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Abstract

It is found that, in closed-l-shell atoms, the exact local exchange potentialvx(r) of the density functional

theory (DFT) is very well represented, within the region of every atomic shell, by each of the suitably shifted

potentials obtained with the non-local Fock exchange operator for the individual Hartree-Fock (HF) orbitals

belonging to this shell. Consequently, the continuous piecewise function built of shell-specific exchange

potentials, each defined as the weighted average of the shifted orbital exchange potentials corresponding to

a given shell, yields another highly-accurate representation of vx(r). These newly revealed properties are

not related to the well-known step-like shell structure in the response part ofvx(r), but they result from

specific relations satisfied by the HF orbital exchange potentials. These relations explain the outstanding

proximity of the occupied Kohn-Sham and HF orbitals as well as the high quality of the Krieger-Li-Iafrate

and localized HF (or, equivalently, common-energy-denominator) approximations to the DFT exchange

potentialvx(r). The constant shifts added to the HF orbital exchange potentials, to map them ontovx(r),

are nearly equal to the differences between the energies of the corresponding KS and HF orbitals. It is

discussed why these differences are positive and grow when the respective orbital energies become lower

for inner orbitals.

PACS numbers: 31.00.00, 31.15.E-, 31.15.xr
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I. INTRODUCTION

Representing the quantum state of a many-electron system interms of one-electron orbitals is

simple and theoretically attractive approach. Such description is realized in the Hartree-Fock (HF)

method [1], as well as in the Kohn-Sham (KS) scheme of the density-functional theory (DFT) [2,

3, 4]. The latter is an efficient and robust tool which is now routinely applied in the calculations of

electronic properties of molecules, even very large and complex, and condensed-matter structures.

Though the KS scheme is formally accurate, the one-body KS potential contains the exchange-

correlation (xc) potentialvxc, whose exact dependence on the electron density remains unknown.

It is usually treated within the local-density or generalized-gradient approximations (LDA, GGA),

despite the well-known shortcomings of the LDA and GGA xc potentials (especially the self-

interaction errors). Some of these deficiencies are removedwhen the exact form (in terms of the

occupied KS orbitals) is used for the exchange partEx of the xc energy. The exact exchange

potentialvx is then found fromEx by means of the integral equation resulting from the optimized-

effective-potential (OEP) approach [5(a),6, 7, 8, 9] or by using the recently developed method

based on the differential equations for the orbital shifts [10, 11]; another method based on the

direct energy minimization with respect to the KS-OEP potential (expressed in a finite basis) [12]

suffers from convergence problems [13] which are not fully resolved yet and they are still under

study[14, 15]. The exact potentialvx is free from self-interaction and it has correct asymptotic

dependence (−1/r for finite systems) at large distancesr from the system; thus, unlike the HF,

LDA or GGA potentials, it produces correct unoccupied states. In the DFT, the approximation,

in which the exchange is included exactly but the correlation energy and potential are neglected,

is known as the exchange-only KS scheme — it is applied in the present investigation. The full

potentialvxc can also be found by means of the OEP approach when the DFT total energy includes,

besides the exactEx, the correlation energyEc depending on all (occupied and unoccupied) KS

orbitals and orbital energies [8]. This makes such computation tedious, to a level undesirable in the

DFT, since it involves calculatingEc with the quantum-chemistry methods, like the Møller-Plesset

many-body perturbation approach.

Defined to yield the true electron density, the KS one-electron orbitals have no other direct

physical meaning since they formally refer to afictitious system ofnon-interactingelectrons.

However, it is a common practice to use these orbitals in calculations of various electronic proper-

ties; in doing so theN-electron ground-state wave functionΨ0 of the physical (interacting) system
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is approximated with the single determinant built of the KS orbitals. This approximate approach

is justified by (usually) sufficient accuracy of the calculated quantities, which is close to, or often

better than, that of the HF results [16]. It seems that the success of the DFT calculations would

not be possible if the KS determinant, though being formallynon-physical, was not close to the

HF determinant which, outside the DFT, is routinely used to approximate the wave functionΨ0

of the real system. Therefore, understanding this proximity is certainly very important for the

fundamentals of the DFT.

Previous calculations [5(a),21, 22, 23] have shown that, not only the whole KS and HF deter-

minants [16, 17] and the corresponding electron densities [5(a),18, 19, 20], but also theindividual

occupiedKS and HF orbitals,φaσ(r) andφHF
aσ (r), in atoms are so close to each other that they

are virtually indistinguishable (here the orbitals, dependent on the electron positionr and the spin

σ =↓, ↑, are numbered with indexa = 1, . . . , Nσ; N↓+N↑ = N). This property is particularly re-

markable for the exchange-only KS orbitals which differ so minutely from the HF orbitals that, for

atoms, the OEP total energy is only several mhartrees higherthan the HF energyEHF [5, 6, 9, 18].

The outstanding proximity of the KS and HF orbitals is surprising in view of the obvious differ-

ence between the exchange operators in the KS and HF one-electron hamiltonians (see below) and

the fact that the corresponding KS and HF atomic orbital energies, ǫaσ and ǫHF
aσ , differ substan-

tially, up to several hartrees for core orbitals in atoms like Ar, Cu [6, 9] [except for the KS and

HF energies of the highest-occupied molecular orbital (HOMO) which are almost identical]. This

apparent contradiction has not yet been resolved; in Ref. [24] it is suggested that the KS and HF

determinants are close to each other “since the kinetic energy is much greater than the magnitude

of the exchange energy”.

The present paper investigates the proximity of the KS and HForbitals and it reveals that, in

closed-l-shell atoms, there exists a direct mapping between the HF orbital local exchange poten-

tials vHF
xaσ(r) and the DFT exact local exchange potentialvxσ(r). The former are specific to each

HF orbitalφHF
aσ (r) and are defined as

vHF
xaσ(r) ≡

v̂F
xσφ

HF
aσ (r)

φHF
aσ (r)

(1)

with the Fock exchange non-local operatorv̂F
xσ(r) within the HF approximation that describes the

interacting system. The DFT exchange potentialvxσ(r) is common for all orbitals relevant to the

KS non-interactingσ subsystem. This potential is found to be very well represented, within the

region of each atomic shell, by theindividual, suitably shifted potentials̃vHF
xaσ(r) = vHF

xaσ(r) + Caσ
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obtained for the HF orbitals that belong to this shell; the constant shiftsCaσ are orbital-specific.

As a result, for each shell, the weighted average of the potentials ṽHF
xaσ(r) corresponding to the

orbitals from this shell yields the shell-specific exchangepotential that also representsvxσ(r) with

high accuracy within the shell region. The revealed mappingbetweeñvHF
xaσ(r) andvxσ(r) is shown

to have origins in the specific relations satisfied by the HF orbital exchange potentials. Thus, the

proximity of the KS and HF orbitals is explained. Simultaneously, it becomes clear why, in atoms,

the exact exchange potentialvxσ(r) (wherer = |r|) has the characteristic structure of a piecewise

function where each part spans over the region of an atomic shell and it has distinctively different

slopedvxσ(r)/dr in consecutive shells [25].

The specific properties ofvHF
xaσ(r) are also shown to be directly responsible for the high quality

of the approximate representations of the exact exchange potentialvxσ(r) that are obtained in the

Krieger-Li-Iafrate(KLI) [5] and localized HF (LHF)[17] approximations, the latter of which is

equivalent to the common-energy-denominator approximation (CEDA) [26]. The constant shifts

Caσ, needed to map the HF potentialsvHF
xaσ(r) ontovxσ(r), are shown to be nearly equal toǫaσ−ǫHF

aσ .

This leads to better understanding why, for each KS occupiedorbital (other than the HOMO), its

energyǫaσ is higher than the corresponding HF energyǫHF
aσ and the difference between these two

energies is larger for the core orbitals than for the valenceones. Finally, it is shortly argued that

the presently revealed properties of the KS and HF exchange potentials donot result from the

well-known step-like shell structure present in the response partvresp
xσ (r) of the exchange potential

[27, 28].

II. THEORY

A. Hartree-Fock method and optimized-effective-potential approach

The HF one-electron spin-orbitalsφHF
aσ(r) are obtained by minimizing the mean value〈Ψ|Ĥ|Ψ〉

whereĤ is the Hamiltonian of theN-electron interacting system andΨ belongs to the subspace

Ωdet
N of normalizedN-electron wave functions that are single Slater determinants built of one-

electron orbitals. Similar minimization is carried out in the exchange-only OEP method, but there

is the additional constraint that for every trial determinant all Nσ constituent spin-orbitalsφaσ(r)

satisfy the KS equation with some local KS potentialvsσ(r). The minimizing potentialvsσ(r) =

vOEP
sσ (r), yields, after subtracting from it the externalvext(r) and electrostaticves(r) terms, the exact
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exchange potentialvxσ(r) = vOEP
xσ (r) (corresponding to the densitynσ calculated from occupied

φaσ), so that we have

vsσ(r) = vext(r) + ves(r) + vxσ(r) . (2)

It has to be stressed here that the proximity of the exchange-only KS and HF orbitals isnot readily

implied by the fact the two sets of orbitals result from the minimization of the same functional of

energy, i.e.,E[Ψ] = 〈Ψ|Ĥ|Ψ〉 whereΨ ∈ Ωdet
N . Indeed, for a suitably chosen model Hamiltonian

Ĥ, the corresponding HF orbitalsφHF
aσ (r) that minimizeE[Ψ] might not be well approximated by

any set of one-electron (KS) orbitalsφaσ(r) that come from a common local potentialvsσ(r). Then,

the latter condition, which is imposed on the orbitalsφaσ(r) in the OEP minimization, would be so

restrictive that the obtained KS-OEP orbitals would differsignificantly from the HF ones. Thus,

it seems that it is the specific form of the physical HamiltonianĤ (with Coulombic interactions)

that actually makes the close representation of the HF orbitals with the KS ones possible.

The exchange-only KS equation, satisfied by the corresponding (OEP) orbitalsφaσ(r) and their

energiesǫaσ, takes the form

ĥsσ(r)φaσ(r) ≡
[
−1

2
∇

2 + vext(r) + ves(r) + vxσ(r)
]
φaσ(r) = ǫaσφaσ(r) (3)

(atomic units are used throughout) where we putvxσ(r) = vOEP
xσ (r) in the OEP case. The total

electron densityntot(r) = n↑(r) + n↓(r), which enters

ves[ntot](r) =

∫
d r′

ntot(r
′)

|r′ − r| , (4)

is the sum of the spin-projected densities

nσ(r) =
Nσ∑

a=1

|φaσ(r)|2 . (5)

In the HF equation

ĥHFσ(r)φ
HF
aσ(r) ≡

[
−1

2
∇

2 + vext(r) + vHF
es (r) + v̂F

xσ(r)
]
φHF
aσ(r) = ǫHF

aσφ
HF
aσ(r) , (6)

satisfied by the orbitalsφHF
aσ (r) and energiesǫHF

aσ , the multiplicative local exchange potentialvxσ(r),

present in the KS equation (3), is replaced with the non-local Fock exchange integral operator

v̂F
xσ(r), built of {φHF

aσ}Nσ

a=1; its action on a given HF orbitalφHF
aσ yields [1]

v̂F
xσ

[
{φHF

bσ }
]
(r)φHF

aσ(r) = −
Nσ∑

b=1

φHF
bσ (r)

∫
dr′

φHF
bσ (r

′)φHF
aσ(r

′)

|r′ − r| . (7)
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The electrostatic potentialvHF
es (r) = ves[n

HF
tot ](r) is found for the HF total electron densitynHF

tot (r)

defined in a similar way asntot(r). The KS and HF orbitals are ordered according to non-

descending values of the corresponding orbital energies (ǫaσ ≤ ǫa+1,σ and ǫHF
aσ ≤ ǫHF

a+1,σ,

a = 1, . . .). Both the KS and HF equations need to be solved selfconsistently. Real KS and

HF orbitals are used throughout this paper.

