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Abstract

It is found that, in closed-shell atoms, the exact local exchange potentiél) of the density functional
theory (DFT) is very well represented, within the regionwdiy atomic shell, by each of the suitably shifted
potentials obtained with the non-local Fock exchange dpefar the individual Hartree-Fock (HF) orbitals
belonging to this shell. Consequently, the continuouseiége function built of shell-specific exchange
potentials, each defined as the weighted average of thedluifbital exchange potentials corresponding to
a given shell, yields another highly-accurate represemtaif vx(r). These newly revealed properties are
not related to the well-known step-like shell structure in thsponse part ofx(r), but they result from
specific relations satisfied by the HF orbital exchange piatisn These relations explain the outstanding
proximity of the occupied Kohn-Sham and HF orbitals as welitee high quality of the Krieger-Li-lafrate
and localized HF (or, equivalently, common-energy-demattr) approximations to the DFT exchange
potentialvy(r). The constant shifts added to the HF orbital exchange patento map them ontoy(r),
are nearly equal to the differences between the energidseofdrresponding KS and HF orbitals. It is
discussed why these differences are positive and grow wierespective orbital energies become lower

for inner orbitals.
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. INTRODUCTION

Representing the quantum state of a many-electron systéemis of one-electron orbitals is
simple and theoretically attractive approach. Such deson is realized in the Hartree-Fock (HF)
method [1], as well as in the Kohn-Sham (KS) scheme of theigefumnctional theory (DFT)l[2,
3,/4]. The latter is an efficient and robust tool which is nowtneely applied in the calculations of
electronic properties of molecules, even very large andptexnand condensed-matter structures.
Though the KS scheme is formally accurate, the one-body K8npial contains the exchange-
correlation (xc) potential,., whose exact dependence on the electron density remaim®wnk
It is usually treated within the local-density or generatizgradient approximations (LDA, GGA),
despite the well-known shortcomings of the LDA and GGA xcepials (especially the self-
interaction errors). Some of these deficiencies are rematesh the exact form (in terms of the
occupied KS orbitals) is used for the exchange fgrtof the xc energy. The exact exchange
potentialv, is then found fromEy by means of the integral equation resulting from the optatiz
effective-potential (OEP) approach [5(a).6, 7, 8, 9] or Isyng the recently developed method
based on the differential equations for the orbital shifi®, [11]; another method based on the
direct energy minimization with respect to the KS-OEP po&diexpressed in a finite basis) [12]
suffers from convergence problems|[13] which are not fulgalved yet and they are still under
study[14, 15]. The exact potentia} is free from self-interaction and it has correct asymptotic
dependence{1/r for finite systems) at large distance$rom the system; thus, unlike the HF,
LDA or GGA potentials, it produces correct unoccupied state the DFT, the approximation,
in which the exchange is included exactly but the corretainergy and potential are neglected,
is known as the exchange-only KS scheme — it is applied in thegmt investigation. The full
potentialu,. can also be found by means of the OEP approach when the DR €netay includes,
besides the exadiy, the correlation energy, depending on all (occupied and unoccupied) KS
orbitals and orbital energies [8]. This makes such comprtaedious, to a level undesirable in the
DFT, since it involves calculating, with the quantum-chemistry methods, like the Mgller-Ré¢ss
many-body perturbation approach.

Defined to yield the true electron density, the KS one-etectirbitals have no other direct
physical meaning since they formally refer tdfietitious system ofnon-interactingelectrons.
However, it is a common practice to use these orbitals inutations of various electronic proper-

ties; in doing so théV-electron ground-state wave functidn of the physical (interacting) system



is approximated with the single determinant built of the KBitals. This approximate approach
is justified by (usually) sufficient accuracy of the calcathjuantities, which is close to, or often
better than, that of the HF results [16]. It seems that theesgof the DFT calculations would
not be possible if the KS determinant, though being formatin-physical, was not close to the
HF determinant which, outside the DFT, is routinely usedgpraximate the wave functiowr,

of the real system. Therefore, understanding this proximity is cetyavery important for the
fundamentals of the DFT.

Previous calculations|[5(a),21,/22, 23] have shown thatponty the whole KS and HF deter-
minants|[16, 17] and the corresponding electron dens#igg.[L3, 19, 20], but also thedividual
occupiedKS and HF orbitalsg,, (r) and ¢ (r), in atoms are so close to each other that they
are virtually indistinguishable (here the orbitals, degemt on the electron positianand the spin
o =], T, are numbered with index=1, ..., N,; N, + N; = N). This property is particularly re-
markable for the exchange-only KS orbitals which differ sautely from the HF orbitals that, for
atoms, the OEP total energy is only several mhartrees htgharthe HF energ¥.¢ [5,16,9,18].
The outstanding proximity of the KS and HF orbitals is swsimg in view of the obvious differ-
ence between the exchange operators in the KS and HF ortesaleamiltonians (see below) and
the fact that the corresponding KS and HF atomic orbital gieere,, andeHt, differ substan-
tially, up to several hartrees for core orbitals in atoms ik, Cu [6,/9] [except for the KS and
HF energies of the highest-occupied molecular orbital (HDM/hich are almost identical]. This
apparent contradiction has not yet been resolved; in Rd].i{2Zs suggested that the KS and HF
determinants are close to each other “since the kinetiggnemuch greater than the magnitude
of the exchange energy”.

The present paper investigates the proximity of the KS andHials and it reveals that, in
closedt-shell atoms, there exists a direct mapping between the Hifabtocal exchange poten-
tials v5" (r) and the DFT exact local exchange potentigl(r). The former are specific to each

Xao

HF orbital "7 (r) and are defined as

Do Db (T)

Uy (1) () (1)
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with the Fock exchange non-local operatfr(r) within the HF approximation that describes the
interacting system. The DFT exchange potentig(r) is common for all orbitals relevant to the
KS non-interactingr subsystem. This potential is found to be very well repressinivithin the

region of each atomic shell, by thedividual, suitably shifted potentialg;” (r) = v} (r) + C,,
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obtained for the HF orbitals that belong to this shell; thastant shift’,, are orbital-specific.
As a result, for each shell, the weighted average of the tiaten!” (r) corresponding to the
orbitals from this shell yields the shell-specific exchapgeential that also represenig (r) with
high accuracy within the shell region. The revealed mappetweeri?” (r) anduvy, (r) is shown

to have origins in the specific relations satisfied by the H#itak exchange potentials. Thus, the
proximity of the KS and HF orbitals is explained. Simultansly, it becomes clear why, in atoms,
the exact exchange potentigl () (wherer = |r|) has the characteristic structure of a piecewise
function where each part spans over the region of an atoreitaind it has distinctively different
slopeduy, (r)/dr in consecutive shells [25].

The specific properties of'" (r) are also shown to be directly responsible for the high qualit
of the approximate representations of the exact exchangatpa v, (r) that are obtained in the
Krieger-Li-lafrate(KLI) [5] and localized HF (LHF)[17] agroximations, the latter of which is
equivalent to the common-energy-denominator approxongiCEDA) [26]. The constant shifts
C,., needed to map the HF potential§, (r) ontowvy, (r), are shown to be nearly equaldg — .
This leads to better understanding why, for each KS occupibial (other than the HOMO), its
energye,, is higher than the corresponding HF enetfly and the difference between these two
energies is larger for the core orbitals than for the valemas. Finally, it is shortly argued that
the presently revealed properties of the KS and HF exchaotgniials donot result from the
well-known step-like shell structure present in the regeopart,=>A(r) of the exchange potential

[27,128].

[I. THEORY
A. Hartree-Fock method and optimized-effective-potential approach

The HF one-electron spin-orbital§F(r) are obtained by minimizing the mean valiig 7| T)
whereH is the Hamiltonian of theV-electron interacting system aridbelongs to the subspace
Q4 of normalized N-electron wave functions that are single Slater determhbuilt of one-
electron orbitals. Similar minimization is carried out iretexchange-only OEP method, but there
is the additional constraint that for every trial deternminall v, constituent spin-orbitalg,, (r)
satisfy the KS equation with some local KS potentigl(r). The minimizing potentials, (r) =

vOFF(r), yields, after subtracting from it the external(r) and electrostatic.s(r) terms, the exact



exchange potential,, (r) = v2F"(r) (corresponding to the density, calculated from occupied

®as), SO that we have
Vsr (T') = Vext(T) + Ves(r) + Vxo (T) . 2)

It has to be stressed here that the proximity of the exchangjeKS and HF orbitals isotreadily
implied by the fact the two sets of orbitals result from theaimization of the same functional of
energy, i.e. E[U] = (U|H|U) where¥ € Q% Indeed, for a suitably chosen model Hamiltonian
H, the corresponding HF orbital$'F(r) that minimizeZ[¥] might not be well approximated by
any set of one-electron (KS) orbitats, (r) that come from a common local potentig)(r). Then,
the latter condition, which is imposed on the orbitals(r) in the OEP minimization, would be so
restrictive that the obtained KS-OEP orbitals would difegnificantly from the HF ones. Thus,
it seems that it is the specific form of the physical Hamilgani/ (with Coulombic interactions)
that actually makes the close representation of the HFadshitith the KS ones possible.

