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‘We prove the general chemical potential theorem: the noninteracting one-electron orbital energies
in DFT ground states and ASCF excited states are corresponding chemical potentials of electron
addition or removal, from an N-particle ground or excited state to an (N =+ 1)-particle ground or
excited state. This greatly extends the previous ground state results. Combining with the recently
developed exact linear conditions for fractional charges in excited states, where the slopes of the
linear lines are defined as the excited-state chemical potentials, our result establish the physical
meaning of orbital energies as approximation to the corresponding excited-state ionization potentials
and electron affinities, for both ground and excited states of a molecule or a bulk system. To examine
the quality of this approximation we demonstrate numerically significant delocalization error in
commonly used functionals and excellent agreement in functionals correcting the delocalization

error.

Density functional theory (DFT) was formulated as a
ground-state theory and has since become the primary
tool for electronic structure calculations [IHB]. The ac-
curacy of DFT computations hinges critically on the em-
ployed density functional approximations (DFAs). De-
veloping improved functionals necessitates a deep under-
standing of the exact conditions they must fulfill [6H12].

The extension to fractional charges and the exact lin-
ear conditions for the energy were developed by Perdew,
Parr, Levy and Baldus (PPLB) based on grand canon-
ical ensembles [I3] [14]. This led to the conclusion that
the exact chemical potentials, as the derivative of total
energy with respect to electron number has two limits
for an integer particle system: it is equal to the nega-
tive of ionization potential (IP) on the electron removal
side, and equal to the negative of electron affinity (EA)
on the electron addition side [I3]. The PPLB conditions
were subsequently derived based on the exact proper-
ties of quantum mechanical degeneracy and size consis-
tency [15], and extended to the combination of fractional
charges and spins [16, [17]. The PPLB conditions play an
important role in understanding the systematic errors in
commonly used DFAs and in developing their corrections.

A major systematic error in DFAs is the delocalization
error (DE) [I8], which leads to the underestimation of
band gaps, reaction barriers, binding energies of charge-
transfer complexes, and dissociation energies, as well as
the overestimation of polymer polarizabilities [8], [19] 20].
The DE has a size-dependent manifestation: for systems
small both in number of atoms and in physical extent, DE
appears as the convex deviation from the PPLB linear-
ity conditions; but for large systems and bulk systems,
DE leads to the incorrect total energy differences with
the (N £ 1) charged states and consequently the under-
estimation of band gaps for bulk systems [I8] 2I]. To
address these challenges, numerous correction methods

have been proposed [21H41].

In the ground state KS theory, while the electron den-
sity is the basic but implicit variable, the noninteracting
reference system provides the explicit variable for defin-
ing the kinetic and exchange-correlation energy function-
als, and the electron density or the density matrix. The
noninteracting reference system is associated with a non-
interacting Hamiltonian, the eigenstates of which are the
one-electron Kohn-Sham (KS) orbitals with correspond-
ing orbital energies. The Janak theorem established the
equality of orbital energies with the derivatives of total
energy with respect to the orbital occupation numbers
[42]. This is very important, but not directly connecting
orbital energies to experimental observables. The physi-
cal meaning of the orbital energies is most interesting and
has been explored over a long time from the conditions of
the exact functional and exact asymptotic density behav-
ior [13, 43H45], the connection with Dyson orbitals and
ionization energies [46, [47], the observed approximation
to optical excitation energies [48] [49], and the equality
of frontier orbital energies with the chemical potentials
(thus approximation to the ionization energy and elec-
tron affinity) [8, 60, BI].

In ground state DFT, two relationships connecting or-
bital energies to experimental observables have been es-
tablished rigorously: (1) The ionization potential theo-
rem [13]: For the ezact and local Kohn-Sham potential,
the KS highest occupied molecular orbital (HOMO) en-
ergy is negative of the first ionization energy [I3| 44].
(2) The ground state chemical potential theorem [50]: In
any ground-state DFA calculation with an F,. functional
that is a continuous functional of density or the KS den-
sity matrix, the energy of the HOMO is the chemical po-
tential of the electron removal and the energy of the low-
est unoccupied molecular orbital (LUMO) is the chemi-
cal potential of electron addition [8 [50] 51]. The ground
state chemical potential theorem justifies using the fron-
tier orbital energies to approximate experimental IP and