Obviously, for each HF orbitalφHF
aσ(r), the Fock exchange operatorv̂F

xσ(r) present in the HF

equation (6) can be formally replaced byvHF
xaσ(r), Eq. (1), however, this local exchange potential

is orbital-dependent due the non-locality ofv̂F
xσ(r), Eq. (7). Thus, also, the resulting total HF

potential

vHF
saσ(r) = vext(r) + vHF

es (r) + vHF
xaσ(r) (8)

is different for each orbitalφHF
aσ (r), unlike in the KS scheme where all electrons (of given spin

σ) are subject to the same total potentialvsσ(r), which includes the common exchange potential

vxσ(r). Dependence onσ will be suppressed hereafter (unless otherwise stated).

B. Orbital and energy shifts. Exact exchange potential

The exact exchange potentialvx = vOEP
x satisfies the OEP equation [7, 10]

δn(r) ≡ 2

N∑

a=1

φa(r)δφa(r) = 0 , ∀r , (9)

which results from the OEP minimization and depends onvx through the orbital shifts (OS)δφa(r).

Each OS fulfills the equation [7, 10, 11]

[
ĥs(r)− ǫa

]
δφa(r) = W⊥

a (r) (10)

(whereφa, ǫa are the solutions of Eq. (3)) and it is subject to the constraint 〈φa|δφa〉 = 0. The

equation (10) includes the KS Hamiltonianĥs, present in Eq. (3), and the term (defined using the

sign convention of Refs. 10, 11)

W⊥
a (r) =

[
v̂F

x (r) +Daa − vx(r)
]
φa(r) . (11)

wherev̂F
x = v̂F

x [{φb}] and

Daa = 〈φa|vx − v̂F
x |φa〉 . (12)

It should be noted that
∫
drφa(r)W

⊥
a (r) = 0.
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The OSδφa and the energy shift (ES) – the constantDaa give, within the perturbation theory

(PT), the first-order approximations to the orbital and energy differences (shifts),−(φ̃HF
a − φa)

and−(ǫ̃HF
a − ǫa), respectively. Here, the orbitals̃φHF

a and the corresponding energiesǫ̃HF
a , are the

solutions of the HF-like equation which is the same as Eq. (3)except forvx replaced bŷvF
x built

of the KS orbitals{φb}. The corresponding perturbation is then equal toδĥs = v̂F
x − vx so that the

first-order correction toǫa is −δǫa = 〈φa|δĥs|φa〉 = −Daa while the correction toφa(r) is

− δφa(r) =

∞∑

j=1,ǫj 6=ǫa

cja φj(r) , (13)

cja =
Dja

ǫj − ǫa
, (14)

Dja = −〈φj |δĥs|φa〉 = 〈φj|vx − v̂F
x |φa〉 . (15)

It satisfies Eq. (10) and the constraint〈φa|δφa〉 = 0 indeed. Obviously, the solutions̃φHF
a , ǫ̃HF

a

are not identical to the selfconsistent HF orbitalsφHF
a and orbital energiesǫHF

a which are obtained

from Eq. (6). The latter HF quantities can also be found within the PT approach by calculating

the differences∆φa ≡ φHF
a − φa, ∆ǫa ≡ ǫHF

a − ǫa in the first-order approximation. In this case,

the perturbation is given by∆ĥs = ĥHF − ĥs [whereĥHF is the HF Hamiltonian of Eq. (6)] and

it consists of three terms,∆ĥs = δĥs + ∆ves + ∆v̂F
x . The terms∆ves = ves[n

HF
tot ] − ves[ntot] =

ves[n
HF
tot − ntot] (cf. Eq. (4)) and∆v̂F

x = v̂F
x [{φHF

a }] − v̂F
x [{φa}] depend on∆φa (of both spins for

∆ves), linearly in the leading order, so that they have to be calculated selfconsistently even in the

PT approach. But, if we substitute(−δφa) for ∆φa the differencenHF
tot − ntot becomesδn↑ + δn↓

so that it vanishes due to the OEP equation (9). Then, we find∆ves = 0 and the perturbation∆ĥs

becomesδĥs + ∆v̂F
x [{φa}, {δφa}]. It can be further reduced toδĥs if the OSδφa are sufficiently

small. This argument, although not strict, leads to the conclusion that the differences∆φa and∆ǫa

are well represented by the orbital and energy shifts,−δφa and−δǫa = −Daa, respectively, which

are obtained with the perturbationδĥs. This conclusion is confirmed by the relations‖∆φa −
(−δφa)‖ < 0.13‖∆φa‖ (where‖φ‖2 =

∫
dr |φ(r)|2) and |∆ǫa − (−δǫa)| < 0.003|∆ǫa| [29],

established numerically for the Be and Ar atoms (see Tables Iand II); the above inequalities are

obtained forφa, ǫa, δφa calculated as in Ref. [11], andφHF
a (expanded in the Slater-type-orbital

basis),ǫHF
a taken from Ref. [30]. The representations ofφHF

a − φa by −δφa and ǫHF
a − ǫa by

−δǫa will be used in further discussion. They can also be applied to construct a nearly accurate

approximation of the exact exchange potential; the new method will be reported elsewhere soon

[31].
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The part ofWa(r) ≡ δĥs(r)φa(r) parallel to the orbitalφa is

W ||
a (r) = −Daaφa(r) (16)

and it sets the ESδǫa = Daa. The part

W⊥
a (r) = Wa(r)−W ||

a (r) , (17)

perpendicular toφa, sets the OSδφa(r), Eqs. (10), (11). Thus, the KS and HF orbitals,φa(r),

φHF
a (r), can be close to each other, even if the orbital energiesǫa, ǫHF

a , differ significantly, provided

the termW⊥
a (r) is sufficiently small. Note that the orbitals remain unchanged when a (possibly

orbital-dependent) constant is added to the Hamiltonian inthe KS or HF equations.

When the equation (10) (after multiplying it byφa(r) and subsequent summing overa =

1, . . . , N) is combined with the OEP condition (9), the following expression [7, 10, 11] for the

exact exchange potential is obtained

vOEP
x (r) = v̆KLI

x (r) + vOS
x (r) (18)

It contains the KLI-like potential [5]

v̆KLI
x [{φa}, {Daa}] (r) = vSl

x (r) + vES
x (r) (19)

which consists of the Slater potential

vSl
x (r) =

1

n(r)

N∑

a=1

φa(r)v̂
F
x (r)φa(r) (20)

and the ES term, linear inDaa,

vES
x (r) =

1

n(r)

N∑

a=1

Daaφ
2
a(r) (21)

wheren(r) =
∑N

a=1 φ
2
a(r) ; these terms are defined with the OEP orbitalsφa(r) and constants

Daa. The OS term present in Eq. (18), linear inδφa(r), is

vOS
x (r) =

1

n(r)

N∑

a=1

[
2ǫaφa(r)−

(
∇φa(r)

)
·∇

]
δφa(r) . (22)

Since any physical potential is defined up to an arbitrary constant, it is usually chosen that the

constantDNN = 0 for the HOMO [10]; then the potentialvOEP
x (r) goes to 0 as−1/r for r =
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|r| → ∞ (except for the directions that lie within symmetry planes in some molecules: in this

special case the(−1/r + const) dependence at larger is found; cf. Ref. 10, 32).

However, the use of Eq. (18) for calculation ofvOEP
x (r) still requires solving the equations

(9,10) for δφa(r) as well as determining the selfconsistent values of the constantsDaa which

depend onvx = vOEP
x (r) through Eq. (12). This solution is obtained in an iterative way in Ref.

10, while a non-iterative algorithm, where both sets{δφa} and{Daa} are found simultaneously,

is presented in Ref. 11. Let us note that the equations (9-12), (18-22) can be used to determine

the exact exchange potentialvOEP
x (r) not only in the exchange-only OEP approach, but also when

the orbitalsφa(r) are the solutions of the KS equation with the potentialvs(r) that, besidesvx(r),

includes a correlation termvc(r).

C. High-quality KLI and LHF (CEDA) approximations

Since the OSδφa(r) are usually small, the termvOS
x (r), Eq. (22), is a minor correction to

vKLI
x (r) in Eq. (18). Therefore, when we neglectvOS

x (r) completely, the exact exchange potential

vOEP
x (r) is represented with high quality by the KLI-like term̆vKLI

x (r), Eq. (19). The original KLI

approximation [5]

vKLI
x [{φa}] (r) = v̆KLI

x

[
{φa}, {DKLI

aa }
]
(r) (23)

is obtained (here for the KS-OEP orbitalsφa) when the constants

DKLI
aa = 〈φa|vKLI

x − v̂F
x |φa〉 (24)

are found selfconsistently, analogously asDaa in Eq. (12) forvx = vOEP
x . Since, the equation (24)

remains satisfied when an arbitrary constant, but the same for all a, is added to eachDKLI
aa , one

usually setsDKLI
NN = 0 which makes the potentialvKLI

x (r) decay like−1/r for larger.

