S = CE[T Lv
S ] on L3 ∩ L1 (Th.3.7’).

Tdet[ρ] := min
ψ∈WN :ρ[ψ]=ρ,
ψ is a determinant

⟨ψ|T̂ |ψ⟩. 23 IN - infρ∈IN Tdet[ρ] +
∫
dr⃗ ρV

(Th.4.9)
Tdet ⩾ T Lv

S on IN .
Tdet = T Lv

S for ρ ∈ A ′′
N which

comes from a determinantal ground
state (p.269, l.3, l.8).
∃ρ ∈ A ′

N s.t. Tdet > T Lv
S (Th.4.8).

Bounds (Table 5)
• Define T vW[ρ] :=

∫
dr⃗

∥∥∥∇ρ1/2(r⃗)∥∥∥2

= 1
4

∫
dr⃗ ∥∇ρ(r⃗)∥2/ρ(r⃗), which is convex.

• ẼXC[ρ] := infΓ :ρ[Γ ]=ρEXC[Γ ] is convex on IN , so a lower bound exists. But it is “extremely complicated, e.g. it is
nonlocal”. The nonlocality has something to do with induced dipolar forces or van der Waals forces “[25]”.

• For a molecular Coulomb system {(ZA, r⃗A)}A∈[NA], under the scaling ZA ← λZA and N ← λN ,
limλ→∞ETF

0 [V ]/E[V ] = 1 (“[14]”). It also holds for ETFD and ETFW (“[25]”).
2-RDM “It is very difficult to decide when a given two-body density matrix is, in fact, the reduction of an admissible
N -body density matrix Γ . This is called the N-representability problem. . . . It is possible, however, to find some necessary
conditions and some sufficient conditions for N-representability, henceforth bounds of E[V ].”

21Resembles the Legendre transform of T Lv
S .

22Originally IN . Can be taken as RN or even L3 ∩ L1 if T Lb
S is allowed to give∞, since T Lb

S [ρ] = +∞ outside IN (Thm. 3.8’).
23That “min” can replace “inf” is proven by Thm. 4.7.
24Originally “⩽”, which means “=” when considering Thm. 1.1.
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Table 5: Functional bounds.
Lower bound Upper bound

T [ψ] • T [ψ] ⩾ T vW[ρ[ψ]] (Cauchy-Schwartz) and T [ψ] ⩾

3
(
π
2

) 4
3
∥∥ρ[ψ]∥∥3 (Sobolev) on H1(R3N ) (Th.1.1).

• T [ψ] ⩾ 3

5Q
2
3

(
3π
2

) 2
3
∫
dr⃗ ρ

5
3

[ψ] (for fermions in 3-

dim. “Lieb&Thirring [21]”). It is conjectured to
hold after multiplying (4π)

2
3 , which gives T TF[ρ]

for Q = 2 (up to the 1
2 factor from Eq. (4.3)).

• No upper bound in terms of ρ.
• ∀ρ ∈ IN , ∃ψ⋆ s.t. ρ[ψ⋆] = ρ, and:

for bosons, T [ψ⋆] = T vW[ρ];24 for fermions, ψ⋆ is a determi-
nant and T [ψ⋆] ⩽ (4π)2N2T vW[ρ] (Th.1.2).

• For fermions, ∀ρ ∈ IN , ∃ψ⋆ s.t. ρ[ψ⋆] = ρ, ψ⋆

is a determinant, and T [ψ⋆] ⩽ Cd

Q
2
d

∫
dr⃗ ρ

d+2
d + T vW[ρ]

(“March&Young [17]”; C1 = π2

3
; found wrong proof for d > 1).

F Lb[ρ] • F Lb[ρ] ⩾ T vW[ρ] on IN (Th.3.8).

• ∀V ∈ L 3
2 +L∞, ∃C s.t. F Lb[ρ] ⩾

∫
dr⃗ ρV +C

on L3 ∩ L1 (Th.3.12).

• F Lb[ρ] ⩽ (4π)2N2T vW[ρ]+J [ρ] on IN (also for F Lv; Th.3.9).

T Lb
S [ρ] • T Lb

S [ρ] ⩾ T vW[ρ] on IN (Th.3.8’).

• (Not sure if Th.3.12’ holds for T Lb
S .)

• T Lb
S [ρ] ⩽ (4π)2N2T vW[ρ] on IN (also for T Lv

S ; Th.3.9’).

J [ρ] • -
• J [ρ] ⩽ const∥ρ∥26/5 ⩽ const

√
∥ρ∥31∥ρ∥3.

• J [ρ] ⩽ constN3/2T vW[ρ]1/2 ⩽ const(N +N2T vW[ρ]).

EXC[Γ ] • EXC[Γ ] ⩾ −1.68
∫
dr⃗ ρ

4
3

[Γ ] for any Q and both
fermions and bosons (“[24]”; c.f. X-LDA Eq. (4.9)).
For Eee[Γ ], J [ρ] − C

∫
dr⃗ ρ

4
3 is not convex; not

even positive.

• No upper bound in terms of ρ (“[24]”).
• EXC[Γ ] < 0 for any pure, determinantal state.

E[V ] • E[V ] ⩾ ETFD[ρ0, V ] := ETF[ρ0, V ] −
C
∫
dr⃗ ρ

4
3
0 , where ETF[ρ, V ] := T TF[ρ] + J [ρ] +∫

dr⃗ ρV (TF-Dirac; c.f. Eq. (4.10)), and ρ0 is the
true ground-state density.