The exchange-only KS equation, satisfied by the correspgr(@EP) orbitalg,, (r) and their

energies,,, takes the form

hor (106100 1) = [~ 597 + ven(r) + ) + 110 (1) 00 (1) = caobool®)  (3)

(atomic units are used throughout) where we gytr) = v95%(r) in the OEP case. The total

electron densityue(r) = n4(r) + ny(r), which enters

vnal(r) = [ dx' 7 @)
is the sum of the spin-projected densities
Na
= b ()]? (5)
a=1
In the HF equation
A 1
e (1)OfE (1) = | =5 V2 + () + o (r) + 0, ()| ol (1) = o). (6)

satisfied by the orbitalg!'F(r) and energies

ao?

the multiplicative local exchange potentig) (r),
present in the KS equatiohl(3), is replaced with the nontlBcak exchange integral operator

oF (r), built of {¢HF} 7+ its action on a given HF orbital" yields [1]

if, [t o Z¢ p) [ S0l )



The electrostatic potentiall™(r) = vedn!if](r) is found for the HF total electron density: (r)
defined in a similar way as(r). The KS and HF orbitals are ordered according to non-
descending values of the corresponding orbital energies (< .11, andeff < €F,

a = 1,...). Both the KS and HF equations need to be solved selfconsigteReal KS and
HF orbitals are used throughout this paper.

Obviously, for each HF orbitap!(r), the Fock exchange operataf, (r) present in the HF
equation[(b) can be formally replaced by, (r), Eq. [3), however, this local exchange potential
is orbital-dependent due the non-locality &f,(r), Eq. (). Thus, also, the resulting total HF
potential

Vaao (T) = Vext(T) + Vgg (1) + Vi (1) (8)

is different for each orbitap'F(r), unlike in the KS scheme where all electrons (of given spin
o) are subject to the same total potentigl(r), which includes the common exchange potential

vk (r). Dependence om will be suppressed hereafter (unless otherwise stated).

B. Orbital and energy shifts. Exact exchange potential

The exact exchange potentigl= v satisfies the OEP equation [7, 10]

N

on(r) =2 ¢a(r)dga(r) =0, Vr, 9

a=1
which results from the OEP minimization and depends,ahrough the orbital shifts (OS)p, (r).
Each OS fulfills the equation![7, 10,/11]

[hs(r) = 0|0 (x) = Wi (x) (10)
(whereg,, ¢, are the solutions of EqL}(3)) and it is subject to the constrai,|0¢,) = 0. The

equation[(ID) includes the KS Hamiltoniag present in Eq.[{3), and the term (defined using the

sign convention of Refs. 10,11)
W (r) = [8(r) + Daa — ox(r)] ¢a(r) - (11)

whered} = o} [{¢,}] and
Daa = <¢a|'UX - '&)’(:|¢a> . (12)

It should be noted thaf dr ¢,(r)W,;"(r) = 0.



The OSdé¢, and the energy shift (ES) — the constdnyf, give, within the perturbation theory
(PT), the first-order approximations to the orbital and gypatifferences (shifts),—(g%cf'F — Pq)
and—(eHF — ¢,), respectively. Here, the orbitalg'™ and the corresponding energig¥, are the
solutions of the HF-like equation which is the same as Ebjex8gpt forv, replaced by} built
of the KS orbitals{ ¢, }. The corresponding perturbation is then equal/tp= oF — vy so that the
first-order correction te, is —de, = (¢a\5ﬁs\¢a> = —D,, wWhile the correction t@,(r) is

o

—60a(r) = D ciadylr), (13)
j=1l,ej#¢€q

Cja = i) (14)
€; — €q

Djo = —(¢;|0hs|du) = (¢jlvx — K| da) - (15)

It satisfies Eq. [(10) and the constrait,|0¢,) = 0 indeed. Obviously, the solutions ', ¢
are not identical to the selfconsistent HF orbita]§ and orbital energies™ which are obtained
from Eq. [6). The latter HF quantities can also be found withie PT approach by calculating
the differences\¢, = ¢'F — ¢,, Ae, = ¢F — ¢, in the first-order approximation. In this case,
the perturbation is given b}\hs = hue — hs [Where hye is the HF Hamiltonian of Eq.[{6)] and
it consists of three terms\hs = dhs + Aves+ AOF . The termsAves = vedniF] — vegnio] =
ved il — nuor] (Cf. Eq. [4)) andAdf = oF [{¢HF}] — 65[{¢.}] depend oM\, (of both spins for
Aveg), linearly in the leading order, so that they have to be dated selfconsistently even in the
PT approach. But, if we substitute-d¢,) for A¢, the differencen!ly — nix becomesin, + don;
so that it vanishes due to the OEP equatidn (9). Then, wefind = 0 and the perturbation i
becomesihs + AdF [{#,}, {6¢,}]. It can be further reduced thhs if the OSdg, are sufficiently
small. This argument, although not strict, leads to the lwmian that the differenced ¢, andAe,
are well represented by the orbital and energy shits), and—de, = —D,,, respectively, which
are obtained with the perturbaticaiﬂis. This conclusion is confirmed by the relatiofpd¢, —
(=0¢a)|l < 0.13]|A¢,|| (wWhere||¢||* = [dr|é(r)]?) and|Ae, — (—de,)| < 0.003]|Ae,]| [29],
established numerically for the Be and Ar atoms (see Tabéelll); the above inequalities are
obtained forg,, ¢,, d¢, calculated as in Ref/ [11], ang (expanded in the Slater-type-orbital
basis),e" " taken from Ref. [[30]. The representationsgf™ — ¢, by —d¢, andeF — ¢, by
—de, Will be used in further discussion. They can also be applecbinstruct a nearly accurate
approximation of the exact exchange potential; the new atetill be reported elsewhere soon
[31].



The part ofi¥/,(r) = dhs(r)¢,(r) parallel to the orbital, is
W (r) = —Daaha(r) (16)
and it sets the E®, = D,,. The part
W) = Wa(r) = Wil(x), (17)

perpendicular ta,, sets the OS¢, (r), Eqgs. [(10),[(I1). Thus, the KS and HF orbitajg(r),
#HF(r), can be close to each other, even if the orbital energie§", differ significantly, provided
the termW:1(r) is sufficiently small. Note that the orbitals remain uncheshgvhen a (possibly
orbital-dependent) constant is added to the HamiltoniaherKS or HF equations.
When the equatior (10) (after multiplying it by, (r) and subsequent summing ower=
., N) is combined with the OEP conditiohl(9), the following exgs®n [7, 10| 11] for the

exact exchange potential is obtained
v () = 3 (r) + ud(x) (18)

It contains the KLI-like potential [5]

B [{a}, {Daa}] (1) = v (r) + 075(r) (19)

which consists of the Slater potential

= PIRCLUR (20)

and the ES term, linear ib,,,
1 N
- (_ Z Daa?(r (21)

wheren(r) = 32 ¢2(r) ; these terms are defined with the OEP orbitalér) and constants
D,.. The OS term present in Eq.(18), lineawip,(r), is

N

oO5(r) = % [26,60(x) — (V0 (r)) - V] 060 (x) (22)

Since any physical potential is defined up to an arbitrarystanm, it is usually chosen that the
constantDyy = 0 for the HOMO [10]; then the potential’®"(r) goes to 0 as-1/r for r =

8



lr| — oo (except for the directions that lie within symmetry planesome molecules: in this
special case the-1/r + cons} dependence at largeis found; cf. Ref| 10, 32).

However, the use of Eq.L.(1L8) for calculation dfE"(r) still requires solving the equations
(9[10) for d¢,(r) as well as determining the selfconsistent values of thetaatsD,, which
depend ony = v2EP(r) through Eq. [(IR). This solution is obtained in an iterativeyvin Ref.

10, while a non-iterative algorithm, where both sgig,} and{D,,} are found simultaneously,

is presented in Ref. 11. Let us note that the equatidhsl(9¢12)22) can be used to determine
the exact exchange potentigi="(r) not only in the exchange-only OEP approach, but also when
the orbitalsp,(r) are the solutions of the KS equation with the potentiat) that, besidesy(r),

includes a correlation term(r).

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

Since the 0S¢, (r) are usually small, the termQS(r), Eq. [(22), is a minor correction to
vk (r) in Eq. (I8). Therefore, when we negle@S(r) completely, the exact exchange potential
vOFF(r) is represented with high quality by the KLI-like terii"! (r), Eq. [I9). The original KLI

approximation|[5]

v {ead] (1) = 0 [{da}, { D' }] (x) (23)

is obtained (here for the KS-OEP orbitalg) when the constants
Dig' = (@alvi™ — 5|¢a) (24)

are found selfconsistently, analogously/as, in Eq. (12) forv, = vQFF. Since, the equation (P4)
remains satisfied when an arbitrary constant, but the samallfo, is added to eactX-', one
usually setsDKH, = 0 which makes the potential' (r) decay like—1/r for larger.