The sum overj in Eq. (13) can be split into two terms,

δφocc
a = −

N∑

b=1,b6=a

cba φb , (25)

δφvir
a = −

∞∑

t=N+1

cta φt , (26)

which are the projections of the OSδφa onto the subspaces of occupied (occ) and virtual (vir)
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orbitals, respectively. Thus, the OS termvOS
x (r), Eq. (22), can be rewritten as follows

vOS
x (r) =

1

n(r)

N−1∑

a=1

N∑

b=a+1

2Dabφa(r)φb(r) + vOS,vir
x (r) (27)

after the definition (14) ofcta and relationDba = Dab [cf. Eq. (15),vF
x is Hermitian and real] are

used; the term

vOS,vir
x (r) = vOS

x

[
{φa}, {ǫa}, {δφvir

a }
]
(r) (28)

is found by substitutingδφvir
a for δφa in Eq. (22). When the OSδφa are small, the corresponding

projected partsδφvir
a are even smaller since the general relation‖δφocc

a ‖2 + ‖δφvir
a ‖2 = ‖δφa‖2

holds. Then, another high-quality representation ofvOEP
x

v̆LHF
x [{φa}, {Dab}] (r) = vSl

x (r) +
1

n(r)

N∑

a,b=1

Dabφa(r)φb(r) (29)

is obtained by settingδφvir
a (r) = 0 in the OS termvOS

x (r), Eqs. (27, 28). This representation yields

the well-known LHF (CEDA) approximation [17, 26]

vLHF
x [{φa}] = v̆LHF

x

[
{φa}, {DLHF

ab }
]

(30)

(here defined for the set{φa} of the KS-OEP orbitals) when the constantsDLHF
ab = 〈φa|vKLI

x −
v̂F

x |φb〉 , defined analogously as in Eq. (15), are found selfconsistently for (ab) 6= (NN); we

also setDLHF
NN = 0, as in the KLI case. Let us note that the conditionδφvir

aσ = 0 is equivalent

to the relationφ̃HF
aσ = φaσ +

∑occ
b6=a cbaφbσ (valid in the first-order approximation) which, when

satisfied for both spinsσ, implies that the HF determinant built of{φ̃HF
aσ} is identical to the KS

determinant built of{φaσ}. This (approximate) identity has been assumed in Ref. 17 to derive

the LHF approximation. Obviously, both the KLI and LHF approximate exchange potentials can

be defined for any set of (orthogonal, bound) orbitals{φa}Na=1. In particular, it can be done for

the orbitals that are selfconsistent solutions of the KS equation (3) where the potentialvx is set to

vKLI
x [{φa}] or vLHF

x [{φa}].
The high quality of the KLI and LHF approximate potentials, when derived as presented above,

clearly results from the proximity of the HF and KS-OEP occupied orbitals which is characterized

by the small OSδφa. However, the OS termsvOS
x andvOS,vir

x which are neglected in the KLI and

LHF (CEDA) approximations, respectively, are expressed throughall OSδφa (or their projected

partsδφvir
a ). As a result, some information associated with the small magnitudes of theindividual
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OS δφa may be lost in the resulting potentialsvKLI
x andvLHF

x . In particular, the Slater term, Eq.

(20), present in these potentials, can be viewed the weighted average

vSl
x (r) =

N∑

a=1

vxa(r)
φ2
a(r)

n(r)
(31)

of the KS orbital exchange potentials

vxa(r) =
v̂F

x (r)φa(r)

φa(r)
, (32)

so that itcannot fullyreflect the properties of the individualvxa(r). In the following discussion

(Sec. III) for closed-l-subshell atoms, new properties ofvxa(r) are exposedonly when the prox-

imity of the HF and KS-OEP orbitals is consideredseparatelyfor each orbital.

D. Closed-l-subshell atoms: Fock exchange operator, orbital exchange potentials

For a closed-l-subshell atom, the non-local (integral) Fock exchange operator, acting on an

atomic orbitalφa(r) = r−1χnl(r)Ylm(θ, ϕ) (a ≡ nlm), yields

v̂F
x (r)φa(r) = r−1Fx;nl(r) Ylm(θ, φ) (33)

whereYlm(θ, ϕ) is the spherical harmonic, Hereafter, the orbitals are labeled with the principal,

orbital, and magnetic quantum numbers,n, l, m; the symbolsnocc and l(n)max will denote, respec-

tively, the largest numbern and the maximum value ofl for givenn, within the set{occ} of the

occupied orbitals{φnlm} (hereafter, we refer to this set with the general label ”occ”). It will be

convenient to have a notation for the HOMO label:H ≡ (n l
(n)
max) atn = nocc; note that the HOMO

belongs to the outmost occupied shell for the closed-l-shell atoms. The factor

Fx;nl(r) =
occ∑

n′l′

l+l′∑

l′′=|l−l′|

g(l, l′, l′′)χn′l′(r) vl′′(n
′l′, nl; r) , (34a)

is defined [1] (here with the occupied KS radial orbitalsχn′l′(r) ) through the functions

vl′′(n
′l′, nl; r) = −

∫ ∞

0

dr′
(r<)

l′′

(r>)l
′′+1

χn′l′(r
′)χnl(r

′) (34b)

where we denoteg(l, l′, l′′) = (2l′ + 1)



 l l′ l′′

0 0 0



 (a special case of the3j Wigner symbol),

r< = min(r, r′), r> = max(r, r′). In particular, the following non-zero coefficientsg(0, 0, 0) = 1,
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g(0, 1, 1) = 1, g(1, 1, 0) = 1, g(1, 0, 1) = 1/3, g(1, 1, 2) = 2/5 are needed to find the quantities

Fx;nl(r) for atoms withs andp orbitals (like Be, Ar); note that the step in the summation over l′′

in Eq. (34a) is 2. Thus, the orbital exchange potential, Eq. (32),

vxa(r) = vx;nl(r) = Fx;nl(r)/χnl(r) , (35)

is obtained; the corresponding HF quantities, denoted asvHF
l′′ (n

′l′, nl; r), FHF
x;nl(r), vHF

xa (r) =

vHF
x;nl(r), can be determined with the HF atomic radial orbitalsχHF

nl (r). The OS

δφa(r) = r−1δχnl(r)Ylm(θ, ϕ) (36)

depends on the term

W⊥
a (r) = r−1W⊥;rad

nl (r)Ylm(θ, ϕ) (37)

through its radial part

W⊥;rad
nl (r) = Fx;nl(r) + [Dnl;nl − vx(r)]χnl(r) (38)

entering the equation
[
−1

2

d2

dr2
+

l(l + 1)

2r2
+ vs(r)− ǫnl

]
δχnl(r) = W⊥;rad

nl (r)χnl(r) (39)

for δχnl(r) derived from Eq. (10); hereǫnl is the energy of the KS orbitalφa = φnlm. The KS

potentialvs(r), Eq. (2) contains the termvext(r) = −Z/r whereZ is the atomic number, equal to

N for neutral atoms.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Proximity of KS and HF orbitals

The proximity of individual HF and KS orbitals can be quantified with the norms‖δφa‖ which

are found to be indeed very small, in comparison with‖φa‖ = ‖φHF
a ‖ = 1. Calculating the OSδφa

with the method of Ref. 11, we obtain‖δφa‖ < 0.007 for each occupied orbital in the Be and Ar

atoms; see Table I. The partition

‖δφnlm‖2 =
∞∑

n′ 6=n

c2n′l;nl , (40)
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plotted for Ar in Fig. 1, shows that, among the KSboundorbitalsφn′lm, the dominating contribu-

tionsc2n′l;nl to thenlm OS come from then′lm orbitals withn′ = n − 1 and/orn + 1, i.e., from

the neighboring electronic shells; e.g., forδφ3s in the Ar atom, the largest termsc2n′l;nl are found

for then′l = 2s (occupied) andn′l = 4s (unoccupied) orbitals. But, there remains a large part

of ‖δφnlm‖2 which cannot be attributed to higher unoccupied bound states φn′lm since the corre-

spondingc2n′l;nl terms vanish rapidly with increasingn′; see Fig. 1. This unaccounted part comes

from continuumKS states (ǫn′l > 0). Let us also note that, for each OSδφnlm analyzed in Fig. 1,

its projectionδφocc
nlm, Eq. (25), onto the occupied-state subspace has the squarednorm smaller than

1
2
‖δφnlm‖2 which means that the relation‖δφocc

nlm‖ < ‖δφvir
nlm‖ holds for the Ar atom.

The above results also confirm that the assumptionsδφa = 0 andδφvir
a = 0, which can be used

to derive the KLI and LHF (CEDA) approximations, respectively (cf. Sec. II C), are very accurate

but not exact.

B. Exact exchange potential vs orbital exchange potentials

The norms‖δφnlm‖ have such low values because the termsW⊥;rad
nl (r) are sufficiently small

for all r (the scale of this smallness will be discussed later on). This, combined with the relation

vx;nl(r) +Dnl;nl = vx(r) +
W⊥;rad

nl (r)

χnl(r)
, (41)

found with Eqs. (38) and (35), implies that eachshifted orbitalexchange potential (calculated

from the KS-OEP orbitals)

ṽx;nl(r) ≡ vx;nl(r) +Dnl;nl (42)

is very close to the exact exchange potentialvx(r) = vOEP
x (r) within the r-interval

(rn−1,n, rn,n+1) ≡ Sn where the denominators in the right-hand side of Eq. (41), i.e., the or-

bitalsχnl(r) from then-th atomic shell (K,L,M, . . .), have largest magnitudes. The shell border

pointsrn,n+1 for n = 0, 1, . . . , nocc− 1 (the respective HF pointsrHF
n,n+1, defined precisely below,

can be used) are near the positionsrmin
n where the radial electron densityρ(r) has local minima.

In large parts of the shellsSn′ , n′ < n, where the orbitalχnl(r) entering the denominator in Eq.

(41) has sizeable magnitude (though at least a few times smaller than in the shellSn) the potentials

ṽx;nl(r) are also close tovOEP
x (r) (but not so tightly as forr ∈ Sn). The proximity of the poten-

tials is evident in Figs. 2, 3, 4 for the Be, Ar, and Zn atoms, respectively; it also holds for other

closed-l-subshell atoms. It is disturbed in the vicinity of the nodesof χnl(r), where the potential
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ṽx;nl(r) diverges while the termW⊥;rad
nl (r) is finite and small. The potentialṽx;nl(r) also differs sig-

nificantly fromvOEP
x (r) within the occupied shellsSn′′, n′′ > n, where both the functionsχnl(r),

W⊥;rad
nl (r) decay exponentially.

In the asymptotic regionS∞ (spanning outside the occupied shells, i.e., forr > rn,n+1, n =

nocc) the exact exchange potentialvOEP
x (r) lies very closeonly to the HOMO exchange potential

ṽx;H(r) = vx;H(r) (whereDH,H = 0) which has the correct−1/r dependence for larger resulting

from Eqs. (34), (35); see Fig. 5. Indeed, the potentialṽx;nl(r) for nl 6= H includes, besides

the self-interaction termv0(nl, nl; r), equal to−1/r for larger, also, at least one non-zero term

proportional toχH(r)vl′′(H, nl; r)/χnl(r) with l′′ 6= 0; cf. Eqs. (34), (35). The latter term diverges

for r → ∞ since the factorvl′′(H, nl; r) tends to a constant while each KS radial orbitalχnl(r)

decays liker1/βnle−βnlr whereβnl =
√
−2ǫnl (cf. Ref. 7); this is true also fornl = H. The Be

atom, with the1s and2s orbitals only, is the only exception here since, in this case, both potentials

vx;1s(r) andvx;2s(r) decay as−1/r for larger. Indeed, with Eqs. (34), (35) we find the following

expressions

vx;1s(r) = v0(1s, 1s; r) +
χ2s(r)

χ1s(r)
v0(2s, 1s; r) , (43a)

vx;2s(r) = v0(2s, 2s; r) +
χ1s(r)

χ2s(r)
v0(1s, 2s; r) , (43b)

valid for the Be atom. Due the orthogonality of the1s and2s orbitals, the functionv0(1s, 2s; r) =

v0(2s, 1s; r), Eq. (34b), is equal to
∫∞

r
dr′(1/r − 1/r′)χ1s(r

′)χ2s(r
′) so that it decays exponen-

tially like χ1s(r)χ2s(r) for large r. Thus, the second terms in the expressions (43a), (43b) for

vx;1s(r) andvx;2s(r) also decay exponentially, asχ2
2s(r) andχ2

1s(r), respectively. As a result, the

self-interaction energies,v0(1s, 1s; r) andv0(2s, 2s; r), which both depend like−1/r for larger,

dominate in the respective potentialsvx;1s(r) andvx;2s(r) in the asymptotic regionS∞.

