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The formulation of descriptors of the local chemical environment, enabling the construction of
machine-learning models, is usually obtained by studying the properties of the expansion coefficients
of a neighborhood density. In this work, we show that all the transformation properties of the
descriptors and their behaviour under rotation, inversion and complex conjugation, are derived
from the choice of the basis over which the density is expanded. Furthermore, crucially they are
independent from the explicit mathematical form of the neighborhood density. In particular, we
show that all the descriptors investigated, can be obtained by an expansion in multipolar spherical
harmonics, which constitutes the core of this work, and which is introduced and analysed in great
detail. By exploiting the orthogonality and the transformation rules of the multipolar spherical
harmonics, we show that several formulations are simplified, such as the one needed to obtain the
λ−SOAP kernel and its properties. We close this work by applying our framework to several multi-
body descriptors available in literature, providing an in-depth analysis of their main properties, as
made clear from the vantage viewpoint of a basis-centered approach.

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years there has been a paradigm shift in the
computational study of materials, ignited by the rapid
establishment of machine-learning potentials (MLPs) as
essential tools for performing molecular dynamics and
evaluating thermodynamical properties of molecules and
solids [1–4]. The ambitious goal of MLPs is to reach the
same state-of-the-art accuracy of computationally expen-
sive ab initio methods, such as density functional theory
(DFT) [5, 6], at a fraction of their cost. In practice, one
first aims to perform a limited number of highly accurate
calculations for selected structures and configurations.
This is usually done at the DFT or quantum-chemistry
level. The resulting dataset, is then used to train a care-
fully selected and optimized MLP, which will be able to
predict quantities of interest on previously unseen config-
urations, ranging from different atomic environments to
large-sized systems, inaccessible to ab-initio calculations
[7–10].

A MLP is mainly made of three parts. The first, called
descriptors (or fingerprints), corresponds to the choice
of an adequate mathematical representation for the sys-
tem at hand. The targets are the quantity that the MLP
will predict, while the mathematical relation between the
descriptors and the targets constitute the optimized in-
terpolative model. Clearly, the choice of the fingerprints
is crucial to determine the descriptive capability of the
model and its ability to properly account for the aimed
targets. This results in a careful selection of the symme-
tries of the descriptors, which have to mirror the ones of
the targets, under translation, rotation, inversion (par-
ity) and atoms permutations. In recent years, there has
been a large effort aimed to define descriptors capable
of addressing the most disparate targets, ranging from
scalar quantities, namely energies [11–13, 36], with a fo-

cus on multi-specie systems [14, 16], or with the inclusion
of the spin degree of freedom [17–19], to vectorial and
tensorial quantities [20–24], or even to electronic densi-
ties [25–29], and Hamiltonians [30]. Also the choice of the
ML models has been thoroughly explored. These include
neural networks (NN) [31–34], kernel-based methods [35–
37], linear models [38–40] and message-passing schemes
[41, 42].

For the majority of these schemes, the construction
of the descriptors proceeds from the definition of a local
atomic density, which describes the atomic neighborhood
surrounding a central atom. This is usually taken as the
fundamental quantity, from which all the descriptors are
derived. The spotlight in the study of the atomic den-
sity is taken by its expansion coefficients with respect to
a suitable basis. In particular, since the density repre-
sents an atom-centered environment, the choice of basis
falls into selecting a set of radial functions, for the ra-
dial expansion, and in spherical harmonics, for the an-
gular one. Crucially, the evaluation of the expansion co-
efficients scales linearly with respect to the number of
atoms in the neighborhood, making it computationally
convenient. Because of the central role of the atomic den-
sity, the properties of its expansion coefficients have been
thoroughly studied. The investigation of such atomic ba-
sis is usually performed by means of the explicit expres-
sion of this coefficients [43, 44] or by means of a Dirac-
bracket-derived formalism [45, 46].