The sum ovey in Eq. (I13) can be split into two terms,

N
062 = = > Crad, (25)
b=1,b#a
SO = = D Cuady (26)
t=N+1

which are the projections of the O%, onto the subspaces of occupied (occ) and virtual (vir)



orbitals, respectively. Thus, the OS terf®(r), Eq. [22), can be rewritten as follows

, N1
vS(r) = —) Z Z Dapa(r)dp(r) + vV (x) (27)

after the definition[(14) of,, and relationD,, = D, [cf. Eq. (I8),v} is Hermitian and real] are

used; the term
v23(r) = v [{da}, {€a}, {600} (x) (28)

is found by substituting¢¥" for §¢, in Eq. (22). When the 08¢, are small, the corresponding
projected part$¢'" are even smaller since the general relation®|? + [|64Y" (|2 = [|0¢q||*
holds. Then, another high-quality representation&

1 N

rb)IZHF [{éa}v {Dab}] (I‘) = <— Z ab¢a (29)

is obtained by settings"" (r) = 0 in the OS term?S(r), Eqs. [27[28). This representation yields
the well-known LHF (CEDA) approximation [17, 26]

v [{ba}] = 5 [{0a} A Dy }] (30)

(here defined for the sdtp,} of the KS-OEP orbitals) when the constam§'™ = (¢, vk —
05| éy) , defined analogously as in EqL{15), are found selfconsigtémt (ab) # (NN); we
also setD{HF = 0, as in the KLI case. Let us note that the conditiaff” = 0 is equivalent
to the relationgF = ¢,, + > hw Coabo (valid in the first-order approximation) which, when
satisfied for both spins, implies that the HF determinant built ¢} is identical to the KS
determinant built of ¢,,}. This (approximate) identity has been assumed in Ref. 1&tvel
the LHF approximation. Obviously, both the KLI and LHF apyiroate exchange potentials can
be defined for any set of (orthogonal, bound) orbitats}’ ;. In particular, it can be done for
the orbitals that are selfconsistent solutions of the KSa&qn (3) where the potentia}, is set to
v [{da}] or v [{6a}].

The high quality of the KLI and LHF approximate potential$iem derived as presented above,
clearly results from the proximity of the HF and KS-OEP odedporbitals which is characterized
by the small 0S¢,. However, the OS terms?S andvPSV" which are neglected in the KLI and
LHF (CEDA) approximations, respectively, are expresseduphall OS¢, (or their projected

partsé¢"). As a result, some information associated with the smatjmitades of thendividual

10



OSd¢, may be lost in the resulting potential§' andv:HF. In particular, the Slater term, Eq.

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

N 2
r
(1) = 3 ) 220 @D
a=1
of the KS orbital exchange potentials
~F
Uxa(T) = M) (32)

¢alr)
so that itcannot fullyreflect the properties of the individual,(r). In the following discussion
(Sec.[) for closed~subshell atoms, new properties@f, (r) are exposednly when the prox-
imity of the HF and KS-OEP orbitals is considersgparatelyfor each orbital.

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

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

atomic orbitalg, (r) = rxu(r) Y (0, ¢) (a = nim), yields

@f(r)gba(r) = T_lFx;nl(T) Yim(0, ¢) (33)

whereY,,, (6, ) is the spherical harmonic, Hereafter, the orbitals areléabeith the principal,
orbital, and magnetic quantum numbets/, m; the symbolsioc andl,(ﬁgx will denote, respec-
tively, the largest numbet and the maximum value dffor givenn, within the set{occ} of the
occupied orbitalg ¢, } (hereafter, we refer to this set with the general label "dcdt will be
convenient to have a notation for the HOMO labBl:= (n mgx) atn = nee, Note that the HOMO

belongs to the outmost occupied shell for the closstiell atoms. The factor

occ I+l

FX nl Z Z lu lla Xn’l’ (T) (% (n/l/7 nl7 T) ) (34a)

lll lll ‘l l/
is defined|[1] (here with the occupied KS radial orbitg)s, (r) ) through the functions

)
oottty == [ S 0t (34b)

/ l//
where we denotg(l,!’,!") = (2I' + 1) (a special case of th&; Wigner symbol),
000

r< = min(r,7’), 7~ = max(r,r’). In particular, the following non-zero coefficient§, 0,0) = 1,

11



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
Fi..i(r) for atoms withs andp orbitals (like Be, Ar); note that the step in the summatioerd?
in Eq. (344) is 2. Thus, the orbital exchange potential, BR),(

Uxa(r) = Oxnt (1) = Fre (1) /X (1) (35)

is obtained; the corresponding HF quantities, denoted!a&.'l’, nl;r), EIF (r), viF(r) =

x;nl

ofF (1), can be determined with the HF atomic radial orbitg]§(r). The OS

x;nl

3¢a(r) = 770X (1) Yin (6, ) (36)

depends on the term
W (x) = r ='W ) Yin (6, ) (37)

through its radial part
Woi"™(r) = Fua(r) + [Dat = v(r)] X (r) (38)

entering the equation

1d  1(l+1) 1 rad

Sgz T g2 T vs(r) = €nr | OXt (1) = W7 (r) X (1) (39)

for §x.;(r) derived from Eq. [(10); here,, is the energy of the KS orbital, = ¢,.;,,. The KS
potentialvs(r), Eq. [2) contains the termy(r) = —Z/r whereZ is the atomic number, equal to

N for neutral atoms.

[1I. NUMERICAL RESULTSAND DISCUSSION
A. Proximity of KSand HF orbitals

The proximity of individual HF and KS orbitals can be quasetifivith the norm$d¢, || which
are found to be indeed very small, in comparison With|| = ||#"7|| = 1. Calculating the OS¢,
with the method of Ref. 11, we obtaji@¢,|| < 0.007 for each occupied orbital in the Be and Ar

atoms; see Tab[é |. The partition

10Gmimll* =Y (40)
n'#n

12



plotted for Ar in Fig.[1, shows that, among the K8undorbitals¢,,,,,, the dominating contribu-
tionsc?,,.,,, to thenlm OS come from they'Im orbitals withn’ = n — 1 and/orn + 1, i.e., from

the neighboring electronic shells; e.g., fafs, in the Ar atom, the largest terms,,.,,, are found

for then'l = 2s (occupied) andi/l = 4s (unoccupied) orbitals. But, there remains a large part
of ||0é.m||? Which cannot be attributed to higher unoccupied bound statg,, since the corre-
spondingci,lml terms vanish rapidly with increasing; see Fig[Il. This unaccounted part comes
from continuumKs statesq,,;, > 0). Let us also note that, for each ©8,,,,, analyzed in Figl]1,

its projectioni¢®s¢ | Eq. (25), onto the occupied-state subspace has the squamadsmaller than

nlm?

L|6énim||* which means that the relatidid %5, || < [|[6¢Y || holds for the Ar atom.
The above results also confirm that the assumptigps= 0 andd¢"" = 0, which can be used
to derive the KLI and LHF (CEDA) approximations, respediMef. Sec.[I[C), are very accurate

but not exact.

B. Exact exchange potential vsorbital exchange potentials

The norms||§¢,..»|| have such low values because the temﬁt;rad(r) are sufficiently small
for all  (the scale of this smallness will be discussed later on)s, [dambined with the relation
1 ;rad
Wnl “ (T)

Vet (1) + Dt = vx(1) + o)

(41)

found with Egs. [(38) and_(85), implies that easihifted orbitalexchange potential (calculated
from the KS-OEP orbitals)
@X;nl(T> = Ux;nl<r) + Dnl;nl (42)

is very close to the exact exchange potentig(r) = +95F(r) within the r-interval
(Tn—1msTnn+1) = S, Where the denominators in the right-hand side of Hq.l (4&), the or-
bitals x.,,;(r) from then-th atomic shell £, L, M, .. .), have largest magnitudes. The shell border
pointsr,, .1 forn =0,1,...,nec— 1 (the respective HF pointﬁj},ﬁbﬂ, defined precisely below,
can be used) are near the positieft§ where the radial electron densityr) has local minima.

In large parts of the shellS,,, n’ < n, where the orbitak,,;(r) entering the denominator in Eq.
(41) has sizeable magnitude (though at least a few timedesrtizn in the shelb, ) the potentials

Oy (1) are also close to25P(r) (but not so tightly as for € S,,). The proximity of the poten-
tials is evident in Figsl12,]3] 4 for the Be, Ar, and Zn atomspeztively; it also holds for other

closedt-subshell atoms. It is disturbed in the vicinity of the nodés,;(r), where the potential
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(1) diverges while the terid/ 5(r) is finite and small. The potentia}.,,; (r) also differs sig-
nificantly from+Q&(r) within the occupied shells,,», n” > n, where both the functionsg,;(r),
W5d(r) decay exponentially.