As it is seen in Fig. 2(b) for the Be atom, the quantitiesṽx;nl(r)χnl(r) = Fx;nl(r)+Dnl;nlχnl(r)

andvx(r)χnl(r), whose difference yieldsW⊥;rad
nl (r), Eq. (38), lie close to each other for allr.

However, it is not straightforward to define a direct scale that could serve to estimate how small

the potential differencẽvx;nl(r) − vx(r), or rather, the termW⊥;rad
nl (r) should be to make the OS

δφnlm small. Indeed, it is the ratio of the overlap integralsDn′l;nl = −
∫∞

0
dr′χn′l(r

′)W⊥;rad
nl (r′)

and the orbital energy differencesǫn′l − ǫnl, that, in fact, determine the expansion coefficients

cn′l;nl = Dn′l;nl/(ǫn′l − ǫnl), and, consequently, the magnitude of the OSδφnlm; cf. Eqs. (13-15),

(40). Since the differenceǫn′,l − ǫnl (with given l andn′ 6= n) has the smallest magnitude for
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n′ = n+ 1, we could find an upper bound for the OS norm,

‖δφnlm‖ ≤
∑

n′ 6=n |Dn′l;nl|2
|ǫn+1,l − ǫnl|

=
‖W⊥;rad

nl ‖
|ǫn+1,l − ǫnl|

; (44)

which is expressed, as it would be desired, in terms of the whole norm ofW⊥;rad
nl (r). However,

this bound gives values that largely exceed‖δφnlm‖ for the considered atoms; see Table I. Thus,

it seems that, ultimately, the only fully adequate measure (in the present context) of the smallness

of W⊥;rad
nl (r) is the smallness of the norms‖δφnlm‖ that are generated byW⊥;rad

nl (r).

C. Properties of Hartree-Fock orbital exchange potentials

Since the exchange-only KS orbitalsφa(r) = φOEP
a (r) found with the exact exchange potential

vOEP
x (r) are very close toφHF

a (r), the termsFx;nl(r), vx;nl(r), andDnl,nl[vx] obtained with{φOEP
a }

are virtually indistinguishable from the respective quantitiesFHF
x;nl(r), v

HF
x;nl(r),D

HF
nl,nl[vx] calculated

with the HF orbitals{φHF
a } (it is true foranyvx used as the argument ofDnl,nl andDHF

nl,nl). Thus,

the combinations of these terms

W⊥;rad
nl [vx, {φHF

a }](r) = FHF
x;nl(r) +DHF

nl,nl[vx]χ
HF
nl (r)− vx(r)χ

HF
nl (r) (45)

are very close toW⊥;rad
nl [vx, {φOEP

a }](r). As a result, they are small forvx = vOEP
x (since the

quantitiesW⊥;rad
nl [vOEP

x , {φOEP
a }] have been found to be small), and, also, by continuity, for any

approximate potentialvx close tovOEP
x . Therefore, basing on the numerically established prox-

imity of the KS-OEP and HF occupied orbitalsφnlm(r) in closed-l-shell atoms, we conclude that

there exists a non-empty classV0 of approximate exchange potentialsvx that yield small terms

W⊥;rad
nl [vx, {φHF

a }]. In addition, we can assume that these potentials have correct, −1/r, depen-

dence at larger and lead toDHF
H,H [vx] ≈ 0 (since these two conditions are fulfilled byvOEP

x ).

The classV0 is constituted, in fact, by all potentialsvx (with correct asymptotics) for each of

which it is possible to find constantsCnl that make terms

Unl(r) ≡ FHF
x;nl(r) + Cnlχ

HF
nl (r)− vx(r)χ

HF
nl (r) (46)

small for all r and every occupied orbitalχHF
nl (r); additionally, we setCH = 0. Indeed, this

definition (46) allows us to write (cf. Eq. (12))

DHF
nl;nl[vx] ≡ 〈φHF

nlm|vx − v̂x

[
{φHF

a }
]
|φHF

nlm〉 =
∫ ∞

0

dr χHF
nl (r)

[
vx(r)χ

HF
nl (r)− FHF

x;nl(r)
]
=

Cnl −
∫ ∞

0

dr χHF
nl (r)Unl(r) , (47)
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and, consequently, to expressW⊥;rad
nl , Eq. (45), as a linear functional ofUnl, namely

W⊥;rad
nl [vx, {φHF

a }](r) = Unl(r)− χHF
nl (r)

∫ ∞

0

dr′ χHF
nl (r

′)Unl(r
′) . (48)

Thus, the termsW⊥;rad
nl [vx, {φHF

a }] are small for any potentialvx that gives smallUnl, and we also

getDHF
H,H [vx] ≈ 0, due toCH = 0, from Eq. (47). This means that such a potentialvx belongs to

V0. Obviously, the appropriate constantsCnl = C̃nl[vx] that yield smallUnl(r) for vx ∈ V0 are not

strictly (and, thus, not uniquely) defined with this requirement. However, according to Eq. (47),

satisfactory values ofCnl = C̃nl[vx] are close toDHF
nl;nl[vx], i.e.,

C̃nl[vx] ≈ DHF
nl;nl[vx] . (49)

Note that the small, exponentially decaying, values ofUnl(r) are obtained in the asymptotic region

for any non-diverging potentialsvx, especially for those with the required,−1/r, dependence for

larger.

Each approximate exchange potentialvx ∈ V0 leads to the KS orbitalsφa = φa[vx] (cf.

Ref. [33]) that are almost identical to the HF orbitalsφHF
a . This can be shown by apply-

ing the perturbation-theory argument, presented in Sec. II, to the HF equation. The orbital

differences∆φHF
a ≡ φa[vx] − φHF

a are approximated by the first-order correctionsδφHF
a (r) =

r−1δχHF
nl (r)Ylm(θ, ϕ) (wherea = (nlm)) which are given by the equations (13), (14) where the

KS orbitalsφa and energiesǫa are replaced withφHF
a andǫHF

a , respectively, while the perturbation

∆ĥHF is used instead ofδĥs. This perturbation is given by the differenceĥs− ĥHF of the one-body

Hamiltonians entering the KS and HF equations, Eqs. (3), (6), correspondingly, so that it is the

negative of the perturbation∆ĥs considered in Sec. II B. Presently, we write∆ĥHF = −∆ĥs in

the following (selfconsistent) form

∆ĥHF = vx − v̂F
x [{φHF

a }]−∆ves (50)

and we note that the term∆ves = ves[n
HF
tot ] − ves[ntot] is linear in∆φHF

a ≈ δφHF
a in the leading

order. As a result, the equation (13) forδφHF
a leads to a set of non-homogenous linear integral

equations for the correctionsδχHF
nl to the HF occupied orbitals (of both spins). In these equations,

the inhomogeneous terms (the right-hand sides) depend linearly onW⊥;rad
nl [vx, {φHF

a }], through the

matrix elements

DHF
n′l;nl[vx] ≡ 〈φHF

n′lm|vx − v̂F
x [{φHF

a }]|φHF
nlm〉 = −

∫ ∞

0

drχHF
n′l(r)W

⊥;rad
nl [vx, {φHF

a }](r) , (51)
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n′ 6= n. By solving the set of equations forδχHF
nl , we can find the radial orbital differences

χnl[vx] − χHF
nl ≈ δχHF

nl , which are small when all termsW⊥;rad
n′l′ [vx, {φHF

a }] are sufficiently small.

Now, it can be claimed again (cf. Sec. III.A) that, formally,it is the norms‖δφHF
nl ‖ that are the

adequate measure of smallness ofW⊥;rad
nl [vx, {φHF

a }]. Then, the classV0 = V0(η) can be defined

more precisely with the condition‖φa[vx]− φHF
a ‖ ≤ η (for a = 1, . . . , N) whereη ≪ 1.

The total energy

E [vx] ≡ 〈Ψ[vx]|Ĥ|Ψ[vx]〉 = E [{φa[vx]}] , (52)

whereΨ[vx] is the Slater determinant constructed of{φa[vx]} (cf. Ref. 33), is very close to

EHF = E
[
{φHF

a }
]

for any vx ∈ V0 due to the orbital proximity,φa[vx] ≈ φHF
a . As a result,

the energiesE[vx], vx ∈ V0, are also very close toE[vOEP
x ] since the potentialvOEP

x minimizes

the functionalE[vx] > EHF. The obtained relationE[vx] ≈ E[vOEP
x ] implies, by the continuity

of the functionalE[vx] (cf. Ref. 33), that the potentialsvx belonging toV0 are close tovOEP
x and,

consequently, they are all close to each other. Simultaneously, this argument explains in a plausible

way why the exact exchange potentialvOEP
x itself belongs to the classV0 and, in consequence, it

gives the KS orbitalsφa very close toφHF
a .

Low magnitude ofUnl(r) obtained for a potentialvx ∈ V0 implies that,within each occupied

shellSn, the shifted HF potentials

ṽHF
x;nl(r) = vHF

x;nl(r) + Cnl (53)

(l ∈ Ln ≡ {0, . . . , l(n)max}) lie very close tovx(r),

ṽHF
x;nl(r) ≈ vx(r) , l ∈ Ln , r ∈ Sn , (54)

and, as a result, they almostcoincide with each other,

ṽHF
x;nl(r) ≈ ṽHF

x;nl′(r) , l, l′ ∈ Ln , r ∈ Sn . (55)

Similar proximity holds for the OEP potentials̃vx;nl(r), since they are all very close tovOEP
x (r)

within their respective shellsSn; see Sec. III A and Figs. 3, 4.

Let us note here that since any two different exchange potentials, vx(r) andv′x(r), from the

classV0 are close to each other, the respective constants,Cnl = C̃nl[vx] andCnl = C̃nl[v
′
x], that

lead to small termsUnl(r), Eq. (46), are also close to each other. This is so because theequation

(54) is satisfied for both potentialsvx(r) andv′x(r), as well as for each(nl); the same conclusion
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is reached by noting that, with Eq. (49), we obtain the expression

C̃nl[vx]− C̃nl[v
′
x] ≈ DHF

nl [vx]−DHF
nl [v

′
x] =

∫ ∞

0

dr [vx(r)− v′x(r)]
[
χHF
nl (r)

]2
. (56)

which is small forvx ≈ v′x. In particular, by takingv′x = vOEP
x we find

C̃nl[vx] ≈ C̃nl[v
OEP
x ] ≈ DHF

nl [v
OEP
x ] ≈ Dnl[v

OEP
x ] (57)

(for vx ∈ V0) where the relation (49) and the orbital proximity,φa[v
OEP
x ] ≈ φHF

a are also applied.