The first approach consists in taking appropriate con-
tractions of products of the expansion coefficients, and
directly investigate their explicit expressions. This way of
proceeding, however, does not fully exploit the fact that
such objects can be obtained from products of atomic
densities. In fact, all the properties should be obtain-
able with no knowledge of the explicit form of the ex-
pansion coefficients, as this is the fundamental rationale
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behind the use of an atomic density. This is, indeed, the
idea behind the second approach, where the product of
atomic densities takes the central role. In that case, all
the properties of interests are obtained by studying the
projection of these products onto the basis of interests,
which is usually a coupled multi-body basis. On the one
hand, this approach enforces and exploits the idea of the
atomic density as the main quantity behind the design
of MLPs descriptors. On the other hand, as it mostly
study the properties of the projections (namely expan-
sion coefficients with respect to the multi-body basis), it
does not fully exploit the fact that most properties are
inherited from the multi-body basis itself. Moreover, the
derivations usually follow a bottom-up approach, obtain-
ing properties for the density product from the expansion
coefficients of single-density ones.

This work aims to investigate a third route. We take
elements from both the previous methods and show that,
not only the choice of the basis represents the most fun-
damental step in the design of ML descriptors, but also
that a top-down approach can be followed, with a direct
focus on the expansion over a multi-body basis. The pro-
posed approach can be seen as a middle ground between
the two strategies discussed above. On the one hand,
it exploits the expansion of products of atomic densities
(as the second formalism). On the other hand, it also
follows a position representation for the basis (as done
in the first). In particular, we will show that all the
properties of interests can be derived from a formalism
based on multipolar-spherical harmonics (MultiSHs) [47],
which are the many-body generalization of the spherical
harmonics. These have been already exploited in astro-
physical studies [48, 49] (we also refer to Ref. [50] for
a general and in-depth treatment of the isotropic case).
Indeed, a crucial result of this paper is that all the deriva-
tions and properties of the most well-known ML descrip-
tors are directly inherited from the choice of MultiSHs
as a multi-body basis, and do require just an handful of
symmetries of the atomic density.

Therefore, this work has two explicit goals. The
first consists in deriving and discussing the MultiSHs-
expansion-based formalism. We will show that it is
possible to derive all the most well-known ML fin-
gerprints, namely the powerspectrum, bispectrum and
Smooth Overlap of Atomic Positions (SOAP) kernels, as
a straightforward application of the core properties of the
MultiSHs basis (orthogonality, behaviour under rotation
and under inversion), without any explicit study of the
expansion coefficients. This will disentangle the role of
the density and of the basis, clarifying what are the cru-
cial symmetries of the atomic density. The second goal
consists in providing a general recipe to derive linear ML
models (for both scalar and tensor fields), which can be
used to perform deep analytical studies of their proper-
ties and to establish connections across formalisms. In
particular, we will use the case of the Atomic Cluster
Expansion (ACE) [38] and the Spectral Neighbor Analy-
sis Potential (SNAP) as examples to show that exploiting

a MultiSHs based formalism offers the right tools for in-
depth investigations.

This work is structured as follows. In the next sec-
tion, Section II, we will introduce some descriptors for
state-of-the-art ML models. Then, we will begin the dis-
cussion of the MultiSHs formalism, which will be tackled
in a hierarchical way. We will first introduce the two-
and three-points generalization of the spherical harmon-
ics, namely the bipolar- and tripolar-spherical harmonics.
These form the backbone for the full MultiSHs formalism,
which will be introduced in Section II D. Then, we will
proceed with providing a first example of the usefulness
of the MultiSHs-based approach: by exploiting only the
orthogonality and the rotational covariance of the Multi-
SHs, we will be able to provide a compact and straightfor-
ward evaluation of the general-body λ-SOAP kernel [24].
We will conclude the section by showing that the cru-
cial properties of the expansion coefficients, namely their
transformation under rotation, inversion and conjuga-
tion, are inherited by analogous properties of the basis,
and by only using the fact that we are expanding a real
and scalar function. In particular, we will show that the
explicit form of the expansion coefficients is irrelevant for
this discussion.