EA in molecules and valence and conduction band edge
energies and hence band gaps in bulk systems, as the
exact ground state chemical potentials are -IP and -EA
from the PPLB condition [8, 50, [51]. The result is appli-
cable both for the KS calculations with a local potential
when the F,. is given as a functional of the density, and
for the generalized KS calculation with a nonlocal poten-
tial when the E,. is given as a functional of the density
matrix of the noninteracting reference system. Partic-
ularly, the ground state chemical potential theorem for
the first time established the physical meaning of the
LUMO energy in ground state (G)KS calculations, sup-
ported with numerical results [50}, 51]. Further discussion
for bulk systems can be found in Ref.[52].

The meaning of the other orbitals has also been much
explored. For the occupied orbitals below HOMO, con-
nections to the higher ionization energies has been dis-
cussed and observed in some DFA calculations with good
agreement [46, [47]. For the unoccupied orbitals above
LUMO, good agreement to the optical excitation ener-
gies was observed in atomic calculations with accurate
KS local potentials [48], which was further explored [49].

Consistent with the ground-state chemical potential
theorem, recent functional developments in reducing DE
lead to results in excellent agreement of frontier orbital
energies with the IP and EA in molecules, and band gaps
for bulk systems, similar or better than the GW Green’s
function results [24], 26, 29 [34], 35, B840, 50, H3H6I].
Remarkably, similar agreements also have been reported
for the energies of orbitals below HOMO with the neg-
ative of corresponding higher IPs [62], even for core or-
bitals [61], supporting the interpretation for all orbital
energies as quasiparticle energies [62]. This quasiparti-
cle energy interpretation is consistent with the IP and
EA connection to the HOMO and LUMO energies and
would present a unified physical meaning for the entire
orbital spectrum, much like the Koopmans’ theorem for
Hartree-Fock theory, under the frozen orbital assumption
[63]. Furthermore, two groups have independently devel-
oped the method for calculating optical excitation ener-
gies of an N-particle system based on the ground state
orbital energies of an N — lor N + 1systems, using quasi-
paticle energies as approximated from the corresponding
ground state orbital energies [62] [64] [65]. This method
was called quasiparticle energy DFT (QE-DFT) and has
been shown to describe well valence and Rydberg exci-
tations [62], and charge transfer excitations [66], conical
intersections [67] and excited-state charge transfer cou-
pling [68].

For the quasiparticle energy interpretation of all or-
bital energies of a ground state to be true, the ground
state DF'T functional has to contain excited-state infor-
mation. A abundance of accurate numerical results sup-
ports this interpretation [61} [62], but lacking a rigorous
theoretical foundation. This motivated us to seek for the
understanding, leading to the development of theoretical
foundation for the ASCF excited state approach [69], the
extension of the excited state theory to fractional charges

and the proof of the exact linear conditions [70], and the
present work. The key result of present work is the es-
tablishment of the general chemical potential theorem
on the physical meanings of all orbital energies, both for
ground state (G)KS calculations while encompassing the
previous ground state chemical potential theorem, and
for excited state ASCF calculations. Before we proceed,
we need to review related developments in excited state
theory.

Indeed, deviating from the ground-state formulation,
KS DFT has been extensively employed for excited-state
calculations via the ASCF approach for a long time[7T],
72]. It has demonstrated significant numerical success
in predicting excitation energies [73H88], albeit lacking a
rigorous theoretical foundation [8§], until recently [6G9].

To describe excited states, the electron density alone is
insufficient. Instead, a set of equivalent variables defining
the non-interacting reference system can be utilized: the
excitation number ns; and the local one-electron poten-
tial ws(x), the noninteracting wavefunction ®, or the 1-
particle density matrix vs(x,x’) [69]. While the electron
density is no longer the fundamental variable, it remains
crucial as the physical system’s density equals that of the
non-interacting reference system for both ground states
[IH4] and excited states [69]. Ground and excited state
energies and densities are obtained from the minimum
and stationary solutions of the same universal functional.