• E[V ] ⩽ ETFW[ρ, V ] := Cd

Q
2
d

∫
dr⃗ ρ

d+2
d + T vW[ρ] + J [ρ] +∫

dr⃗ ρV, ∀ρ ∈ IN (TF-Weizsäcker).

• E[V ] ⩽ tr(P (−∇2 + V )) + 1
2

∫
dr⃗dr⃗′

(
P (r⃗; r⃗)P (r⃗′; r⃗′) −

|P (r⃗; r⃗′)|2
)

1
∥r⃗−r⃗′∥ for any admissible kernel P . The bound-

minimizing P comes from a pure, determinantal state.

4.5 Random Notes
Scaling rule of functionals Source: [Ref. thesis]. Also in Lieb’s [14] proof of Thm. 3.4 for Eext.

Let γ#ρ denote the electron density after the shrinking the space by a scale γ. The coordinates after the transformation
is r⃗′ = r⃗/γ. The density is transformed as: γ#ρ(r⃗′) = γ3ρ(γr⃗′).

• TS[γ#ρ] = γ2TS[ρ].
• J [γ#ρ] = γJ [ρ].
• EX[γ#ρ] = γEX[ρ].
• EC[γ#ρ] > γEC[ρ] for γ > 1.

Chemical potential calculation For a (effective) non-interacting system with one-electron potential V , no Hartree
term nor XC term arises (or, the kinetic energy can be replaced by the non-interacting kinetic energy functional TS), so
solving for the ground-state density amounts to:

min
ρ
TS[ρ] +

∫
ρ(r⃗)V (r⃗) dr⃗ − µ

(∫
ρ(r⃗) dr⃗ −N

)
,

where the Lagrange multiplier µ is the chemical potential to make the optimized ρ normalized. Taking the variation yields:
δTS[ρ]

δρ(r⃗)
+ V (r⃗) = µ.

Since TS[ρ] = min{ϕi}i: orthonormal,ρ[{ϕi}i]=ρ
T [{ϕi}i], which is TS[ρ] = T [{ϕ[ρ]i}i] in terms of the optimal orbitals

{ϕ[ρ]i}i. So:

δTS[ρ]

δρ(r⃗)
=

δ

δρ(r⃗)
T [{ϕ[ρ]i}i] =

∑
i

∫
δ

δϕi(r⃗′)
T [{ϕ[ρ]i}i]

δϕ[ρ]i(r⃗
′)

δρ(r⃗)
dr⃗′ = 2

∑
i

∫
T̂ ϕ[ρ]i(r⃗

′)
δϕ[ρ]i(r⃗

′)

δρ(r⃗)
dr⃗′.
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The optimal orbitals recovers the density,
∑
i

∣∣ϕ[ρ]i(r⃗)
∣∣2 = ρ(r⃗), whose variation gives:

2
∑
i

ϕ[ρ]i(r⃗
′)
δϕ[ρ]i(r⃗

′)

δρ(r⃗)
= δ(r⃗ − r⃗′).

So:

µ =
δTS[ρ]

δρ(r⃗)
+

∫
V (r⃗′)δ(r⃗ − r⃗′) dr⃗′ = 2

∑
i

∫
T̂ ϕ[ρ]i(r⃗

′)
δϕ[ρ]i(r⃗

′)

δρ(r⃗)
dr⃗′ +

∫
V (r⃗′)2

∑
i

ϕ[ρ]i(r⃗
′)
δϕ[ρ]i(r⃗

′)

δρ(r⃗)
dr⃗′

= 2
∑
i

∫ (
T̂ ϕ[ρ]i(r⃗

′) + V (r⃗′)ϕ[ρ]i(r⃗
′)
)δϕ[ρ]i(r⃗

′)

δρ(r⃗)
dr⃗′

In another more direct way, using N orbitals,

min
{ϕi}i

T [{ϕi}i] +
∫
ρ[{ϕi}i](r⃗)V (r⃗) dr⃗ −

∑
i

εi
(∫
|ϕi(r⃗)|2 dr⃗ − 1

)
,

where the Lagrange multipliers for orthonormal constraints are omitted (satisfied when non-degenerate). Taking the varia-
tion w.r.t ϕi yields:

T̂ ϕi + V ϕi = εiϕi,

and the optimal ρ(r⃗) =
∑
i|ϕi(r⃗)|

2. These orbitals also give the right KEDF value: TS[ρ[{ϕi}i]] = T [{ϕi}i], so:

µ = 2
∑
i

∫ (
T̂ ϕi(r⃗

′) + V (r⃗′)ϕi(r⃗
′)
)δϕ[ρ]i(r⃗

′)

δρ(r⃗)
dr⃗′ = 2

∑
i

∫
εiϕi(r⃗

′)
δϕ[ρ]i(r⃗

′)

δρ(r⃗)
dr⃗′ =

∑
i

εi

∫
δ
∣∣ϕ[ρ]i(r⃗

′)
∣∣2

δρ(r⃗)
dr⃗′

?
=

∑
i εi

N
.

To make the density normalized, the projected variation δTS[ρ]
δρ(r⃗)

+ V (r⃗)− µ, should integrate to zero. So:

µ =

∫
δTS[ρ]
δρ(r⃗)

+ V (r⃗) dr⃗∫
dr⃗

.
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