In Section III, by further exploiting the fact that the
expanded function is a product of atomic densities, we
will show that the MultiSHs formalism leads to the usual
definition of the powerspectrum and bispectrum compo-
nents as the rotationally invariant terms of the MultiSHs
expansion. We will also show how to evaluate the ex-
plicit expression of the SOAP kernel [36]. In Section IV,
we will finally discuss the explicit form of the expansion
coefficients, in order to connect the formalism of the Mul-
tiSHs to a multi-body expansion: this will be the only in-
stance throughout this work in which the explicit form of
these coefficients has any relevance. Thus, in Section V,
we will exploit this connection to define a general linear
models based on the MultiSHs expansion. In doing so,
we will re-derive the ACE expansion, as the general basis
for scalar quantities. We will also investigate the SNAP
formalism, demonstrating how the MultiSHs framework
provides a useful tool to an in-depth investigation of the
potential at hand, in particular showing how the com-
pactness of the SNAP model is also related to an incom-
plete expansion of four-body potentials. We will conclude
this section by providing the formal connection between
the MultiSHs formalism and internal-coordinates based
expansions, by explicitly investigating the case of the Mo-
ments Tensor Potential (MTP) and our Jacobi-Legendre
Potential (JLP). In the last section, VI, we will generalize
the recipe for constructing linear model targeting scalar
quantities, to the tensorial case. Not only we will be able
to provide a general recipe to construct the covariant
components of a tensor, but we will also exploit the in-
herent property of the MultiSHs concerning the coupling
scheme of the angular momenta, to show how to severely
reduce the number of independent expansion coefficients.
Crucially, the MultiSHs will make manifest that this re-
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duction holds only when expanding symmetric functions.

II. METHODS

A. Introduction

The main aim of this work is to introduce the Mul-
tiSHs and to show how they can be used to immedi-
ately generate all the main ML models for both scalar
and tensorial quantities. Here, we will consider only the
short-ranged contribution to the physical quantities of
interests. For example, when targeting the potential en-
ergy surface (PES), the total energy is assumed to be
partitioned as the sum of a long- and a short-range con-
tribution,

E = Eshort + Elong , (1)

and then only Eshort will be considered. Moreover, we
always assume the further partition of Eshort in local-
atomic contributions. This implies the decomposition

Eshort =

atoms∑
i

Ei ,

where Ei are the local terms, which are defined for each
atom of the system. We will adopt the same hypothe-
sis also for the case of a general tensor T (as done in
Ref. [24]), and that one can write

T ≃
atoms∑

i

Ti , (2)

for some local contribution, Ti.
An important object in the designing of ML models is

the atomic density, ρi, which has the form

ρi(r) =

atoms∑
j

hZjZi
(r− rji) . (3)

Here the hZjZi
’s are localization functions, usually Gaus-

sians or Dirac-deltas. The vector rji := rj − ri, is the
relative vector between the positions of the i-th atom,
taken as the center of the reference frame, and its j-th
neighbor. Thus, the atomic density ρi is a mathematical
representation of the atomic environment around the i-
th atom. We observe that the localization functions can
be defined as parametrically dependent on the atomic
species, Zi and Zj , of the two atoms involved. Taking
the Dirac-deltas as an example, the localization functions
can be written as

h(r− rji) = fcut(rji)δ(r− rji) , (4)

where the cut-off function, fc(cut), smoothly vanishes
when the distance rji between the two atoms approaches
an optimized distance, called the cut-off radius, rcut. Its

role is to enforce the short-ranged nature of the mathe-
matical description in a continuous way [31].

A crucial role in the design of a description for ρi(r)
is covered by its expansion coefficients over the product
of a radial basis with spherical harmonics. Namely, we
adopt the expansion

ρi(r) =
∑
nlm

ci,nlmRnl(r)Y
m
l (r̂) , (5)

with the expansion coefficients, ci,nlm, given by

ci,nlm =

∫
dr ρi(r)Rnl(r)Y

m∗
l (r̂) . (6)

We remark that this expression holds only when the ra-
dial basis is real and ortho-normal. For example, in the
case of the Dirac’s-delta localization functions of Eq. (4)
(also called “sharp”-case [4]), the coefficients take the
form

ci,nlm =

atoms∑
j

fc(rji)Rnl(rji)Y
m∗
l (r̂ji) . (7)

The expansion coefficients of the atomic density can be
considered as the most relevant and delicate quantity for
the construction of physically driven ML models. This
is because the cost of their computation scales linearly
with the number of atoms in the atomic environment,
a property that becomes crucial when considering rela-
tively large number of neighbouring atoms.