This means that the quantitiesDnl[v
OEP
x ], found with the exact exchange potentialvOEP

x , can be

used as the constantsCnl = C̃nl[vx] suitable for allvx ∈ V0. Another possible set of constants

{Cnl}, which can be determined easier thanDnl[v
OEP
x ], is given by the quantities{CKLI-HF

nl } =

DHF
nl [v

KLI-HF
x ] found, in a selfconsistent way, for the KLI potentialvKLI-HF

x = vKLI
x [{φHF

a }] obtained

with HF orbitals; see Sec. III D 3, III D 4 below. The two sets ofconstants, listed in Table II, are

indeed very close to each other.

A generalization of Eq. (55) is found when, in the expression(46) for Unl(r), the potential

vx(r) is replaced bỹvHF
x;n′l′(r) for r ∈ Sn′ according to Eq. (54), the definition (53) is used, and the

smallness ofUnl(r) for vx ∈ V0 is accounted for. The generalized relation reads

FHF
x;nl(r) + Cnlχ

HF
nl (r) ≈

(
vHF

x;n′l′(r) + Cn′l′
)
χHF
nl (r) , r ∈ Sn′ (58)

and it is satisfied for suitable set of constants{Cnl} and for all indices(nl), (n′l′) corresponding

to the occupied HF orbitals, as well as for an appropriately chosen set of the shell border points

rn,n+1. The relation (58) is anintrinsic property of the HF orbitals (and the Fock operator), since it

is not implied by the DFT or the definition ofvOEP
x , though it has been revealed here by inspecting

the KS results forvx = vOEP
x . Obviously, the relation (58) can be rewritten as

(
vHF

x;nl(r) + Cnl

)
χHF
nl (r) ≈

(
vHF

x;n′l′(r) + Cn′l′
)
χHF
nl (r) , r ∈ Sn′ (59)

so that by dividing its both sides byχHF
nl (r) for n′ = n, we recover the approximate equality (55)

of the shifted HF orbital exchange potentials within the shell Sn.

The potentialsvHF
x;nl(r) obtained with the occupied HF orbitalsχHF

nl (r) from Eqs. (34), (35) do

not diverge forr → ∞, unlike the KS potentialsvx;nl(r), except for the HOMO one (as well as

vx;1s(r) in the Be atom). It is due to the form of the large-r dependenceχHF
nl (r) ∼ rαnle−βHr with a

common(for all nl) coefficientβH =
√
−2ǫHF

H of the exponential decay and with the appropriate
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values of the orbital-specific constantsαnl, cf. Refs. 35, 36, 37, 38. As a result, the following

asymptotic dependence for the HF exchange potentials is obtained

vHF
x;nl(r) = −

(
ǫHF
H − ǫHF

nl

)
+

qnl
r

+ o

(
1

r

)
(60)

where the constantsqnl can differ from -1; see Appendix. This dependence is confirmed by the

numerical results obtained for the HF orbitals found by solving the HF equation with the highly

accurate pseudospectral method [34]; see Fig. 5. The constant term in Eq. (60) vanishes only for

the HOMO potentialvHF
x;H(r) and, in this case, we also findqH = −1. Thus, the exchange potential

vHF
x;H(r) has the−1/r dependence for larger. In consequence, it is close to the potentialsvx ∈ V0

not only within the regionSn of the shell to which the HOMO belongs, but also in the asymptotic

regionS∞ where these potentials decay like−1/r. The asymptotic dependence

vHF
x;H(r) = −1

r
+ o

(
1

r

)
, r ∈ S∞ , (61)

complements the relations (55), (58), valid within the occupied shellsSn. Note that the shifted

potentialṽHF
x;H(r), entering Eq. (54), is equal tovHF

x;H(r) since we setCH = 0 as in the definition of

the classV0.

D. Accurate representations of exact exchange potential with HF orbital exchange potentials

It has been shown above that the proximity of the individual HF and exchange-only KS-OEP

occupied orbitals implies the relations (55), (58) satisfied by the HF orbitals. Interestingly, the

converse is also true. Namely, assuming that the relation (58) holds (then, the relation (55) is also

true) and the constantsCnl which satisfy it are known, we can effectively construct local exchange

potentialsvx(r) that belong to the classV0, i.e., which lead to small termsUnl(r), have correct

(−1/r) asymptotic behaviour, and, in consequence, give the KS orbitals close to the HF ones. As

it is argued above, such potentials should represent the exact exchange potentialvOEP
x (r) with high

accuracy.

1. Shell-resolved piecewise exchange potentials

If the relations (55), (58) are fulfilled for a given set of theconstantsCnl, the straightforward

way to build a potentialvx ∈ V0 is to set it equal to one of the (almost coinciding) potentials
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ṽHF
x;nl(r), Eq. (53), in each occupied atomic shellSn; then, the resulting potentialvx satisfies the

relation (54) (which has to hold for anyvx ∈ V0). In particular, we can choose thes-orbital

(l = 0) potentialsṽHF
x;n0(r) for r ∈ Sn, n = 1, . . . , nocc. However, within the outmost occupied

shellSn, n = nocc, it is better to use the HOMO exchange potentialvHF
x;H(r) since it can represent

the constructedvx(r) not only forr ∈ Sn, n = nocc, but also in the asymptotic regionS∞ where it

has the−1/r decay (required forvx ∈ V0), cf. Eq. (61). In this way, apiecewise(pw) exchange

potential

vpw,0
x (r) =

nocc−1∑

n=1

θHF,0
n (r)ṽHF

x;n0(r) + θHF,0
nocc

(r)vHF
x;H(r) , (62)

is obtained; here the step-like functionsθHF,0
n (r) are equal to

θ(r − rHF,0
n−1,n)θ(r

HF,0
n,n+1 − r) (n < nocc) , (63a)

θ(r − rHF,0
n,n−1) (n = nocc) . (63b)

This construction is restricted to the case when the HOMO belongs to the outmost occupied shell,

which is true for the closed-l-shell atoms.

To make the potentialvpw,0
x (r) continuous, the shell bordersrn,n+1 are set at the pointsrHF,0

n,n+1,

n = 1, . . . , nocc − 1, where its constituent potentials from the neighboring shells, Sn andSn+1,

match, i.e., the condition

ṽHF
x;n0(r) = ṽHF

x;n+1,0(r) (n ≤ nocc− 2) , (64a)

ṽHF
x;n0(r) = vHF

x;H(r) (n = nocc− 1) (64b)

is satisfied forr = rHF,0
n,n+1; we also definerHF,0

01 = 0. The outer borderrn,n+1 of the outmost

occupied shellSn, n = nocc, does not have to be defined since it is not used in Eqs. (62-63).

However, if the pointrn,n+1, n = nocc, needs to be determined (e.g., when we want to specify

the regionSn where the relations (55), (58) or (54) are fulfilled forn = nocc) it can be plausibly

defined as the smallest of the classical turning pointsrTP
nl for electrons from thenocc-th shell; in the

HF case, each pointrTP
nl can be found from the conditionvHF

s;nl(r) + l(l + 1)/(2r2) = ǫHF
nl ; cf. Eq.

(8).

The relation (58) (withl′ = l
(n′)
max for n′ = nocc (HOMO), andl′ = 0 for n′ ≤ nocc − 1 ) and

Eq. (61) immediately imply that the constructed potentialvx(r) = vpw,0
x (r) yields smallUnl(r),

Eq. (46), within each occupied shellSn′ and also forr ∈ S∞. Thus, the potentialvpw,0
x (r) belongs

to the classV0 and, in consequence, it is close tovOEP
x (r); this conclusion is supported by the
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numerical results plotted in Fig. 6(a). Such numerical confirmation also implies that the points

rHF,0
n,n+1 can be indeed be chosen for use as the shell bordersrn,n+1 in the relations (58), (61).

Another representation ofvOEP
x (r) is obtained by constructing a continuous piecewise potential

vpw
x (r) =

nocc∑

n=1

θHF
n (r)v(n)x (r) (65)

formed from the HFshellexchange potentials

v(n)x (r) ≡
∑

l∈Ln

ṽHF
x;nl(r)

ρHF
nl (r)

ρHF
n (r)

, (66)

each applied in its shell regionSn. The pointsrHF
n,n+1 defining the shell borders are now the solu-

tions of the continuity equation

v(n)x (r) = v(n+1)
x (r) (67)

for n = 1, 2, . . . , nocc− 1; rHF
0,1 = 0. We denote

ρHF
nl (r) = (2l + 1)

[
χHF
nl (r)

]2
, (68a)

ρHF
n (r) =

∑

l∈Ln

ρHF
nl (r) , (68b)

ρHF(r) =
nocc∑

n=1

ρHF
n (r) , (68c)

and the functionsθHF
n (r) are defined likeθHF,0

n (r) with Eq. (63) where the radiirHF,0
n,n+1 are replaced

by rHF
n,n+1. Each shell potentialv(n)x (r) is very close to the almost coinciding potentialsṽHF

x;nl(r),

l ∈ Ln, for r ∈ Sn, Eq. (55). Thus, the potentialv(n
′)

x can be substituted for̃vHF
x;n′l′ in Eq. (58),

which leads to the relation

FHF
x;nl(r) + Cnlχ

HF
nl (r) ≈ v(n

′)
x (r)χHF

nl (r) , (69)

valid for r ∈ Sn′ andn′ = 1, . . . , nocc. It means that the termsUnl(r), Eq. (46), are small for

the potentialvx(r) = vpw
x (r) within each occupied shellSn′. This implies that the potentialvpw

x

belongs to the classV0 and, hence, it is close tovOEP
x ; cf. Fig. 6(b). To make this argument

complete we note that the potentialvpw
x (r) is also close tovHF

x;H(r) in the asymptotic regionS∞

and, thus it has the correct,−1/r, dependence forr ∈ S∞ (which is a property requested for

potentialsvx ∈ V0). Indeed, for larger, the factorρHF
nl (r)/ρ

HF
n (r), present in Eq. (66), goes to 1

for nl = H and it vanishes liker−q, q ≥ 4, for other HF occupied orbitalsχHF
nl ; (see Eqs. (A.1),

(A.2) in Appendix; cf. Refs. 35, 36, 37, 38). The presented construction ofvpw
x (r) is restricted to

the case of the closed-l-shell atoms where the HOMO belongs to the outmost occupied shell.
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2. Shell-dependent slope of the DFT exchange potential

The slope of the exact exchange potentialvOEP
x (r) changes rather abruptly (here disregarding

small intershell bumps) when we move through an atom, from one atomic shell to the next one; cf.