In the asymptotic regio,, (spanning outside the occupied shells, i.e.,ifa¢ r, 11, n =
noce) the exact exchange potentift="(r) lies very closeonly to the HOMO exchange potential
Ox.r (1) = v (r) (WhereDy i = 0) which has the correct1/r dependence for largeresulting
from Eqgs. [(34),[(3b); see Fid.l 5. Indeed, the potenijal,(r) for nl # H includes, besides
the self-interaction termay(nl, nl; r), equal to—1/r for larger, also, at least one non-zero term
proportional toy g (r) v (H, nl; r) /x.(r) with I #£ 0; cf. Egs. [34),[(3b). The latter term diverges
for r — oo since the factow,. (H, nl;r) tends to a constant while each KS radial orbital(r)
decays liker'/Prie=Bum whereS,; = v/—2€, (cf. Ref.|7); this is true also fonl = H. The Be
atom, with thel s and2s orbitals only, is the only exception here since, in this cas¢h potentials
vx1s(r) @nduy.o, (1) decay as-1/r for larger. Indeed, with Eqs[(34)[_(85) we find the following

expressions

vats (1) = vo(1s, 1si7) + ijj:;vo@s, Lsi7). (432)
Ux;ZS(T) = 00(287 25; T) + XIS(T) 00(187 25; T) ) (43b)
Xas(r)

valid for the Be atom. Due the orthogonality of theand2s orbitals, the function(1s,2s;7) =
vo(2s, 1s;7), Eq. (34b), is equal tg " dr'(1/r — 1/1")x15(r") x2s(r’) SO that it decays exponen-
tially like x15(r)x2s(r) for larger. Thus, the second terms in the expressigns|(4Ba)] (43b) for
vy1s(r) @anduyos(r) also decay exponentially, ag,(r) and 2, (r), respectively. As a result, the
self-interaction energiesy(1s, 1s; ) andwvy(2s, 2s; ), which both depend like-1/r for larger,
dominate in the respective potentials () andu.o4(r) in the asymptotic regio§...

As itis seen in Figl12(b) for the Be atom, the quantitigs;(7) xni(7) = Fxni () + Dotoni Xt (1)
and v, (1) x.(r), whose difference yields/-"(r), Eq. (38), lie close to each other for all
However, it is not straightforward to define a direct scake tould serve to estimate how small
the potential differencéy..,(r) — vx(r), or rather, the ternil’ ;") should be to make the OS
0¢nim sMall. Indeed, it is the ratio of the overlap integrals,,, = — [~ dr' X (YW 5
and the orbital energy differences,; — ¢,;, that, in fact, determine the expansion coefficients
Cortont = Dyiint/ (€21 — €u1), @nd, consequently, the magnitude of the &S,,,; cf. Egs. (18-1b),

(40Q). Since the difference,; — ¢, (with given/ andn’ # n) has the smallest magnitude for

14



n’ = n+ 1, we could find an upper bound for the OS norm,
Zn’;ﬁn |Dn’l;nl|2 B ||W:Z;rad||

|€n+1,l - €nz| B ‘En—‘rl,l - €nz\ 7

which is expressed, as it would be desired, in terms of thelavhorm of W-"9(;-), However,
this bound gives values that largely exce@d,,,, || for the considered atoms; see Tdble |. Thus,
it seems that, ultimately, the only fully adequate measuréhg present context) of the smallness

of W4"4(r) is the smallness of the nornige,...|| that are generated By (7).

C. Properties of Hartree-Fock orbital exchange potentials

Since the exchange-only KS orbitals(r) = ¢257(r) found with the exact exchange potential
vPEP(r) are very close t@!F(r), the termsFy..; (1), vxn (1), and D, .u[vx] obtained with{ pO&"}
are virtually indistinguishable from the respective quitzes F\F, (), of'F (), DHF | [vy] calculated

X;nl x;nl nl,nl

with the HF orbitals{ ¢/} (it is true forany v, used as the argument 6%, ,,, and DT ). Thus,

nl,nl

the combinations of these terms
W ™o, {3 (r) = BF (r) + D Tod X (r) — o (r) () (45)

are very close tdV>"v,, {¢9FP}](r). As a result, they are small far, = vOFP (since the
quantitiesiV 5" vQEP {$OEP\] have been found to be small), and, also, by continuity, for an
approximate potentiat, close tovQEP. Therefore, basing on the numerically established prox-
imity of the KS-OEP and HF occupied orbitals;,,(r) in closedt-shell atoms, we conclude that
there exists a non-empty cla¥s of approximate exchange potentialsthat yield small terms
WL {¢9F1]. In addition, we can assume that these potentials havectorré/r, depen-
dence at large and lead taD}}; [v,] ~ 0 (since these two conditions are fulfilled b§=").

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

which it is possible to find constants,, that make terms
Uni(r) = B (r) + Coxii (r) — ve(r)xay (1) (46)

small for all » and every occupied orbital"(r); additionally, we seCy = 0. Indeed, this
definition (46) allows us to write (cf. Eq._(1L2))

Dngnl[UX] = (¢531levx — Ox H‘bSFH ‘Qﬁgz':rn) = /OO dr XSZF(T) [UX(T)XZF(T) - FXF;',Z(T’)} =

0

Cn — /000 dr x"TF(r) U (r) (47)
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and, consequently, to expre@sjl“ad, Eq. (45), as a linear functional 6f,;, namely

W45, {(6F1](r) = Uni(r) — x"F(r) / U (48)

Thus, the termsV - "u,, {¢"F}] are small for any potential, that gives small/,,;, and we also
get Dy [v] ~ 0, due toCy = 0, from Eq. [47). This means that such a potentidbelongs to
V.. Obviously, the appropriate constadtg = C. [vy] that yield smallU,,; () for v, € V, are not
strictly (and, thus, not uniquely) defined with this requient. However, according to Ed. (47),

satisfactory values af’,; = C,,;[vy] are close taDH [v,], i.e.,

nl;nl

Note that the small, exponentially decaying, valueEofr) are obtained in the asymptotic region
for any non-diverging potentials,, especially for those with the required] /r, dependence for
larger.

Each approximate exchange potentigl € V), leads to the KS orbital®, = ¢,[v«] (cf.
Ref. [33]) that are almost identical to the HF orbital§". This can be shown by apply-
ing the perturbation-theory argument, presented in Sefc.tolthe HF equation. The orbital
differencesA¢Ht = ¢,[vx] — ¢ are approximated by the first-order corrections™(r) =
YoM (r)Y1,,(0, ») (Wherea = (nlm)) which are given by the equatioris (13),1(14) where the
KS orbitals¢, and energies, are replaced witkH™ andeHF, respectively, while the perturbation
Ahyr is used instead ofhs. This perturbation is given by the differente— hye of the one-body
Hamiltonians entering the KS and HF equations, EQ5. [3),d@respondingly, so that it is the
negative of the perturbatiofhs considered in Sed_IIIB. Presently, we writéhyz = —Ahsg in

the following (selfconsistent) form
Ahpe = vy — 05 [{¢F}] — Aves (50)

and we note that the terf\ves = vednili| — vednuor] is linear in A¢HF ~ ¢4 in the leading
order. As a result, the equatidn {13) fos'" leads to a set of non-homogenous linear integral
equations for the correctiods ' to the HF occupied orbitals (of both spins). In these equatio
the inhomogeneous terms (the right-hand sides) deperatiynan W,j“ad[vx, {¢HFY], through the

matrix elements
Dy i[vi] = (Dilvx — 0g {5 H|dhim) = — /0 drx 5 (YW ™o, {61 (r),  (51)
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n’ # n. By solving the set of equations fan ', we can find the radial orbital differences
Xnt[t] — X'IF = 6xF, which are small when all termig”;™%[v,, {#HF}] are sufficiently small.
Now, it can be claimed again (cf. Sec. llI.A) that, formallyjs the norms||§¢!'F|| that are the
adequate measure of smallnes$1af /vy, {¢"F}]. Then, the clas¥, = V,(n) can be defined
more precisely with the conditiofyp,[vy] — ¢HF|| <n (fora =1,..., N) wheren < 1.
The total energy
E vy = (Vo |[H[¥[0]) = E [{dalen]}] (52)

where U[v,] is the Slater determinant constructed{ef,[v«|} (cf. Ref. |33), is very close to
Eue = E[{¢}F}] for any v, € V), due to the orbital proximityg,[vd] ~ ¢fF. As a result,
the energies’[vy], vx € Vo, are also very close t&[vPFF] since the potentiab®E” minimizes
the functionalE[vx] > Ewr. The obtained relatioi[vy] ~ E[vEF implies, by the continuity
of the functionalE[v] (cf. Ref.|33), that the potentials belonging to, are close taQEF and,
consequently, they are all close to each other. Simultasigdhis argument explains in a plausible
way why the exact exchange potenti@F" itself belongs to the clasg, and, in consequence, it
gives the KS orbitalg, very close topF.