In this work we will explicitly address two ML meth-
ods: the linear one and λ-SOAP. In both cases, we will
consider an expansion of the atomic energies in terms of
body-order terms such as, for example [38, 40],

Ei = E
(1)
i + E

(2)
i + E

(3)
i + . . . . (8)

Here, the E
(2)
i and E

(3)
i can be written in terms of the

powerspectrum and the bispectrum components [36] as

E
(2)
i :=

∑
n1n2l

an1n2lpi,n1n2l ,

E
(3)
i :=

∑
n1n2n3
l1l2l3

an1n2n3
l1l2l3

B
i,
n1n2n3
l1l2l3

,

. . . ,

(9)

with the powerspectrum components defined as

pi,n1n2l :=
∑
m

(−1)mci,n1lmci,n2l−m, (10)

and the bispectrum components as

B
i,
n1n2n3
l1l2l3

:=
∑

m1m2m3

c∗i,n3l3m3
Cl3m3

l1m1l2m2
ci,n1l1m1

ci,n2l2m2
.

(11)
Here the Clm

l1m1l2m2
are Clebsch-Gordan (CG) coefficients

[47], while the unknown coefficients, an1n2l and an1n2n3
l1l2l3

,
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are obtained by means of some optimization method,
such the L2 minimization. We will not discuss here such
optimizations and we will simply assume that a proper
solver is in place. The rotational invariance of both pow-
erspectrum and bispectrum has been fully established
(see, for example, Ref. [36]), and in this work we will
prove that such invariance is a straightforward conse-
quence of the MultiSHs formalism introduced here.

Similar expressions can be obtained for the (harmonic-
)covariant components of the tensor Ti, here indicated
as Ti,λµ. In particular, we can assume the multi-body
expansion

Ti,λµ = T
(1)
i,λµ + T

(2)
i,λµ + T

(3)
i,λµ + . . . , (12)

with

T
(2)
i,λµ :=

∑
n1l1
n2l2

an1l1
n2l2

∑
m1m2

Cλµ
l1m1l2m2

c∗i,n1l1m1
c∗i,n2l2m2

,

(13)
and

T
(3)
i,λµ :=

∑
n1n2n3
l1l2l3L

an1n2n3
l1l2l3L

∑
m3M

Cλµ
LMl3m3

c∗i,n3l3m3
(14)

×
∑

m1m2

CLM
l1m1l2m2

c∗i,n1l1m1
c∗i,n2l2m2

.

This is, essentially, the basis employed in Reference [46].
Importantly, these cases reduce to the scalar ones when
λ = µ = 0, as can be seen by the example

T
(2)
i,00 =

∑
n1n2l

an1n2l
(−1)l√
2l + 1

pi,n1n2l = E
(2)
i , (15)

obtained by re-defining the expansion coefficients an1n2l

and by using the facts that

C00
l1m1l2m2

= (−1)l1−m1
δl1l2δm1−m2√

2l1 + 1
, (16)

and that the powerspectrum components are real. As for
the scalar case, the proof that these expansions possess
the correct transformation rules will be easily derived by
means of the MultiSHs framework.

Another possible approach is provided by the Gaussian
approximation potential (GAP) framework [13], which
establishes a kernel-based alternative for the fit of the
PES and of tensorial components. In general, the model
is defined as

E
(ν)
i =

config∑
k=1

αkK
(ν)(ρi, ρ

(k)) , (17)

where K(ν)(ρi, ρ
(k)) is the kernel, which provides a mea-

sure of similarity between the atomic environments de-
scribing ρi and ρ(k). Here, the sum runs over the k-
configurations used to train the model. If we indicate
the kernel evaluated between two configurations in the

training set with K
(ν)
kk′ := K(ν)(ρ(k), ρ(k

′)), the expansion
coefficients are obtained by the analytical formula

αk =

config∑
k′=1

(K(ν) + γ2I)−1
kk′Ek′ , (18)

where I is the identity, γ is an optimized regularization
constant and Ek′ is the energy of the k′-th configuration
in the training set.