Using «s as the basic variable for describing excited
states in the density matrix functional (vsFT) [69], the
excited-state theory has been recently extended to frac-
tional charges for excited states [70], following the previ-
ous approach for ground states [I5]. Consider two many-
electron systems with the same external potential v(r),
one with N electron in the nth excited state, and the
other with N 41 electrons in the mth excited state. The
energies of these two states are E'(N) and E*(N + 1)
respectively. Within the ASCF theory, as formulated re-
cently, the corresponding non-interacting reference sys-
tems have the first-order density matrices y7<(N), and
™= (N + 1) respectively, where n; and m; are the corre-
sponding excitation numbers of the non-interacting ref-
erence systems [69]. Parallel to the ground state frac-
tional charges in terms of electron densities, the frac-
tional charge system for excited states is described by
the density matrix, for 0 < 6 < 1,

Vs = (1 =07 (N) + oy (N +1) (1)

The following linear conditions has been proved for the
exact energy functional [70]:

E[(1 = 8)y(N) 4 07 (N +1)]
—(1— §)E™(N) + 6E™(N +1). 2)

Note that the excited state excitation levels n and m
correspond to the excitation levels ng, and mg of the non-
interacting reference system — they do not need to be the
same [69]. This result agrees with PPLB linear conditions



in the special case of ground states: ns =ms=n=m =
0. It extends the PPLB linear conditions in two key ways:
the basic variables for the fractional charge systems are
now -y, the 1-particle density matrices of the noninteract-
ing reference systems, and the N- and (N + 1)-electron
states are all states, ground and excited.

For ground states, the PPLB linear conditions set the
physical meaning for ground-state chemical potentials

B9, pn = (61%7]8\/))”7 the slopes of E,(N) (Ndenotes

fractional electron numbers): p~ = —IP and pt =
—FE A, where the ionization potential IP = E,(N — 1) —
E,(N) and the electron affinity EA = E,(N)—E,(N+1)
3, 3]

For excited states, the slopes of the linear
curves in Eq. (2) also convey physical mean-
ings. For a given nith eigenstate with an integer

particle number N, the fractional electron num-
ber N connecting to the mgth eigenstate of the
(N + 1)—electron system (described by 77« (N + 1)) is
N =(1-8§)N+35(N+1), and the energy as a function of
Nis Ef (ns,ms, N) = E,[(1 = 0)y* (N) + 075 (N +1)],
the left hand side of Eq. (2). The excited-state chemical
potential gt . is the slope of Ef(ns,ms,N): For
N<N<N+1,

n _ (OEf (ns,mg,N)
Mnsms (N) - ( aN
(3)

Similarly on the electron removal side, the fractional
electron number A connecting to the [,th eigenstate of
the (N — 1)—electron system (described by 7! (N — 1))
isN = (1-8)N+3(N—1), and the energy as a function
of A is By (g, Loy N) = By[(1— )97+ (N) + 631 (N — 1)].
The excited-state chemical potential u,, ,, is the slope
of E; (ns,ls,N): For N—1< N <N,

_ OE, (ng,ls, N
i, ) = ()

n l

N )UEU(N) E (N —1).

(4)
LN =t (N + 1) [70].
For ground states, udy, and pg, agree with the chem-
ical potentials, u* and p~, from the PPLB condition
[B, M3]. The excited-state chemical potentials are thus
the negative of IP associated with an excited state with
one electron removed as in Eq. , or the negative of EA
associated with an excited state with one added electron
as in Eq..

Now we describe present work on the physical meaning
of all orbital energies in ASCF excited state theory for
an N-particle ground or excited state. Consider a ASCF
calculation with a given DFA FE,.[vs(x,x")] for an excited
state with fractional charge of Eq. , using fractional
occupations of 0 < f, <1,

(%, %) = Y Fop(x)e5 (), ()

There is an symmetry: ,u;tsm

) = E™(N+1)—E(N).

which is consistent with how fractional charge calcula-
tions are carried out in the ground-state (G)KS calcula-
tions ([72, 00, O1I]. The total energy functional is

By ] = T[] + 7 [0 + Eucls] + / dro(x)p(x), (6)

where T [ys] = Tr(t7ys) and J [p] is the classical Coulomb
interaction energy. The one-electron Hamiltonian for the
nonintercating reference system is