Low magnitude ofU,,,(r) obtained for a potential, € V, implies that,within each occupied
shell S, the shifted HF potentials

Uyt (1) = 03 (1) + Chug (53)
(€L, ={0,...,159) lie very close tou(r),
f);!le(r) ~ 'UX(T) ) l € 'Cn , T S Sna (54)

and, as a result, they almasiincide with each other

~HF

Ux;nl(r) ~ 'Z})t!erl’ (T) ) lv l, € 'Cn , T € Sn . (55)

Similar proximity holds for the OEP potentials.;(r), since they are all very close tE"(r)
within their respective shellS,; see Sed. IlIIA and Figsl 8] 4.

Let us note here that since any two different exchange patenty(r) andv,(r), from the
class), are close to each other, the respective constahjis— 5’nl[vx] andC,;, = C,; [vf], that
lead to small term#&/,,;(r), Eq. (46), are also close to each other. This is so becausstiaion

(54) is satisfied for both potentialg(r) andv,(r), as well as for eaclnl); the same conclusion
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is reached by noting that, with Ed._(49), we obtain the exgioes

Cralvn] = Calvy] = Dy ex] — DEF[of] = /0 " dr o) — v (r)] D]’ (56)

which is small forv, ~ v. In particular, by taking;, = v95” we find

Crulv] = Calv?™] ~ DT[] ~ D [v0™] (57)
(for vy € V) where the relatior (49) and the orbital proximity,[vOEF ~ ¢'F are also applied.
This means that the quantitiézﬂ [v9EF, found with the exact exchange potenti®FF, can be
used as the constants,, = C,,;[vy] suitable for allu, € V,. Another possible set of constants
{C.;}, which can be determined easier thap,[v957, is given by the quantitie$CHHF1 =
DHF[oKHHF] found, in a selfconsistent way, for the KLI potentigtF = XU [{¢HF}] obtained
with HF orbitals; see Se¢. 11D 8, 1l[D|4 below. The two setscoinstants, listed in Tablel I, are
indeed very close to each other.
A generalization of Eqg.[(85) is found when, in the expres{@) for U,,(r), the potential
vx(r) is replaced byl () for r € S, according to Eq.[(34), the definition (53) is used, and the

smallness ot/,,(r) for vx € V), is accounted for. The generalized relation reads
Fem(r) + Coixiy (1) = (03 (1) + Cor) X3 (), 7 € S (58)

and it is satisfied for suitable set of constafits,;} and for all indicegnl), (n’l") corresponding

to the occupied HF orbitals, as well as for an appropriatalysen set of the shell border points
rnns1- The relation[(5B) is amtrinsic property of the HF orbitals (and the Fock operator), since it
is notimplied by the DFT or the definition afPE”, though it has been revealed here by inspecting

the KS results for, = v9EP. Obviously, the relatio (58) can be rewritten as

(U (1) + Cot) Xt (1) & (Vg (1) + Cowwr) X (1) 7 € S (59)

so that by dividing its both sides by (r) for n’ = n, we recover the approximate equality](55)
of the shifted HF orbital exchange potentials within thellsHg.

The potentials/ff () obtained with the occupied HF orbital§ () from Egs. [34),[(35) do
not diverge forr — oo, unlike the KS potentials.,,; (), except for the HOMO one (as well as
vx15(1) in the Be atom). It is due to the form of the largelependencg'f (r) ~ rene=fu" with a

common(for all nl) coefficientsy = /—2€4F of the exponential decay and with the appropriate
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values of the orbital-specific constants;, cf. Refs.| 35, 36, 37, 38. As a result, the following
asymptotic dependence for the HF exchange potentials #neut

Gn 1
) =~ (& )+ 2o (1) (60)

r

where the constantg, can differ from -1; see Appendix. This dependence is confirimgethe
numerical results obtained for the HF orbitals found by smthe HF equation with the highly
accurate pseudospectral method [34]; see[Big. 5. The aurstan in Eq. [[(6D) vanishes only for
the HOMO potentiab'x*;g(r) and, in this case, we also figg = —1. Thus, the exchange potential
v () has the-1/r dependence for large In consequence, it is close to the potentigls V
not only within the regiort,, of the shell to which the HOMO belongs, but also in the asyitipto

regionsS,, where these potentials decay liké /r. The asymptotic dependence

1 1
o (1) = - +o <;> , T €S, (61)
complements the relationis (55), [58), valid within the qaied shellsS,,. Note that the shifted
potentialo; (), entering Eq.[(54), is equal tg'; (r) since we se€'; = 0 as in the definition of

the clasg/,.

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

It has been shown above that the proximity of the individuBlahd exchange-only KS-OEP
occupied orbitals implies the relatioris (53), 1(58) satistiy the HF orbitals. Interestingly, the
converse is also true. Namely, assuming that the reldti@nh@&lds (then, the relation (b5) is also
true) and the constan{s,; which satisfy it are known, we can effectively constructdbexchange
potentialsuy(r) that belong to the clask,, i.e., which lead to small terms,,(r), have correct
(—1/r) asymptotic behaviour, and, in consequence, give the Kiatslrlose to the HF ones. As
itis argued above, such potentials should represent thet exehange potential="(r) with high

accuracy.

1. Shell-resolved piecewise exchange potentials

If the relations[(5b),[(58) are fulfilled for a given set of tbenstants”,,;, the straightforward

way to build a potentiab, € V) is to set it equal to one of the (almost coinciding) potestial
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ot (r), Eq. (53), in each occupied atomic shel); then, the resulting potentia) satisfies the
relation [54) (which has to hold for any € ;). In particular, we can choose theorbital

(I = 0) potentialsof!(r) for r € S,, n = 1,...,noe.. However, within the outmost occupied
shell S,,, n = nq, it is better to use the HOMO exchange potenifd () since it can represent
the constructedy(r) not only forr € S,,, n = nec, but also in the asymptotic regidgfy, where it
has the—1/r decay (required for, € V), cf. Eq. [61). In this way, piecewisgpw) exchange

potential

nocc—1

oR(r) = 3 OO () + Ol () (%2

n=1

is obtained; here the step-like functiofj&:°(r) are equal to

o(r — T:E'?,n)e(rg,iil ) (n < Noce) (63a)
O(r — 7";'5;(11) (n = Nocg) - (63b)

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

which is true for the closedshell atoms.

To make the potential?*(r) continuousthe shell borders,, ,,,; are set at the poin iﬁ’rl
n = 1,...,n0c — 1, Where its constituent potentials from the neighborindglshé,, andsS,, 1,
match, i.e., the condition
6220(7“) = 17'25“,0(7’) (n < noee—2), (64a)
77?;50(7") = U?E{(T) (n = nocc— 1) (64b)
is satisfied forr = ™" ,; we also define'y{® = 0. The outer border,, ., of the outmost

occupied shellS,, n = nq, does not have to be defined since it is not used in EHgs[ (62-63)
However, if the pointr, ,+1, n = nee, NEeds to be determined (e.g., when we want to specify
the regionS,, where the relations (55), (b8) dr (54) are fulfilled for= n.) it can be plausibly
defined as the smallest of the classical turning poifjtsor electrons from the..-th shell; in the
HF case, each poinf’ can be found from the conditiar, (r) + 1(I + 1) /(2r?) = €; cf. Eq.
@3).

The relation|[(5B) (with’ = 1) for n/ = Noce (HOMO), andl’ = 0 for n’ < ngec — 1) and
Eq. (61) immediately imply that the constructed potentidr) = vf"9(r) yields smallU,,;(r),
Eq. (46), within each occupied shél}, and also for € S... Thus, the potential?":%(r) belongs

to the class), and, in consequence, it is close#f"(r); this conclusion is supported by the
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numerical results plotted in Fid.] 6(a). Such numerical eordiion also implies that the points

rifC | can be indeed be chosen for use as the shell borgdgrs in the relations[(58)[(81).