Explicitly, the SOAP kernel is defined as [36]

K(ν)(ρ, ρ′) =

∫
dR̂

∣∣∣∣∫ dr ρ(r)ρ′(R̂r)

∣∣∣∣ν , (19)

where the first integration is an Haar integral performed
over all possible rotations, R̂, usually parameterized by
Euler angles. Here, increasing ν increases the body or-
der of this expression, as we will show in later sections.
While an explicit expression for this kernel exists, usually
in the form of inner products of powerspectrum and bis-
pectrum components, a result of this work will consists in
providing a simple derivation for the explicit evaluation
for any order ν of interest.

Also in the kernel case, a similar approach can be
adopted for the covariant components of a tensor, T ,
more explicitly

T
(ν)
i,λµ =

config∑
k=1

αk,µ′(K(ν)(ρi, ρ
(k)))λµµ′ , (20)

where again this admits an analytical solution for the
coefficients αk,µ′ . Here, (K(ν)(ρi, ρ

(k)))λµµ′ is the covari-
ant generalization of the scalar kernel and, as such, it
correctly reduces to the scalar case for λ = µ = 0.

The covariant, λ-SOAP, generalized version of the ker-
nel above is provided by (see references [24, 51])

(K(ν)(ρ, ρ′))λµµ′ =

∫
dR̂

(
D†(R̂)

)λ
µµ′

∣∣∣∣∫ dr ρ(r)ρ′(R̂r)

∣∣∣∣ν ,
(21)

where the covariance is enforced by means of the Hermi-
tian conjugate of the Wigner-D matrix [47], D†. From
the fact that D0

00 = 1, we can see how this expression
does, indeed, reduce to the scalar one for λ = 0. We
anticipate that the result of Section II D 3, which can be
regarded as the first result of this work, will provide a
compact derivation and formula for the covariant kernel
of Eq. (21). This will be achieved by exploiting just two
properties of the MultiSHs formalism.

Before proceeding with the introduction of the bipolar
spherical harmonics, it is interesting to show that all the
formulas introduced till this point can be casted in terms
of the product of atomic densities, defined as

ρ⊗ν(r1, . . . , rν) := ρ(r1) · . . . · ρ(rν) , (22)

which is arguably the core quantity in the construction
of models and descriptors, as already observed previ-
ously [4, 45]. In order to provide two meaningful exam-
ples, we can first observe that the product of ν expansion
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coefficients ci,nlm is given by

ν∏
α=1

ci,nαlαmα =

∫
dr1 . . . drν ρ

⊗ν(r1, . . . , rν)

×

[
ν∏

α=1

Rnαlα(rα)Y
mα

lα
(r̂α)

]
.

This implies that any expression like the one in Eq. (14)
can be evaluated from ρ⊗ν . Analogously, the expression
for the covariant kernel can be written as

(K(ν)(ρ, ρ′))λµµ′ =

∫
dr1 . . . drνρ

⊗n(r1, . . . , rν)

×
∫

dR̂Dλ∗
µ′µ(R̂) ρ′⊗n(R̂r1, . . . , R̂rν) ,

(23)

which again is written in terms of ρ⊗ν only.
Having identified ρ⊗ν as the principal object of our in-

vestigation, the remaining of this section will be devoted
to the definition of a suitable basis for a function that
depends, simultaneously, on the ν vectors r1, . . . , rν . We
want to remark that the actual form of the ρ⊗ν is not
crucial. Indeed, most of the properties of interests will
be derived only by means of the properties of the ba-
sis, encoded in Eqs. (54), (55) and (58), together with
the fact that ρ⊗ν is real, scalar, and is constructed from
a product of functions. The specific form of the local
atomic density, as given in Eq. (3), will be first discussed
as far as Section IV, and used only as a bridge towards
a compact and general recipe to define linear model for
PES and tensorial quantities.

We will now introduce the formalism based on the Mul-
tiSHs in a systematic way, starting from the simpler cases
of the bipolar- and tripolar-spherical harmonics. In this
way, we will develop the basic tools and form the intu-
ition that will be then used in the general formulation of
the formalism of Section II D.

B. Bipolar spherical harmonics

Let us start the discussion on the MultiSHs formalism
by looking at the simpler case of the bipolar spherical
harmonics (BipoSHs). Firstly, we will provide the formal
definition and then we will show the core properties of
these objects.