Fig. 2, 3, 4. This property can be explained by the fact that the potentialvOEP
x (r) is represented with

high accuracy, within each occupied shellSn, by the potentials̃vHF
x;nl(r), l ∈ Ln, and, in particular,

by thes-orbital exchange potentials̃vHF
x;n0(r) which exist for each occupied shell (n = 1, . . . , nocc).

Indeed, the slopedṽHF
x;n0/dr = dvHF

x;n0/dr found within the shellSn for the potential̃vHF
x;n0(r) =

vHF
x;n0(r) +Cn0 obtained with the Eqs. (34), (35) (where the orbitals{χnl} are replaced by{χHF

nl }),

is distinctively different from the slopes of other potentials ṽHF
x;n′0(r) within their respective shells

Sn′. It is related to the fact that the orbitalsvHF
x;nl(r) (e.g., forl = 0) corresponding to different

atomic shells are localized at different distances from thenucleus.

The above general argument readily applies to the Be atom. Inthis case, the potential

vHF
x;1s(r) = vHF

0 (1s, 1s; r) + κ2s,1s(r)v
HF
0 (2s, 1s; r) (70a)

(cf. Eq. (43a)) is very well represented, forr ∈ S1, by the first termv0(1s, 1s; r); see Fig.

7. The other term in Eq. (70a) is much smaller due to the combined effect of the small ratio

κ2s,1s(r) = χHF
2s (r)/χ

HF
1s (r) (we find |κ2s,1s(r)| < 0.2 for 0 ≤ r ≤ 0.74 a.u.) and low magnitude

of vHF
0 (2s, 1s; r) =

∫∞

r
dr′(1/r − 1/r′)χHF

1s (r
′)χHF

2s (r
′) (in comparison tovHF

0 (1s, 1s; r)), which

decreases with increasingr. We also find that, in the expression

vHF
x;2s(r) = vHF

0 (2s, 2s; r) + κ1s,2s(r)v
HF
0 (1s, 2s; r) (70b)

(cf. Eq. (43b)), the termvHF
0 (2s, 2s; r) clearly dominates within the shellS2 where both the term

vHF
0 (1s, 2s; r) and the ratioκ1s,2s(r) = χHF

1s (r)/χ
HF
2s (r) decay exponentially for the Be atom; cf.

Fig. 7. Thus, we obtain the relation

dvHF
x;nl(r)

dr
≈ dvHF

0 (nl, nl; r)

dr
= −Qnl(r)

r2
, r ∈ Sn (71)

which holds for bothnl = 1s and2s; hereQnl(r) =
∫ r

0
dr′[χHF

nl (r
′)]2. As a result, we conclude that

the derivativedvHF
x;1s(r)/dr ≈ −3.65 a.u. at the pointr = r∗1s = 0.37 a.u∈ S1 whereQ1s(r) = 0.5

has the magnitude (approximately)(r∗2s/r
∗
1s)

2 = 44.2 times larger than the slopedvHF
x;2s(r)/dr ≈

−0.0826 a.u. at the pointr = r∗2s = 2.46 a.u ∈ S2 whereQ2s(r) = 0.5. These estimates agree

well with the values−3.70 a.u and−0.0846 a.u ofdvOEP
x (r)/dr at the pointsr = r∗1s andr = r∗2s,

respectively; the ratio of these two slopes is 43.7.
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3. KLI- and LHF(CEDA)-like potentials constructed from theHF orbitals

The KLI-like potentialv̆KLI
x (r) can be defined for the HF orbitals{φHF

nlm} and the constants

{Cnl} by substituting them for{φnlm} and{Daa} = {Dnl;nl}, respectively, in Eqs. (19-21). It

takes the following form

v̆KLI-HF
x [{Cnl}] (r) ≡ v̆KLI

x

[
{χHF

nl }, {Cnl}
]
(r) =

1

ρHF(r)

occ∑

nl

(2l + 1)
[
FHF

x;nl(r) + Cnlχ
HF
nl (r)

]
χHF
nl (r) (72)

where, for the closed-l-shell atoms, the quantitiesχHF
nl andCnl are indicated as the effective argu-

ments of̆vKLI
x . This potential can also be expressed in terms of the HF orbital exchange potentials,

v̆KLI-HF
x [{Cnl}] (r) =

occ∑

nl

ρHF
nl (r)

ρHF(r)
ṽHF

x;nl(r) . (73)

It can be argued that the potentialv̆KLI-HF
x (r), Eq. (72), is close tŏvKLI

x [{χOEP
nl }, {DOEP

nl;nl}](r), and,

consequently, also tovOEP
x (r) (cf. Sec. II C), because the HF orbitalsχHF

nl (r) nearly coincide with

the KS-OEP orbitalsχOEP
nl (r), while the constantsCnl satisfying the relation (58) are very close to

DOEP
nl;nl ≡ Dnl;nl[v

OEP
x ]; cf. Eq. (57). However, the high-quality of the KLI-like potential v̆KLI-HF

x (r)

is, in fact, adirect consequence of the relation (58) revealed for the HF orbitals. Indeed, this

relation immediately implies that the potential given by Eq. (72) is close tovHF
x;n′l′(r), l

′ ∈ Ln′, for

r ∈ Sn′ , n′ = 1, . . . , nocc. This means, in particular, that the potentialv̆KLI-HF
x (r) is close tovpw,0

x (r)

within each occupied shellSn′ so that it also yields small termsUnl(r) there (for any(nl) ∈ occ).

For larger, the potential̆vKLI-HF
x (r), given by Eq. (73) (withCH = 0), becomes close tovHF

x;H(r)

so that it decays like−1/r (see the discussion forvpw
x (r) above). These properties of the potential

v̆KLI-HF
x imply that it belongs to the classV0 and, in consequence, it is close tovOEP

x , cf. Fig. 6(c).

In particular, this is true for the KLI potential

vKLI-HF
x (r) ≡ v̆KLI-HF

x

[
{CKLI-HF

nl }
]
(r) = vKLI

x

[
{χHF

nl }
]
(r) (74)

calculated with Eq. (23) for the HF orbitals and the constantsCKLI-HF
nl that are found from their

self-consistency condition

DHF
nl;nl[v

KLI-HF
x ] = CKLI-HF

nl (75)

given in Ref. [5]. To show this, let us express them as the sum

CKLI-HF
nl = Cnl +∆Cnl , (76)
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where the constantsCnl satisfy the relation (58). Then, we obtain, from Eq. (47) (the first line)

and Eqs. (72), (75), the following set of linear equations for ∆Cnl

∆Cnl −
∑

n′l′

(2l′ + 1)

∫ ∞

0

dr

[
χHF
nl (r)χ

HF
n′l′(r)

]2

ρHF(r)
∆Cn′l′ = −

∫ ∞

0

drχHF
nl (r)Unl[v̆

KLI-HF
x ](r) (77)

(n = 1, . . . , nocc, l ∈ Ln; nl 6= H) where the right-hand side includes the potentialv̆KLI-HF
x =

v̆KLI-HF
x [{Cnl}], Eq. (72). The set of equations (77) remains satisfied when a common constant is

added to each∆Cnl. Therefore, to make this set well-defined, we put∆CH = 0 and, simultane-

ously, exclude the equation fornl = H from the set (then, we findCKLI-HF
H = CH = 0). Since the

termsUnl[v̆
KLI-HF
x ] (calculated forCnl satisfying Eq. (58)) are small, the corrections∆Cnl obtained

by solving the equations (77) are also small. This means thatthe potentialvKLI-HF
x is very close to

v̆KLI-HF
x [{Cnl}] ∈ V0 and, in consequence, this potential itself belongs to the classV0.

The KLI condition (75) can also be satisfied by minimizing, with respect to the constants{Cnl},

the function

g ({Cnl}) ≡
occ∑

a

‖vxφ
HF
a − v̂F

xφ
HF
a − Cnlφ

HF
a ‖2 =

occ∑

nl

(2l + 1)

∫ ∞

0

dr
(
Unl[vx](r)

)2

(78)

where we putvx = v̆KLI-HF
x [{Cnl}], Eq. (72), anda = (nlm); a similar expression leads, after

minimization, to the selfconsistent constants{Dab} for the LHF (CEDA) approximate potential

[39, 40]. To avoid the presence of an arbitrary common constant that can be added to allCnl =

CKLI-HF
nl (since such addition does not change the value ofg ({Cnl})), we again setCKLI-HF

H = 0 in

Eq. (78). The functiong ({Cnl}) attains very small value for the constants{Cnl} that satisfy the

relation (58) since they lead to small termsUnl[vx] for vx = v̆KLI-HF
x [{Cnl}]. The set of constants

{Cnl} = {CKLI-HF
nl } that minimizes the function (78) have to yield even lower value ofg ({Cnl}),

and, in consequence, they should also give small termsUnl[v̆
KLI-HF
x ]. Thus, we can conclude again

that the corresponding potentialvKLI-HF
x belongs toV0.

By extending the arguments presented above for the KLI potential we can show that the high

accuracy of the LHF (CEDA) approximation is alsodirectly explained by the revealed properties

of the HF orbital exchange potentials. Let us first note that the potential̆vKLI
x

[
{χHF

nl }, {Cnl}
]

is a

special case of the LHF-like potential

v̆LHF-HF
x [{{Cn′l,nl}] (r) = v̆LHF

x

[
{χHF

nl }, {Cn′l,nl}
]
(r) =

1

ρHF(r)

occ∑

nl,n′l

(2l + 1)
[
δn′nF

HF
x;nl(r) + Cn′l,nlχ

HF
n′l(r)

]
χHF
nl (r)

(79)
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calculated with Eq. (29) for the HF orbitals and the constantsCn′l,nl = δn′nCnl. We can now solve

the LHF self-consistency condition [17, 26]

Dn′l,nl

[
vLHF-HF

x

]
= CLHF-HF

n′l,nl , (80)

where

vLHF-HF
x (r) ≡ v̆LHF

x

[
{χHF

nl }, {CLHF-HF
n′l;nl }

]
(r) , (81)

by expressingCLHF-HF
n′l;nl asδn′nCnl +∆Cn′l,nl. Then, the corrections∆Cn′l,nl satisfy a set of linear

algebraic equations (similar to Eq. (77)) where the right-hand sides are given by the integrals

−
∫∞

0
drχHF

n′l(r)Unl(r); we also set∆CH,H = 0. The termsUnl(r) are small since they are cal-

culated here forvx = v̆KLI-HF
x [{Cnl}] obtained with the constantsCnl satisfying the relation (58).

Thus, the resulting corrections∆Cn′l,nl are also small. This implies that the potentialvLHF-HF
x (r) is

close tov̆KLI-HF
x [{Cnl}] (r) and, as a result, it also gives smallUnl(r). In effect, the LHF exchange

potentialvLHF-HF
x , obtained with the HF orbitals, belongs to the classV0 and it is close tovOEP

x .