Another representation ofE7(r) is obtained by constructing a continuous piecewise paenti

Toce

() = o) (r) (65)

n=1

formed from the HFshellexchange potentials

n _ ~ Pn
u(r) =) T (r) e

€Ly Pn

(66)

each applied in its shell regios,. The pointsH* '»+1 defining the shell borders are now the solu-

tions of the continuity equation

o{ (r) = v (r) (67)
forn =1,2,... ngc— 1; ri'f = 0. We denote
A = (20+1) )] (68a)
M) = ) ki), (68b)
lel,
= > i), (68c)
n=1

and the functiong!F(r) are defined liké;"%(r) with Eq. (63) where the radii"} | are replaced
by ¥, ;. Each shell potentiak™ (r) is very close to the almost coinciding potential§, (r)
le L, forr € S,, Eq. (EB). Thus, the potentiaﬁ" can be substituted fou“F,l, in EqQ. (58)

which leads to the relation

FE(r) + CuxF () = o™ () () (69)

valid for r € S,y andn’ = 1,... nee It means that the termis,,;(r), Eq. [46), are small for
the potentiaky () = v¥(r) within each occupied shel,,. This implies that the potentiaf"
belongs to the clas¥, and, hence, it is close taP&"; cf. Fig. [B(b). To make this argument
complete we note that the potentid}(r) is also close taf; (r) in the asymptotic regiors
and, thus it has the correct1/r, dependence for € S, (which is a property requested for
potentialsvy, € V). Indeed, for larger, the factorp!(r)/pHF(r), present in Eq.[{686), goes to 1
for nl = H and it vanishes like %, ¢ > 4, for other HF occupied orbitalg!"; (see Egs.[(All),
(A2) in Appendix; cf. Refs. 35, 36, 317, 138). The presentedstaiction ofvl™(r) is restricted to

the case of the closedshell atoms where the HOMO belongs to the outmost occupielll s
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2. Shell-dependent slope of the DFT exchange potential

The slope of the exact exchange potent#”(r) changes rather abruptly (here disregarding
small intershell bumps) when we move through an atom, froenatamic shell to the next one; cf.
Fig.[2[3[4. This property can be explained by the fact thaptitentiabOE(r) is represented with
high accuracy, within each occupied shg|| by the potentials}, (r), I € £,, and, in particular,
by thes-orbital exchange potentiaig',,(r) which exist for each occupied shell € 1, .. ., noc).
Indeed, the slopduyf/dr = dviff/dr found within the shellS, for the potentlaw,’zo( ) =
vt () + Cyy obtained with the Eqs[(B4),(B5) (where the orbitals; } are replaced by ! }),
is distinctively different from the slopes of other poteﬂﬂmx F.o(r) within their respective shells
Sy, It is related to the fact that the orbltalz§ r) (e.g., forl = 0) corresponding to different
atomic shells are localized at different distances fronmiheeus.

The above general argument readily applies to the Be atothidicase, the potential
v () = v (1s, 18 7) + Kos 15(1) v (25, 15 7) (70a)

(cf. Eqg. (43&)) is very well represented, fore S;, by the first termug(1s, 1s;7); see Fig.
[7. The other term in Eq.[(7Da) is much smaller due to the coetbiffect of the small ratio
Kas1s(1) = X5F(r) /x4 (r) (we find |kos15(r)| < 0.2 for 0 < r < 0.74a.u.) and low magnitude
of vfff(2s, 1s;7) = [Zdr'(1/r — 1/ )X¥F(r")x5E(r") (in comparison tayF(1s, 1s; 7)), which
decreases with increasimgWe also find that, in the expression

Vs (1) = v (28,285 7) + Kag25(1) vl (15, 285 7) (70b)

(cf. Eq. [43b)), the term{'F(2s, 2s; ) clearly dominates within the shedl, where both the term
viF(1s,2s;r) and the ratios, »5(r) = X1 (r)/x5F(r) decay exponentially for the Be atom; cf.
Fig.[d. Thus, we obtain the relation

dvflt (1) N dv'F(nl, nl; ) _ ~ Qur) res, (71)
dr dr r

which holds for bottul = 1s and2s; hereQ,,(r) = [ dr'[xF (')]*. As aresult, we conclude that
the derivativelv", () /dr ~ —3.65 a.u. at the point = r;, = 0.37a.ue S; whereQ,(r) = 0.5

has the magnitude (approximately}, /r;,)? = 44.2 times larger than the slop&{5, (r)/dr ~
—0.0826 a.u. at the point = r}, = 2.46a.u € S, where@ys(r) = 0.5. These estimates agree
well with the values-3.70 a.u and—0.0846 a.u of dvQ&"(r) /dr at the points = r}, andr = r3,,

respectively; the ratio of these two slopes is 43.7.

22



3. KLI- and LHF(CEDA)-like potentials constructed from tHE orbitals

The KLI-like potentialok™' (r) can be defined for the HF orbitajg'F } and the constants
{C,,} by substituting them fof ¢, } and{D,.} = { Dy}, respectively, in Eqs.[(10-21). It
takes the following form

B {Cud (r) = 6 [ b AC] () =

occ
1

) Z@l + 1) [Egn(r) 4 Craxhy (r)] x5 (r) (72)
nl

where, for the closedishell atoms, the quantitieg’™ andC,,; are indicated as the effective argu-

ments ofok-'. This potential can also be expressed in terms of the HFab#ithange potentials,

occ

HF ().
l Zzlpgr%iil(r) - (73)

It can be argued that the potentigt ¥ (1), Eq. (72), is close tay- [{x57}, { D55} (r), and,

nlynl

B {Cud] (r) =

consequently, also ta?="(r) (cf. Sec[IICT), because the HF orbital§ (r) nearly coincide with
the KS-OEP orbitalg °FF(r), while the constant§',; satisfying the relatior (88) are very close to
DyEr = Dop[v®); cf. Eq. [B7). However, the high-quality of the KLI-like mattial ;- (r)

is, in fact, adirect consequence of the relatidn {58) revealed for the HF osbitahdeed, this
relation immediately implies that the potential given by. EZR) is close toj)'jfl,l,( ), '€ L, for

r € Sy,n' =1,...,n0ee. This means, in particular, that the potenti&t'H¥ (1) is close to?"9(r)
within each occupied shefl,, so that it also yields small terni§,;(r) there (for any(nl) € occ).
For larger, the potentiabX*""F (), given by Eq. [7B) (withC'; = 0), becomes close ta%, (r)

so that it decays like-1/r (see the discussion fef"(r) above). These properties of the potential
oKHHE imply that it belongs to the clasg) and, in consequence, it is closelgF?, cf. Fig.[6(c).

In particular, this is true for the KLI potential

ve () = R {OTT () = wd [t () (74)

calculated with Eq.[(23) for the HF orbitals and the constarj'H'F that are found from their
self-consistency condition
DHF

nl; nl

[ KLI- HF] — CEZLI-HF (75)
given in Ref. [5]. To show this, let us express them as the sum
CKHHF — C+ AC,, (76)
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where the constants,,; satisfy the relation[(88). Then, we obtain, from EQ.](47k(finst line)
and Egs.[(72)[(15), the following set of linear equationsAa’,,
oo HF HF 2 oo
AC, =3 (21 +1) / g L (;zf(’;jl)’(r)} AC,y = — / A () U [KSHF () (77)
n'l’ 0 0
(n=1,...,n0c | € L,,; nl # H) where the right-hand side includes the potentaiF =
oK HR{CL), Eq. [72). The set of equatiorfs{77) remains satisfied whenmmarmn constant is

added to eaci\C,,;. Therefore, to make this set well-defined, we put; = 0 and, simultane-

ously, exclude the equation fai = H from the set (then, we fin@K-HF = Oy = 0). Since the
termsU,, [6XHHF] (calculated foIC,,; satisfying Eq.[(58)) are small, the correctiahé’,; obtained
by solving the equation§ (¥7) are also small. This meangtiegpotentiabX"" is very close to
oKHHR[{ O] € Vo and, in consequence, this potential itself belongs to thestl).

The KLI condition [75) can also be satisfied by minimizingtiwiespect to the constarft§’,,; },

the function
occC occ

() = 3 sl = 01" = ol = (20 +1) | ar (vasin)” 9

nl 0

where we puty, = oKHR[{C,}], Eq. [72), andi = (nim); a similar expression leads, after
minimization, to the selfconsistent constais,,} for the LHF (CEDA) approximate potential
[39,140]. To avoid the presence of an arbitrary common congteat can be added to al,,;, =
CKHHF (since such addition does not change the valug(éf”,,;})), we again se€X-"HF = 0 in
Eqg. (78). The functiory ({C,,;}) attains very small value for the constafts,,; } that satisfy the
relation [58) since they lead to small teritig [vy] for v, = oK-HF[{C,,;}]. The set of constants
{Cy} = {CXHHFY that minimizes the functio (78) have to yield even loweueabfg ({C,,;}),
and, in consequence, they should also give small téfis¥-""F]. Thus, we can conclude again
that the corresponding potentidl--HF belongs toV.