A bipolar spherical harmonic is defined as

Yλµ
l1l2

(r̂1, r̂2) :=
∑

m1m2

Cλµ
l1m1l2m2

Y m1

l1
(r̂1)Y

m2

l2
(r̂2) , (24)

namely it is obtained by contracting two spherical har-
monics with a set of CG coefficients. Within standard
angular-momentum theory [47, 52], the BipoSHs can be
seen as the position representation of the coupling of two
angular momenta, l1 and l2, namely

Yλµ
l1l2

(r̂1, r̂2) ≡ ⟨r̂1, r̂2|l1l2λµ⟩ ,

FIG. 1. A pictorial view of all the main ingredients associ-
ated to the BipoSHs. The BipoSHs constitute a basis set for
the space of two-points functions defined on the surfaces of
a sphere. In particular, they can be constructed from the
product of two spherical harmonics projected on the space
of total angular momentum (λµ). For this reason, the main
property of the BipoSHs is that, under a global rotation, they
transform as the single spherical harmonic Y µ

λ . Symbolically,
we can interpret the BipoSHs as the projection of the outer
product of the representation of the two angular momentum
channels. l1 and l2, into the space of total angular momentum
λ.

where the coupled basis is defined as

|l1l2λµ⟩ =
∑

m1m2

Cλµ
l1m1l2m2

|l1m1l2m2⟩ .

Introducing the BipoSHs enables one to immediately
exploit their core properties. Firstly and foremostly,
the BipoSHs constitute a complete orthonormal basis,
namely∫

dr̂1dr̂2 Yλµ
l1l2

(r̂1, r̂2)Yλ′µ′∗
l′1l

′
2

(r̂1, r̂2) = δl1l′1δl2l′2δλλ′δµµ′ .

(25)
Thus, a general two points function depending on the
versors, r̂1 and r̂2, that admits an expansion in terms of
spherical harmonics, can be expanded as

f(r̂1, r̂2) =
∑

l1l2λµ

uλµ
l1l2
Yλµ
l1l2

(r̂1, r̂2) , (26)

with the expansion coefficients given by

uλµ
l1l2

=

∫
dr̂1dr̂2 f(r̂1, r̂2)Yλµ∗

l1l2
(r̂1, r̂2) . (27)

As shown in Appendix A, this formulation can be ob-
tained from the standard expansion in terms of two
spherical harmonics through the completeness of the CG
coefficients, namely [47]∑

λµ

Cλµ
l1m1l2m2

Cλµ
l1m′

1l2m
′
2
= δm1m′

1
δm2m′

2
. (28)
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This, incidentally, also shows that the CG coefficients
constitute the (orthogonal) matrix of the change of basis
between the two representations. As we will see in this
section, such property will be crucial in constructing the
MultiSHs formalism, since the matrix of the change of
basis from a spherical harmonics representation to Mul-
tiSHS, can be always represented in terms of contractions
of products of CG coefficients.

The second crucial property of the BipoSHs, which is
the main reason behind the development of this formal-
ism, is their behaviour under the simultaneous rotation,
R̂, of its arguments. Explicitly, the following relation
holds

Yλµ
l1l2

(R̂r̂1, R̂r̂2) =
∑
µ′

Dλ∗
µµ′(R̂)Yλµ′

l1l2
(r̂1, r̂2) , (29)

where, again, we have used the Wigner-D matrices. By
comparing this behaviour with the transformation of a
single spherical harmonics under rotation,

Y µ
λ (R̂r̂) =

∑
µ′

Dλ∗
µµ′(R̂)Y µ′

λ (r̂) , (30)

we can see how the two transformations are analogous,
namely the BipoSHs transforms under rotations as a sin-
gle spherical harmonics. A pictorial representation of
the BipoSHs, obtained by using this property, is shown
in Fig. 1. It is worth noticing that Eq. (29) can be ob-
tained by using Eq. (28) and the so-called CG series,
which states the relation between the CG coefficients and
the Wigner-D matrices. Explicitly, the CG series is given
by [47],∑

m1m2

Cλµ
l1m1l2m2

Dl1∗
m1m′

1
(R̂)Dl2∗

m2m′
2
(R̂) (31)

= Cλµ′

l1m′
1l2m

′
2
Dλ∗

m′
1m

′
2
(R̂) ,

a relation that shows how two rotations (represented by
the Wigner-D matrices) are decomposed into a single one
by means of the CG coefficients. As we will show in the
following paragraphs, it is possible to iteratively use this
property to obtain a generalization of Eq. (30) to the
MultiSHs case.