4. Comparison of different approximate representations ofexact exchange potential

The constants{CKLI-HF
nl } obtained with the KLI selfconsistent condition (75) have been shown

to differ only by small corrections{∆Cnl} from from any set of constants{Cnl} satisfying the

relation (58). This property combined with Eq. (57) explains the small magnitudes ofCKLI-HF
nl −

Dnl;nl[v
OEP
x ], cf. Table II. It also implies that the constants{CKLI-HF

nl } themselves satisfy the relation

(58) so that they can indeed be used in construction of the approximate potentials discussed in Sec.

III D. In particular, as it is already mentioned above (see Fig. 6), the potentialsvpw,0
x (r), vpw

x (r),

built entirely with the HF orbitals and the constantsCnl = CKLI-HF
nl , are found to be very accurate

representations of the exact exchange potentialvOEP
x (r). The obtained quality of its approximation

is almost the same as for the potentialsvKLI-HF
x (r), Eq. (74), and̆vKLI

x (r), Eq. (19), the latter of

which is built of the KS-OEP orbitals and it is the dominant part of vOEP
x (r), Eq. (18). However, any

of the four approximate potentials fails to reproduce well the characteristic bumps ofvOEP
x (r) at the

shell borders; cf. Figs. 2, 3, 4, 6. Thus, it is the minor part of the exact exchange potential, namely,

its OS termvOS
x (r), Eq. (22), depending linearly onδφa(r) (a = 1, . . . , N), that produces these

local maxima ofvOEP
x (r). This means that the intershell bumps ofvOEP

x (r) are the consequence

of the finite (though very small) differencesφa(r) − φHF
a (r) ≈ δφa(r) between the KS and HF

occupied orbitals.
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The potentialsvpw,0
x (r) andvpw

x (r) are expressed, in each atomic shellSn, in terms of the orbital

exchange potentials̃vHF
x;nl(r), l ∈ Ln, that correspond to this shell only. This feature makes these

two representations of the exact exchange potential be significantly different from the KLI-like

potential, Eq. (73). Indeed, the latter depends, within each shellSn, on all potentials̃vHF
x;n′l(r),

corresponding to both the same (n′ = n) and other (n′ 6= n) shells. In consequence, the KLI-like

potential Eq. (73), rewritten as follows,

v̆KLI-HF
x (r) =

nocc∑

n′=1

ρHF
n′ (r)

ρHF(r)
v(n

′)
x (r) , (82)

is given forr ∈ Sn not only by the respective shell potentialṽ
(n)
x (r), but it also expressed there

by the potentials̃v(n
′)

x (r) which correspond to other shells (n′ 6= n) and can be calculated for any

r with Eq. (66). The fact that, despite its significantly different structure, the potentialv̆KLI-HF
x (r)

(calculated with appropriate constants{Cnl}, e.g.,{CKLI-HF
nl }) is very close tovpw,0

x (r) andvpw
x (r),

and ultimately also tovOEP
x (r), has been shown above to result from the relation (58) which holds

for all nl ∈ {occ} within the occupied shells; for larger the three approximate potentials and the

exact one nearly coincide with each other due to Eq. (61).

Finally, let us note that the potentialsvpw,0
x (r) andvpw

x (r) are identical for the Be atom since, in

this case, there are only two occupied orbitals, one in each of the two shells.

E. Energy shifts. Step-like structure in the response part of exchange potential

It is known that the energiesǫKS
nl of the KS-OEP occupied atomic orbitals are higher than the

corresponding HF energiesǫHF
nl (except for the HOMO energies which are nearly equal in the two

schemes); see Table II. The differences∆ǫnl = ǫKS
nl − ǫHF

nl are non-negative and, for givenl, they

are the larger the lower shell indexn is. The present results shed some light on these numerical

findings as it is shown below.

Since the KS-OEP shifted orbital exchange potentialsṽx;nl(r) and ṽx;n+1,l(r) (as well as the

respective HF potentials) match quite closely atr = rn,n+1 (cf. Figs. 2, 3, 4), we find

∆Dnl,nl ≡ Dnl,nl −Dn+1,l;n+1,l ≈ vx;n+1,l(rn,n+1)− vx;nl(rn,n+1) > 0 . (83)

The latter inequality results from the mathematical structure of the Fock operator̂vF
x (r), Eqs.

(33), (34a), (34b) presumably because the orbitalχnl(r) is localized closer to the nucleus than

χn+1,l(r). This argument is certainly valid for the Be atom. In this case, the terms proportional to
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v0(1s, 2s; r), which are present in Eqs. (43a), (43b), are negligible at the pointr = r12 = rHF
12 =

0.954 a.u. whereχ2s(r)/χ1s(r) = 0.69 (see Fig. 7); as a result, we have

vx;2s(r12)− vx;1s(r12) ≈ v0(2s, 2s; r12)− v0(1s, 1s; r12) . (84)

The latter difference can be found by integrating the equation (71) (here for the termsv0(nl, nl; r)

defined with the KS orbitals) ,

v0(2s, 2s; r12)− v0(1s, 1s; r12) =

∫ r12

∞

dr′
1

(r′)2
(Q1s(r

′)−Q2s(r
′)) > 0 , (85)

and it is positive since the relationQ1s(r) > Q2s(r) holds for anyr. Let us note here that the

approximate relation (83) is not satisfied very tightly for the closed-l-shell atoms other than Be

since the differences∆vx;n+1,l(r) ≡ vx;n+1,l(r) − vx;nl(r) change quite rapidly aroundr = rn,n+1

(due to very different slopes of the orbital exchange potentials from the neighboring shells; see

Figs. 2(e), 3, 4) while the pointr where the potentials̃vx;nl(r) and ṽx;n+1,l(r) intersect slightly

differs (except for the Be atom) from the shell borderrn,n+1 = rHF
n,n+1 (defined in Sec. III D 1); cf.

Fig. 3(d). However, as it is seen in Table II, the differences∆vx;n+1,l(rn,n+1) have quite similar

value and definitely the same sign as the corresponding constants∆Dnl,nl.

Further, we can expressDnl,nl as follows

Dnl,nl = Dñ(l)l,ñ(l)l +

ñ(l)−1∑

n′=n

∆Dn′l,n′l (86)

for n < ñ(l) where the symbol̃n(l) denotes the largest shell indexn among the KS-OEP occupied

orbitalsχnl(r) with given orbital numberl. Thus, according to Eq. (86) and the inequality (83),

the energy shift∆ǫnl ≈ Dnl,nl grows with decreasingn and, consequently, it is positive forn <

ñ(l) provided the shiftDñ(l)l,ñ(l)l is non-negative. The latter condition is satisfied by the HOMO

shift DH,H which vanishes. For other orbitalsχñ(l)l, the relationDñ(l)l,ñ(l)l > 0 is established

numerically but understanding its origin needs further study.

The revealed representation of the exact exchange potential vOEP
x (r) with the (both HF and

KS) orbital (or shell) exchange potentials doesnot result from the characteristic properties of its

response part

vresp
x (r) = vOEP

x (r)− vSl
x (r) = vES

x (r) + vOS
x (r) . (87)

This term has been found numerically [27] to have a nearly step-like dependence onr where each

step corresponds to an atomic shell. The main part ofvresp
x (r) is the energy-shift (ES) term

vES
x (r) =

∑occ
nl (2l + 1)Dnl,nlχ

2
nl(r)∑occ

nl (2l + 1)χ2
nl(r)

(88)
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obtained from Eq. (21). The step-liker-dependence ofvresp
x (r) ≈ vES

x (r) is briefly explained in

Ref. 28 by noting that within a given shellSn the orbitalsχn′l′(r), n′ 6= n, corresponding to other

shells, are small so that they can be neglected in Eq. (88). This argument can be supplemented

by the numerical fact that the different occupied orbitalsχnl(r) (l ∈ Ln) from then-th shell have

similar shapes and magnitudes within the respective shell regionSn.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In summary, we find that when, for each HF orbital, a suitably chosen (orbital-specific) constant

shift is added to the Fock exchange operator in the HF equation, the electrons occupying different

HF orbitals are subject to very similar local exchange potentials (as well as the total ones) within

the atomic regions where the radial probability densities of the respective orbitals are substantial.

This proximity is particularly tight for the shifted exchange potentials of the orbitals that belong

to the same shell and it holds in the region of this shell. Thus, the occupied HF orbitals are only

very slightly disturbed when the orbital-specific shifted exchange potentials are replaced in the HF

equation with a common exchange potential that lies very close to them within their respective

shell regions; simultaneously, the corresponding orbitalenergies change considerably since the

applied shifts are quite sizeable. As a result, the DFT exactexchange potentialvOEP
x (r) (obtained

in the OEP approach by minimizing the HF-like total energy expressed in terms of the KS orbitals

coming from a common local total potential) is very well represented in each shell with the HF

shifted orbital exchange potentials from this shell, and, even slightly better, with their weighted

average – the shell exchange potential, Eq. (66). Thus, the shape of the DFT exchange potential in

atoms, as well as its strongly shell-dependent slope, are, in fact, determined by ther-dependences

of the individual HF orbital exchange potentials within their corresponding shells.

The revealed properties of the shifted orbital exchange potentials result from the more general

relation (58) satisfied by the Fock exchange operator and theHF orbitals. Thus, it is in fact this re-

lation that explains the outstanding proximity of the HF andKS orbitals in the closed-l-shell atoms

as well as the high-quality of the KLI and LHF(CEDA) approximations to the exact exchange

potentialvOEP
x . However, since these approximations are expressed in terms of the exchange po-

tentials ofall occupied orbitals (at a given pointr), one ofqualitativelynew achievements of the

present work is showing that the potentialvOEP
x (r) can be represented, with equally high accuracy,

by the (HF or KS)individualshifted orbital exchange potentials within their corresponding shells.
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An intermediate stage between these two types of representation is obtained with the piecewise

function formed with the shell exchange potentials. It is also shown that the positive values of

the differencesǫKS
nl − ǫHF

nl between the energies of the respective KS and HF orbitals, aswell as

their increase with decreasingn are related to the differences between the orbital exchangepoten-

tials from neighboring shells at the shell borders. Finally, it should be stressed that the presently

obtained shell-resolved mapping between the HF orbital exchange potentials and the DFT exact

exchange potential isnot related to the previously established step-like structureof the response

part of the exchange potential.

APPENDIX: ASYMPTOTIC DEPENDENCE OF HARTREE-FOCK EXCHANGE ORBITAL

POTENTIALS

In the atomic region outside the occupied shells, the HF orbitals have the following asymptotic

dependence [35, 36, 37, 38]

χHF
nl (r) ∼

(
rαnl + bnlr

αnl−1
)
e−βHr (A.1)

where the coefficientβH =
√
−2ǫHF

H is common for allnl while the constantsbnl and the powers

αnl are orbital-specific. The largestαnl is found for the HOMO and it is equal toαH = 1/βH for

neutral atoms. For other HF orbitals the powersαnl depend on the orbital numberl, i.e.,

αnl = αH − 3 (l = lH 6= 0 , nl 6= H), (A.2a)

αnl = αH − 2(lmin + 1) (l = lH = 0 , nl 6= H), (A.2b)

αnl = αH − |l − lH | − 1 (l 6= lH), (A.2c)

Here,lH denotes the HOMO orbital number andlmin is the smallest non-zerol within the set of

the occupied HF orbitals in a given atom. The above asymptotic dependence (A.1) is valid for all

atoms other than Be.