By extending the arguments presented above for the KLI pialeme can show that the high
accuracy of the LHF (CEDA) approximation is aldwectly explained by the revealed properties
of the HF orbital exchange potentials. Let us first note thatpotentialblk™' [{x}, {C\i}] is a
special case of the LHF-like potential

B [{H{ Y] (r) = 5 [0} ACwm}] (r) =

occ
1

o ST+ 1) [BunFEE (1) + ConaxH(r)] X ()

nl,n'l

(79)
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calculated with Eq.[(29) for the HF orbitals and the congtént, ,,; = 6,,,,C,.;. We can now solve
the LHF self-consistency condition [17,/26]

Dn’l,nl [U)IZHF-HF] = Ck,—[i;—;—lF) (80)

where
W) = G (), (Y] (1), ey

by expressing’;if 1" @s6,, Cri + AC,,. Then, the correctiondC,,.,,,; satisfy a set of linear
algebraic equations (similar to Eq._{77)) where the rigitdh sides are given by the integrals
— J5 S drx(r) U (r); we also seNCy iy = 0. The termsl, () are small since they are cal-
culated here for, = oX-HF [{C),;}] obtained with the constan€s,; satisfying the relatior (38).
Thus, the resulting correctionsC,,; ,,; are also small. This implies that the potentigt™(r) is
close touk-"HF [{C,,;}] (r) and, as a result, it also gives smé));(r). In effect, the LHF exchange

potentialvtH™F, obtained with the HF orbitals, belongs to the clssnd it is close taQFP,

4. Comparison of different approximate representationsxaict exchange potential

The constant§CX-HF 1 obtained with the KLI selfconsistent conditidn{75) havebshown
to differ only by small correctiong AC,,} from from any set of constants”,,;} satisfying the
relation [58). This property combined with EG.{57) exptathe small magnitudes of<-"HF —
Dot [vQEF, cf. Tabldl. It also implies that the constagtsk-HF } themselves satisfy the relation
(58) so that they can indeed be used in construction of theajpate potentials discussed in Sec.
D] In particular, as it is already mentioned above (seg. @), the potentials?™O(r), v?"(r),
built entirely with the HF orbitals and the constantg = C*"HF | are found to be very accurate
representations of the exact exchange potenfdl(r). The obtained quality of its approximation
is almost the same as for the potentigf§™F (r), Eq. (74), andi"' (), Eq. [19), the latter of
which is built of the KS-OEP orbitals and it is the dominanttd v 5"(r), Eq. (18). However, any
of the four approximate potentials fails to reproduce wesl tharacteristic bumps of="(r) at the
shell borders; cf. Figs.] 2] Bl 4], 6. Thus, itis the minor pathe exact exchange potential, namely,
its OS termv?S(r), Eq. [22), depending linearly oy, (r) (a = 1, ..., N), that produces these
local maxima ofv®E(r). This means that the intershell bumpsufF~(r) are the consequence
of the finite (though very small) differences (r) — ¢/F(r) ~ §¢,(r) between the KS and HF

occupied orbitals.
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The potentials?"°(r) andvP"(r) are expressed, in each atomic slgllin terms of the orbital
exchange potentialg!"(r), I € L,, that correspond to this shell only. This feature makesethes
two representations of the exact exchange potential befisamtly different from the KLI-like
potential, Eq. [(7B). Indeed, the latter depends, withirhesteell S,,, on all potentialsﬁﬂ,ﬁ,l(r),
corresponding to both the samé & n) and other ¢’ # n) shells. In consequence, the KLI-like
potential Eq.[(7B), rewritten as follows,

Tocc HF
ﬁ)l((LI-HF (r) = Z P/ (T),U(n’)(r> 7 (82)

2 ()

is given forr € S, not only by the respective shell potentfé’f‘)(r), but it also expressed there
by the potentials?x"/)(r) which correspond to other shells’ (% n) and can be calculated for any
r with Eq. (66). The fact that, despite its significantly diéfat structure, the potentiaf-'"¥ (1)
(calculated with appropriate constats,; }, e.g.,{ CX-HF}) is very close taP*%(r) andvf"(r),
and ultimately also teQ5"(r), has been shown above to result from the relafioh (58) whidtish
for all nl € {occ} within the occupied shells; for largethe three approximate potentials and the
exact one nearly coincide with each other due to Eq. (61).

Finally, let us note that the potential®'%(r) andvf"(r) are identical for the Be atom since, in

this case, there are only two occupied orbitals, one in eattiedwo shells.

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

It is known that the energied? of the KS-OEP occupied atomic orbitals are higher than the
corresponding HF energies (except for the HOMO energies which are nearly equal in the tw
schemes); see Talle Il. The differencks, = <7 — ¢'F are non-negative and, for givénthey
are the larger the lower shell indexis. The present results shed some light on these numerical
findings as it is shown below.

Since the KS-OEP shifted orbital exchange potentigls(r) anddx.,,+1,(r) (as well as the
respective HF potentials) match quite closely at r,, .., (cf. Figs.[2[B[ #4), we find

ADnl,nl = Dnl,nl - Dn—l—l,l;n—l—l,l ~ 'Ux;n—i—l,l(rn,n-l—l) - Ux;nl(rn,n—l—l) >0. (83)

The latter inequality results from the mathematical stiteetof the Fock operatoif (r), Egs.
(33), (344), [(34b) presumably because the orbjtalr) is localized closer to the nucleus than

Xn+1.(7). This argument is certainly valid for the Be atom. In thisesabe terms proportional to
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vo(1s, 2s; ), which are present in Eqd. (434d), (43b), are negligibleaptbintr = ry, = i =
0.954 a.u. whereya,(r)/x15(r) = 0.69 (see FigLlr); as a result, we have

Ux2s(712) — Ux1s(T12) = v0(28, 28;712) — vo(1s, 18;712) . (84)

The latter difference can be found by integrating the equgf1) (here for the terms (nl, ni; r)
defined with the KS orbitals) ,

T12

vo(28,2s;7r19) — vo(1s, 1s;712) = /

[e.e]

d(i (Qua(r) — Qaulr) > 0, (85)

)
and it is positive since the relatiabs(r) > Q2s(r) holds for anyr. Let us note here that the
approximate relatiorf (83) is not satisfied very tightly fbetclosed-shell atoms other than Be
since the differenceAuy.,,+1,(r) = vxnt+14(r) — v (r) change quite rapidly around= r,, 44
(due to very different slopes of the orbital exchange pasfrom the neighboring shells; see
Figs. [2(e)[ B[ }4) while the point where the potentialsy.,,;(r) anddx.,+1,(r) intersect slightly
differs (except for the Be atom) from the shell bordgy,; = 7"7'1’; 11 (defined in Sed._II[D1); cf.
Fig. [3(d). However, as it is seen in Tablé Il, the differences.,, 1 (7..+1) have quite similar
value and definitely the same sign as the correspondingaasst D, ,; ,,;.

Further, we can expreds,, ,,; as follows

All)—1
Dt = Diayian + Z ADyp (86)

for n < n(l) where the symbai (/) denotes the largest shell indexamong the KS-OEP occupied
orbitals x,,;(r) with given orbital numbet. Thus, according to Eq[(86) and the inequalityl (83),
the energy shifi\e,; ~ D, ,; grows with decreasing and, consequently, it is positive far <
n(l) provided the shiftD; ). ) iS non-negative. The latter condition is satisfied by the HDM
shift Dy i which vanishes. For other orbitalg; ), the relationD;y»q: > 0 is established
numerically but understanding its origin needs furthedgtu

The revealed representation of the exact exchange pdteffi&r) with the (both HF and
KS) orbital (or shell) exchange potentials doex result from the characteristic properties of its
response part

o) = o0Fr) — o) = oES(r) + o0%(r) (87)

This term has been found numerically/[27] to have a nearly-Bke dependence onwhere each
step corresponds to an atomic shell. The main parf&r) is the energy-shift (ES) term

VES(r) = EZ?C(O%iWL 1) Dy, (r)
>l U 1)x2(r)
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obtained from Eq.[(21). The step-likedependence aff®sAr) ~ vES(r) is briefly explained in
Ref.|28 by noting that within a given shel}, the orbitalsy,, (), n’ # n, corresponding to other
shells, are small so that they can be neglected in Eq. (88f argument can be supplemented
by the numerical fact that the different occupied orbitglgr) (I € £,) from then-th shell have

similar shapes and magnitudes within the respective skgilbns,,.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In summary, we find that when, for each HF orbital, a suitahlysen (orbital-specific) constant
shift is added to the Fock exchange operator in the HF equatie electrons occupying different
HF orbitals are subject to very similar local exchange pidési(as well as the total ones) within
the atomic regions where the radial probability densitiegthe respective orbitals are substantial.
This proximity is particularly tight for the shifted exchge potentials of the orbitals that belong
to the same shell and it holds in the region of this shell. Tk occupied HF orbitals are only
very slightly disturbed when the orbital-specific shiftedlegange potentials are replaced in the HF
equation with a common exchange potential that lies vergecto them within their respective
shell regions; simultaneously, the corresponding orlatargies change considerably since the
applied shifts are quite sizeable. As a result, the DFT execihange potential’="(r) (obtained
in the OEP approach by minimizing the HF-like total energgressed in terms of the KS orbitals
coming from a common local total potential) is very well regented in each shell with the HF
shifted orbital exchange potentials from this shell, ananeslightly better, with their weighted
average — the shell exchange potential, Eql. (66). Thushtygeesof the DFT exchange potential in
atoms, as well as its strongly shell-dependent slope, afact, determined by the-dependences
of the individual HF orbital exchange potentials withinitherresponding shells.