0E,
I'Leff()(7 X/) = MS(I‘[;.}:SI]‘) =t —+ 'Ueﬂ‘(x, X/), (7)
where in general one has an effective nonlocal poten-
tial veg(x,%x") = (v(x) 4+ vy (r)) §(x — X') + Ve (%, x"),with
Vge(r, 1) = %ﬁ. When one uses a density functional

approximation F,.[p], then v,.(x,x") = 6%{‘1})”]5

Vze(X)0(x, X).
Consider the derivative of the total energy with respect
to the orbital occupation fq,

(X7 Xl) =

0E, [73] _ wdx’ 5Evhs] 6’78(X7X/)
o7, = [ ixd 57a(x ) ( o1, )

= (¢q | hesi] Bq) = €4 (8)

where we used hefr |¢q) = €4 |¢q) which is satisfied upon
SCF convergence and the fact that orbital derivative
terms sum to zero: <¢p |het] %> + <% |heﬁc|¢)p> =
gpaifq (op] ¢p) = 0. Eq. is a direct generalization of
Janak’s result to ASCF excited state theory for fractional
particle numbers, and with extension for nonlocal poten-
tial GKS calculations (which was previously developed
for ground states [19] 21]). It is thus valid for all orbitals
with any fractional occupation, with local or nonlocal
one-electron potential and for ground-state and excited
state ASCF calculations.

For a physical system with integer particle numbers
in its nth excited state described by the nsth excited
state of of a noninteracting system in ASCF approach, we
consider the removal of an infinitesimal charge § f; from
an occupied orbital . This moves our system from the
original N-particle excited state ny towards the (N —1)-
particle excited state [, the associated chemical potential
is

8E— salS7N
MT_LSZS(N) = (U(g/v)>
oL, [73]
ofi

fi=1
= 6i(]\/v)’ (9)

fi=1

which is just the orbital energy of the ith occupied state.
Similarly for an unoccupied orbital a ,
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FIG. 1. Excited-state energies for fractional charges and

excited-state chemical potentials calculated from orbital en-
ergies in transitions between three systems in four states,
OH™T (N=8, excited state *II ), OH (N=9, ground state *II
and excited state *II), and OH™ (N=10, °II excited state).
Orbital energies for BLYP[92] [93] (a, blue) and IrLOSC-
BLYP[40, [41, [60} 61, 94] (b, red) are shown with numbers
and arrows indicating the + or the - sign for the correspond-
ing chemical potentials. Additionally, A-BLYP (a,orange),
A-IrLOSC-BLYP (b, orange)and the reference EOM-CCSD
results (black) are shown as inline labels.

The initial and the final excitation levels, ng, Is and my,
are uniquely determined by the three sets of integer or-

bital occupations corresponding to the initial Nelectron
state and the final (N F1) states, together with the spec-
trum of the corresponding three distinctive noninteract-
ing Hamiltonians. Note that within ASCF, each excited
state of a physical system has its own inoninteracting ref-
erence system and a unique heg. While the orbital index
1 for electron removal and a for electron addition do not
themselves explicitly lead to the excitation levels [, and
mg for the final (N F1) states, they do so in combination
with the spectrum of each heg. The symmetry relation
in chemical potentials pt . (N)=pu,, , (N + 1) for the
exact theory will also be reflected in the corresponding
symmetry of orbital energies £,(N) and &;(N + 1).

Egs. (9{10), exact for any continuous (approximate)
DFAs, are the key results of the general chemical poten-
tial theorem: It equates an occupied/unocxcupied orbital
energy to the corresponding excited-state chemical po-
tential of electron removal/addition. It greatly extends
the previous results that are limited to all ground-state
quantities [60]. With the exact conditions for excited-
state chemical potentials, Egs. , the orbital energies
are thus the DFA approximation to the corresponding
excited-state IP, or excited-state quasiparticle energy,

ei(N) = E;(N) = E,(N - 1). (11)

and excited-state EA, or excited-state quasiparticle en-
ergy,

€a(N) = EJ'(N +1) — EJ(N). (12)

When starting from a ground state, n = ny = 0, we have
gi(N)=EYN)—E!(N—1),and ,(N) = E™(N +1) —
EY(N). This provides the theoretical foundation for the
quasiparticle energy interpretation of all orbital energies
of ground-state calculations and thus for using orbital
energies in predicting photoemission and inverse photoe-
mission spectra of ground state systems [62]. It also jus-
tifies the QE-DFT approach [62], 64, [65] to calculating
optical excitation energies of an N-particle system from
(N =+ 1)-particle ground-state orbital energies.