Given the rotation rule of Eq. (29), the expansion of
a general function f in terms of BipoSH results in a de-
composition over the irreducibles of the rotations group
with respect to a global rotation of all the inputs of the
function. Indeed, a rotation R̂ results in

f(r̂1, r̂2)
R̂−→ f(R̂r̂1, R̂r̂2)

=
∑
λµ′

(∑
µ

Dλ∗
µµ′(R̂)uλµ

l1l2

)
Yλµ′

l1l2
(r̂1, r̂2) ,

namely the coefficients of the expansion inherit the trans-
formation rule

uλµ
l1l2

R̂−→
∑
µ

Dλ∗
µµ′(R̂)uλµ

l1l2
. (32)

In other words, also the coefficients belong to the sub-
space of angular momentum λ. At this point, it is crucial
to notice that we have derived the transformation proper-
ties of the expansion coefficient regardless of the specific
form of the function f . This is an example of the general
fact that investigating the transformation properties of
the basis is enough to fully determine the behaviour of
its coefficients.

Another example of the fact that investigating the
properties of the basis can be extremely informative
stems from the fact that the arguments can be inter-
changed by means of the following transformation

Yλµ
l1l2

(r̂1, r̂2) = (−1)l1+l2−λYλµ
l2l1

(r̂2, r̂1), (33)

which can be directly derived from the analogous sym-
metry of the CG coefficients. This property has conse-
quences over the expansion of a generic symmetric func-
tion f . Indeed, if f(r̂1, r̂2) = f(r̂2, r̂1), then the coef-
ficients inherit the same transformation rules of the Bi-
poSH, namely

uλµ
l1l2

= (−1)l1+l2−λuλµ
l2l1

, (34)

as can be easily proven by following the same deriva-
tion of Eq. (32). Again, it is worth noticing that we
have been able to recover this property without any in-
formation on the explicit form of the coefficients uλµ

l1l2
.

Moreover, Eq. (34) implicitly states that any expression
writeable as a linear combination of the coefficients uλµ

l1l2
,

can be obtained by considering only the l1 ≥ l2 terms.
This property, appropriately generalized in the very last
section of this work, is extremely useful in removing re-
dundancies from linear ML models.

1. Graphical Representation

We conclude this section by showing that the BipoSHs
admit a graphical representation by means of the defini-
tion

(35)

Comparing this representation with the definition of
Eq. (24), we can notice how the horizontal line represents
the CG coefficients connecting the channels of angular
momentum l1 and l2. With this representation, Eq. (33)
can be graphically written as

(36)

This shows that the graph is oriented, from left to right,
and that changing the order gives rise to a phase change.
This graphical representation is trivial for the case of the
BipoSH, but it will become a useful tool in the follow-
ing sections, when we will deal with different choices of
coupling schemes.
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C. Tripolar spherical harmonics

Following the same approach of the previous section,
we start here with the definition of the tripolar-spherical
harmonics (TripoSHs), followed by a discussion of their
most important properties and of their use as a basis.

The TripoSHs are the generalization of the BipoSHs
for the case of three-points functions. Indeed, they can
be defined as

Yλµ
(l1l2)Ll3

(r̂1, r̂2, r̂3) (37)

:=
∑

m1m2
m3M

Cλµ
LMl3m3

CLM
l1m1l2m2

Y m1

l1
(r̂1)Y

m2

l2
(r̂2)Y

m3

l3
(r̂3) ,

and can be represented graphically as

(38)

The TripoSHs form an orthonormal basis for the three-
points functions defined on the surface of a sphere. Ex-
plicitly, their orthogonality reads∫

dr̂1dr̂2dr̂3 Yλµ
(l1l2)Ll3

(r̂1, r̂2, r̂3)Yλ′µ′∗
(l′1l

′
2)L

′l′3
(r̂1, r̂2, r̂3)

= δλλ′δµµ′δl1l′1δl2l′2δl3l′3δLL′ .