The revealed properties of the shifted orbital exchangemitls result from the more general
relation [58) satisfied by the Fock exchange operator andfherbitals. Thus, itis in fact this re-
lation that explains the outstanding proximity of the HF &®&lorbitals in the closed-shell atoms
as well as the high-quality of the KLI and LHF(CEDA) approxtions to the exact exchange
potentialv®EP. However, since these approximations are expressed irs tefithe exchange po-
tentials ofall occupied orbitals (at a given poin}, one ofqualitativelynew achievements of the
present work is showing that the potenti@FY(r) can be represented, with equally high accuracy,

by the (HF or KS)ndividual shifted orbital exchange potentials within their corrasgiag shells.
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An intermediate stage between these two types of repragenia obtained with the piecewise
function formed with the shell exchange potentials. It soashown that the positive values of
the differences? — el between the energies of the respective KS and HF orbitalselisas
their increase with decreasingare related to the differences between the orbital exchpatsn-
tials from neighboring shells at the shell borders. Finatlghould be stressed that the presently
obtained shell-resolved mapping between the HF orbitahaxge potentials and the DFT exact
exchange potential isot related to the previously established step-like structdithe response

part of the exchange potential.

APPENDIX: ASYMPTOTIC DEPENDENCE OF HARTREE-FOCK EXCHANGE ORBITAL
POTENTIALS

In the atomic region outside the occupied shells, the HRadhave the following asymptotic
dependence [35, 86, 37,/38]

(1)~ (rnt 4 byt e (A1)

where the coefficienty = \/—QEEF is common for alln/ while the constants,; and the powers
o, are orbital-specific. The largest,; is found for the HOMO and it is equal toy = 1/ for

neutral atoms. For other HF orbitals the powefsdepend on the orbital numbeéri.e.,

Oy = g — 3 (l:lH#O,nl#H), (A2a)
an = g — 2(lmin + 1) (l=1lg=0,nl#H), (A.2b)
an = ag — |l —lg|—1 (I # lu), (A.2c)

Here,l; denotes the HOMO orbital number aggl, is the smallest non-zerowithin the set of
the occupied HF orbitals in a given atom. The above asympdependencé (A.1) is valid for all
atoms other than Be.

In the asymptotic region, the HF hamiltoniape(r), Eq. [8), is dominated by the kinetic and
the exchange terms since, for a neutral atom, the syfr) + v{l (r) decays exponentially (as

e~2%u7) for larger. Thus, the HF radial equation has following asymptotic form

Ld (41 |
2 dr? 2r2 + Uxint

(r) | Xt (1) = e Xt (1) (larger) , (A.3)
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and, by dividing its both sides with"F (), we obtain
en (1) = € + o (r)/dr” _ U+ 1) +o0 (i> : (A.4)

UX nl nl 2an( ) 27,2 T2

When the asymptotic dependente(A.1) of the orbjtil(r) is applied, the general asymptotic
form (60) of the HF exchange orbital potential§,, (r) is found.

By using the explicit expression fat" () (given by Egs. [(34a)[(34b),_(B5) with the HF or-
bitals), one readily finds the asymptotically dominatingmé—1/r)vy(H, H;r = 00) = —1/rin
the HOMO exchange potentia]; (r); cf. Eq. (61). The same ternt-1/r)vo(nl, nl;r = 0o) =
—1/r, is present in the asymptotic dependence of any poteritfalr), but, forni # H, it also
includes other terms which are proportional jo or tend to constant values for— oo (the latter
contribute to the constant term (eH — el ) in Eq. (60)). For instance, the potent1§l§ ) con-
tains the terms proportional to 33, (r)v2(3p, 2p; 1) /X2, (r) andr=2xs.(r)v1(3s, 2p; 1) /X 2p(7)
which depend likéc, + ¢o/r) andcs/r, respectively, for large; herecy, ¢, andcs are constants;
these asymptotic dependences can be derived usinglEqh .affd TA.2)

For the Be atom, the two occupiedorbitals decay ag'f(r) ~ r'/Pe=?" (n = 1,2) where

—2eHf. Thus, according to Eq[(A.4), the potential§,,(r) (n = 1, 2) vanish atr — oc.
They have the same asymptotic dependeree/r)vy(n0, n0;r = oco) = —1/r, which results
from Egs. [70r),[(70b) and the definition of the functiefi§(n'l’, ni; r), Eq. (34b).
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TABLE I: The norms ofAéuim = oM — brim, 0bnims Abpim — (—ddmum) and (in the last column) the

nlm

upper bound of{0¢,., ||, Eq. (44), for the occupied orbitals, = ¢,,;,, in the Be and Ar atoms; see text

for details.
atom orbital  [[Aguml| l6@nim || | Adnim — (—0bnim)|| W5 /lensr — €l
(nl) (x1073) (x1073) (x1073) (x1073)
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 energigg, €7, in the Ar atom. The difference

e
€ — €1F compared with the constant shifBoFP = D, [vQEF = de,,; and {CKHHF} = DHF[pKL-HF],
obtained with the OEP and KLI-HF exchange potentials, retspy. The constantﬁ;Dg)nH DOEP —
DR, compared to the dlfferenceSv)(( ) t1(r) = Vxny1,1(r) — v (r) of the KS-OEP orbital exchange
potentials at the shell borders= rHF i1+ See text for details. Note that if the poirfli was moved by
just0.01a.u., tor = 0.137a.u. for the Ar atom, the considerably modified vakNegz) (r) = 2.98 hartree
would be obtained . The HF orbitals and their energies us#tkeicalculations are taken from Refl 30. All

energies and radii are given in hartrees.

atom nl ehi €nl €nt — i DYFP Cxi™* AD’SL”?’L+1 A’U)((;lr)b,n+1 T

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 —118.610349 —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 squar@d¢,||* (grey bars) and the contributions,,.,,, (stacked bars) to it
from bound states,,;,,,, for the occupied states,;,,, in the Ar atom; the contributions from the
occupied states are marked with the hatch patterns] 4li®ars are magnified by the factor 20.

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

Fig. 2. (a) KS-OEP radial electron densijty(per spin) and (b,c) the termy.,.; + D nXn
(dashed and dotted lines) compared:$°y,,; (solid lines) in the Be atom(nl) = 1s,2s. (d,e)
The potential$:2EP (solid line),vy.;, (dashed-dotted lineji.;, (dotted line)vx.o, = vy, (dashed
line), vK-"HF (long-dashed line in the insert (e)). The HF radial electiensityy™" and the HF
potentialsvflf,, offF ), nl = 1s,2s, follow p, vx and oy, correspondingly, within the figure

resolution. The up and down arrows mark the poitifsandr", respectively.

Fig. 3. (a) KS-OEP radial electron density(per spin) and (b,c) the potential$t" (solid
line), oy, (dashed and dotted lines) in the Ar atom. (d) The differenteg,; = vy, — v9F°
(dashed lines) and\iy,,;, = Uxu — vPE° (solid lines), each shown within theinterval in-
cluding the corresponding shell, and slightly overlaping the neighboring shells,(; and/or
Sn+1). The HF radial electron densigy'™ and the HF potentialg!!’, as well as the differences
AvifF = offF — v and Al = oifF — w2 follow p, Ui, Avyn, aNdAdy.,,, correspondingly,
within the resolution of the respective figure. The up andlewows mark the points/” ., and
rMinrespectively.

Fig. 4. Results for the Zn atom; the description of the paf&)gd) as in Fig.[8. The HF
quantitiesp™, ofF, Auflt, AR follow p, Ui, Avyn, and Ay, correspondingly, within the

resolution of the respective figure.
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Fig. 5. (a,b,c) Asymptotic dependence of the potentidfs (solid lines) andv,.,; (dotted lines)
compared with the HF asymptotic limits, equal-to(¢'f — €lil) (horizontal dashed lines) , Eq.
(&0), in the Ar atom. (c) The HOMO exchange potentiﬁlgp anduwy.s, (Which follow each other
within the figure resolution) are compared with thé/r (dashed line) asymptotic dependence of
vQEP. The results are obtained with the KS-OEP and HF orbitalsutatied, with high accuracy,
by using the pseudospectral method [11, 34]. Note that tezgience ob{!f () seen in the panel
(a) results from the node of the HF orbitg]™(r) atr = 1.09a.u.; this node is also present in

x1F(r) calculated with the Slater-type-orbital expansion giveRef./30.

Fig. 6. Differences between approximate and exact exchpotgntials: (a)uf"° — v, (b)
uPW — yOEP (c) uKUHHF — yOEP () gLl (1) — wOEP — 4,08 (Egs. [IB),[[ID)); see text for details.

The dashed lines correspondugF” — v = 0. The up arrows mark the point§’,,,, n = 1,2.

Fig. 7. (a) KS-OEP orbital exchange potentials., vx.2s (solid lines), Eqgs.[(43a),[((48b), com-
pared with the contributing functiong(1s, 1s;7), vo(2s, 2s; ), vo(1s, 2s; 1) = vy(2s, 1s; ) (dot-
ted and dashed lines), Ed._(34b), and (b) the rafiQ$ 1., x1s/x2s for the Be atom. The HF
potentialsyiF , Eqs. [70R)[(70b), functiong'™ (rn0, n'0; ) and ratios}§ /x}, (n,n’ = 1,2) fol-
low the corresponding KS-OEP quantities within the figuisotation. The up down arrow marks
the dlfferenceAvXnnH(r) = Uxns10(1) — vxemi(r) atr = I = 0.954a.u,; it is very close to
DPER, = 0.6064 hartree; see Tablg Il.
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