In the asymptotic region, the HF hamiltonianĥHF(r), Eq. (6), is dominated by the kinetic and

the exchange terms since, for a neutral atom, the sumvext(r) + vHF
es (r) decays exponentially (as

e−2βHr) for larger. Thus, the HF radial equation has following asymptotic form
[
−1

2

d2

dr2
+

l(l + 1)

2r2
+ vHF

x;nl(r)

]
χHF
nl (r) = ǫHF

nl χ
HF
nl (r) (larger) , (A.3)
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and, by dividing its both sides withχHF
nl (r), we obtain

vHF
x;nl(r) = ǫHF

nl +
d2χHF

nl (r)/dr
2

2χHF
nl (r)

− l(l + 1)

2r2
+ o

(
1

r2

)
. (A.4)

When the asymptotic dependence (A.1) of the orbitalχHF
nl (r) is applied, the general asymptotic

form (60) of the HF exchange orbital potentialsvHF
x;nl(r) is found.

By using the explicit expression forvHF
x;nl(r) (given by Eqs. (34a), (34b), (35) with the HF or-

bitals), one readily finds the asymptotically dominating term (−1/r)v0(H,H ; r = ∞) = −1/r in

the HOMO exchange potentialvHF
x;H(r); cf. Eq. (61). The same term,(−1/r)v0(nl, nl; r = ∞) =

−1/r, is present in the asymptotic dependence of any potentialvHF
x;nl(r), but, fornl 6= H, it also

includes other terms which are proportional to1/r or tend to constant values forr → ∞ (the latter

contribute to the constant term−
(
ǫHF
H − ǫHF

nl

)
in Eq. (60)). For instance, the potentialvHF

x;2p(r) con-

tains the terms proportional tor−3χ3p(r)v2(3p, 2p; r)/χ2p(r) andr−2χ3s(r)v1(3s, 2p; r)/χ2p(r)

which depend like(c1 + c2/r) andc3/r, respectively, for larger; herec1, c2, andc3 are constants;

these asymptotic dependences can be derived using Eqs. (A.1) and (A.2)

For the Be atom, the two occupieds orbitals decay asχHF
n0(r) ∼ r1/βe−βr (n = 1, 2) where

β =
√

−2ǫHF
n0 . Thus, according to Eq. (A.4), the potentialsvHF

x;n0(r) (n = 1, 2) vanish atr → ∞.

They have the same asymptotic dependence(−1/r)v0(n0, n0; r = ∞) = −1/r, which results

from Eqs. (70a), (70b) and the definition of the functionsvHF
l′′ (n

′l′, nl; r), Eq. (34b).
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TABLE I: The norms of∆φnlm = φHF
nlm − φnlm, δφnlm, ∆φnlm − (−δφnlm) and (in the last column) the

upper bound of‖δφnlm‖, Eq. (44), for the occupied orbitalsφa = φnlm in the Be and Ar atoms; see text

for details.

atom orbital ‖∆φnlm‖ ‖δφnlm‖ ‖∆φnlm − (−δφnlm)‖ ‖W⊥;rad
nl ‖/|ǫn+1,l − ǫnl|

(nl) (×10−3) (×10−3) (×10−3) (×10−3)

Be 1s 6.0890 6.6865 0.6253 11.2134

2s 5.7655 6.3021 0.6416 242.9996

Ar 1s 1.2594 1.2752 0.0305 3.3526

2s 6.2281 6.5057 0.2929 22.0419

2p 4.3019 4.5323 0.2467 82.4518

3s 5.8187 6.4366 0.8003 122.1715

3p 4.3474 4.5782 0.3428 242.2264
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TABLE II: The HF and exchange-only KS (OEP) orbital energies, ǫnl, ǫHF
nl , in the Ar atom. The difference

ǫnl − ǫHF
nl compared with the constant shiftsDOEP

nl ≡ Dnl[v
OEP
x ] = δǫnl and{CKLI-HF

nl } = DHF
nl [v

KLI-HF
x ],

obtained with the OEP and KLI-HF exchange potentials, respectively. The constants∆D
(l)
n,n+1 = DOEP

nl −

DOEP
n+1,l compared to the differences∆v

(l)
x;n,n+1(r) = vx;n+1,l(r)− vx;nl(r) of the KS-OEP orbital exchange

potentials at the shell bordersr = rHF
n,n+1. See text for details. Note that if the pointrHF

12 was moved by

just 0.01a.u., tor = 0.137a.u. for the Ar atom, the considerably modified value∆v
(0)
12 (r) = 2.98hartree

would be obtained . The HF orbitals and their energies used inthe calculations are taken from Ref. 30. All

energies and radii are given in hartrees.

atom nl ǫHF
nl

ǫnl ǫnl − ǫHF
nl

DOEP
nl

CKLI-HF
nl

∆D
(l)
n,n+1 ∆v

(l)
x;n,n+1 rHF

n,n+1

Be 1s −4.732 669 −4.125 699 368 4 0.606 969 0.606 401 428 6 0.562 484 0.606 0.607 0.954

2s −0.309 269 −0.309 227 738 5 0.000 041 0.0 0.0

Ar 1s −118.610 349 −114.452 154 608 6 4.158 194 4.156 319 209 3 4.153 224 2.991 4.426 0.127

2s −12.322 152 −11.153 224 215 2 1.168 928 1.165 666 206 9 1.126 130 0.988 1.031 0.729

2p −9.571 464 −8.733 757 145 4 0.837 707 0.837 222 865 2 0.764 760 0.837 0.963 0.729

3s −1.277 352 −1.099 246 843 1 0.178 105 0.178 063 552 5 0.180 419

3p −0.591 016 −0.590 751 487 8 0.000 265 0.0 0.0
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FIGURE CAPTIONS

Fig. 1. OS norm square‖δφa‖2 (grey bars) and the contributionsc2n′l;nl (stacked bars) to it

from bound statesφn′lm, for the occupied statesφnlm in the Ar atom; the contributions from the

occupied states are marked with the hatch patterns; the1s bars are magnified by the factor 20.

The results are obtained in the exchange-only KS-OEP scheme.

Fig. 2. (a) KS-OEP radial electron densityρ (per spin) and (b,c) the termFx;nl + Dnl,nlχnl

(dashed and dotted lines) compared tovOEP
x χnl (solid lines) in the Be atom,(nl) = 1s, 2s. (d,e)

The potentialsvOEP
x (solid line),vx;1s (dashed-dotted line),̃vx;1s (dotted line),vx;2s = ṽx;2s (dashed

line), vKLI-HF
x (long-dashed line in the insert (e)). The HF radial electrondensityρHF and the HF

potentialsvHF
x;nl, ṽ

HF
x;nl, nl = 1s, 2s, follow ρ, vx;nl and ṽx;nl, correspondingly, within the figure

resolution. The up and down arrows mark the pointsrHF
12 andrmin

1 , respectively.

Fig. 3. (a) KS-OEP radial electron densityρ (per spin) and (b,c) the potentialsvOEP
x (solid

line), ṽx;nl (dashed and dotted lines) in the Ar atom. (d) The differences∆vx;nl = vx;nl − vOEP
x

(dashed lines) and∆ṽx;nl = ṽx;nl − vOEP
x (solid lines), each shown within ther-interval in-

cluding the corresponding shellSn and slightly overlaping the neighboring shells (Sn−1 and/or

Sn+1). The HF radial electron densityρHF and the HF potentials̃vHF
x;nl as well as the differences

∆vHF
x;nl = vHF

x;nl−vOEP
x and∆ṽHF

x;nl = ṽHF
x;nl−vOEP

x follow ρ, ṽx;nl, ∆vx;nl, and∆ṽx;nl, correspondingly,

within the resolution of the respective figure. The up and down arrows mark the pointsrHF
n,n+1 and

rmin
n , respectively.

Fig. 4. Results for the Zn atom; the description of the panels(a)-(d) as in Fig. 3. The HF

quantitiesρHF, ṽHF
x;nl, ∆vHF

x;nl, ∆ṽHF
x;nl follow ρ, ṽx;nl, ∆vx;nl, and∆ṽx;nl, correspondingly, within the

resolution of the respective figure.
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Fig. 5. (a,b,c) Asymptotic dependence of the potentialsvHF
x;nl (solid lines) andvx;nl (dotted lines)

compared with the HF asymptotic limits, equal to−
(
ǫHF
H − ǫHF

nl

)
(horizontal dashed lines) , Eq.

(60), in the Ar atom. (c) The HOMO exchange potentialsvHF
x;3p andvx;3p (which follow each other

within the figure resolution) are compared with the−1/r (dashed line) asymptotic dependence of

vOEP
x . The results are obtained with the KS-OEP and HF orbitals calculated, with high accuracy,

by using the pseudospectral method [11, 34]. Note that the divergence ofvHF
x;1s(r) seen in the panel

(a) results from the node of the HF orbitalχHF
1s (r) at r = 1.09 a.u.; this node is also present in

χHF
1s (r) calculated with the Slater-type-orbital expansion given in Ref. 30.

Fig. 6. Differences between approximate and exact exchangepotentials: (a)vpw,0
x − vOEP

x , (b)

vpw
x − vOEP

x , (c) vKLI-HF
x − vOEP

x , (d) v̆KLI
x (r) − vOEP

x = −vOS
x (Eqs. (18), (19)); see text for details.

The dashed lines correspond tovOEP
x − vOEP

x = 0. The up arrows mark the pointsrHF
n,n+1, n = 1, 2.

Fig. 7. (a) KS-OEP orbital exchange potentialsvx;1s, vx;2s (solid lines), Eqs. (43a), ( 43b), com-

pared with the contributing functionsv0(1s, 1s; r), v0(2s, 2s; r), v0(1s, 2s; r) = v0(2s, 1s; r) (dot-

ted and dashed lines), Eq. (34b), and (b) the ratiosχ2s/χ1s, χ1s/χ2s for the Be atom. The HF

potentialsvHF
x;n0 , Eqs. (70a), (70b), functionsvHF

0 (n0, n′0; r) and ratiosχHF
n0/χ

HF
n′0 (n, n′ = 1, 2) fol-

low the corresponding KS-OEP quantities within the figure resolution. The up down arrow marks

the difference∆v
(l)
x;n,n+1(r) = vx;n+1,l(r) − vx;nl(r) at r = rHF

12 = 0.954 a.u.; it is very close to

DOEP
1s,1s = 0.6064 hartree; see Table II.
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