Before this work, no interpretation of the orbital en-
ergies had been reported for excited state ASCF calcu-
lations. Egs. , going beyond QE-DFT, provides
a new approach, which we call excited state quasiparti-
cle energy from DFT (exQE-DFT), to predicting excita-
tion energies of the (IV £ 1)-particle excited states, from
the orbital energies of an N-particle excited state ASCF
calculation, allowing efficient computational approach to
broader excitations.

For optimized effective potential (OEP) calculations,
the orbital energies are in general not equal to the chem-
ical potentials for ground states [I9] and similarly for
excited states (See SI). The quality of the approxima-
tion of orbital energies to the corresponding excited-
state IPs/EAs depends on the exchange-correlation en-
ergy functional approximations used, as expected from
previous results for ground state quantities [19].

While Egs. (9H10) are exact for any continuous (ap-
proximate) DFAs, how well Egs. (11{12)) are satisfied de-



Molecular ~ Chemical EOM-
Orbital Potential epBE €nrLosc-PBe A-PBE CCSD
(05)°  mapgan(13) [11.382  6.432 6548 6.855
(03)'  pigan(14) | 1934 6.269 ’ ’
(02)°  wdpap(13) |13.492 8377 8410 8.656
(02)' pagap(14) |3.506  8.150 ’ '
(05)°  Higyaps(13)[18.364  14.287 13.853 14.165
(05) Higs 2y (14)] 9.039  13.882 ' '
(m6)°  hapags(13) [22.624 17315 17.993 17.039
(m6)!  higy 2pp(14) [11.835  17.065 ' '

TABLE 1. Excited state chemical potentials for carbon
monoxide (CO) in eV. The first column shows the relevant
molecular orbital with its occupation number in super script.
The chemical potentials are expressed with molecular term
symbols to label the excited states involved, with the number
of electrons in parenthesis to indicate the particle number in
the ASCF calculation. The table includes chemical poten-
tials between the ground state (*X7) and the excited states
(*I1,2 1) of CO and the ground state (*¥") and the excited
state (’IT) of CO™. The spin purification [73} [78] has been
applied to ijn,ln and Mg 2p in APBE[6] and orbital energy
calculations. PBE has good agreement with EOM-CCSD for
chemical potentials from ASCF total energy differences but
significant exDE for chemical potentials from orbital ener-
gies. Ir'LOSC-PBE [0, 4T, [60] 61, [04] gives essentially the
same good total energies as PBE (not listed), but excellent
chemical potentials from orbital energies. IrLOSC-PBE or-
bital energies also approximately satisfy the exact symmetry,
eg, u;mln(lza) = 6.432 ~ iy oy (14) = 6.269.

pends on the quality of the DFA. With commonly used
DFAs, we numerically demonstrate significant excited-
state delocalization error (exDE) [70], in Figure 1, Ta-
ble 1 and SI with many more systems. For small sys-
tems, DFAs have good description of the total excita-
tion energies at integer charges and exDE is reflected
in the significant and systematic convex deviation from
exact linear lines for fractional charges proven recently
[70], and the underestimation/overestimation of excited
state IPs/EAs from orbital energies, similarly to ground
states[I9]. Based on the ground state understanding [I§],
we expect the underestimation/overestimation of excited
state IPs/EAs from orbital energies will persist as sys-
tems get larger and approach the bulk limit: Even though
the convex deviation from the linear conditions will de-
crease and disappear, exDE will manifest as the errors in
the ASCF excited state total energy differences. With
functionals correcting DE (LOSC [40, [41], [60} [6T], 94]) we
show excellent agreement of excited state IPs/EAs with
orbital energies from excited-state ASCF calculations.

Our numerical results exemplify the general chemi-
cal potential theorem established in present work on the
physical meaning of energies of all orbitals, occupied and
virtual, for all states, ground and excited.
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