Since the TripoSHs form a basis, when a function
f(r̂1, r̂2, r̂3) admits an expansion in terms of spherical
harmonics, then it can be also expanded as

f(r̂1, r̂2, r̂3) =
∑
l1l2
l3L

∑
λµ

uλµ
(l1l2)Ll3

Yλµ
(l1l2)Ll3

(r̂1, r̂2, r̂3) ,

(39)
with the expansion coefficients given by

uλµ
(l1l2)Ll3

=

∫
dr̂1dr̂2dr̂3 f(r̂1, r̂2, r̂3)Yλµ∗

(l1l2)Ll3
(r̂1, r̂2, r̂3) .

(40)
Similarly to the BipoSHs of Eq. (29), the defining prop-

erty of the TripoSHs is their behaviour under rotation,
which is analogous to the rotation of a single spherical
harmonics of order λµ. Explicitly, we have

Yλµ
(l1l2)Ll3

(R̂r̂1, R̂r̂2, R̂r̂3)

=
∑
µ′

Dλ∗
µµ′(R̂)Yλµ′

(l1l2)Ll3
(r̂1, r̂2, r̂3) .

(41)

From their definition and graphical representation, it
follows that a TripoSH can be constructed by contracting
a BipoSHs with a spherical harmonic, namely

Yλµ
(l1l2)Ll3

(r̂1, r̂2, r̂3) =
∑
m3M

Cλµ
LMl3m3

YLM
l1l2 (r̂1, r̂2)Y

m3

l3
(r̂3).

(42)

The importance of this recursion relation is twofold. On
the one hand, once the BipoSHs have been already eval-
uated and stored, the TripoSHs can be constructed in
a simple way. On the other hand, it allows to prove
Eq. (41), by using the CG series of Eq. (31). Indeed, since
rotating the arguments of BipoSHs introduces only one
Wigner-D matrix, we are again in the situation in which
we are contracting two Wigner-D matrices and one CG
coefficients, namely we can directly apply the CG series.
Not only this proves Eq. (41), but it also shows a gen-
eral property. Namely, sequentially contracting spherical
harmonics with CG-coefficients projects the expression
into the space of the required global angular momentum.
This statement will be crucial for the construction of the
general MultiSHs formalism. Before proceeding, let us
briefly discuss the choice of the coupling scheme in the
definition of the TripoSHs.

1. Change of coupling for symmetric functions

An important difference between the BipoSHs and the
TripoSHs, is that the definition of the latter requires the
selection of a coupling scheme. Indeed, in the example
above, we have that the channel l1 and l2 are first coupled
into the L channel, which is then coupled to the chan-
nel l3 and finally projected into the space (λ, µ). This is
represented by the string ((l1l2)Ll3). However, not only
it is possible to define other coupling schemes by means
of different strings or graphs, but these also form a sepa-
rate set of TripoSHs. For example, the string (l1(l2l3)L)
produces the TripoSHs

(43)

which corresponds to the analytical expression

Yλµ
l1(l2l3)L

(r̂1, r̂2, r̂3) (44)

=
∑

m1m2
m3M

Cλµ
l1m1LMCLM

l2m2l3m3
Y m1

l1
(r̂1)Y

m2

l2
(r̂2)Y

m3

l3
(r̂3).

It is clear that, by comparing this graph with the one of
Eq. (38), the two sets of TripoSHs are different. However,
since both produce a basis, there must exist a unitary
transformation connecting the two different couplings.
For example, in the cases just discussed, we have the
following relation

Yλµ
(l1l2)Ll3

(r̂1, r̂2, r̂3) =
∑
L′

√
(2L+ 1)(2L′ + 1) (45)

×W (l1l2λl3;LL
′)Yλµ

l1(l2l3)L′(r̂1, r̂2, r̂3),

where the components of the unitary matrix are given by
the Racah-W coefficients (see reference [47]). Another
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possible case has already been given in Eq. (36), where
the change of ordering can be interpreted as a trivial
change of coupling.

To further stress the importance of the coupling-
scheme choice, let us proceed with an example. Consider
a 3-points function, f(r̂1, r̂2, r̂3), symmetric under any
permutation of its arguments. This can be expanded as

f(r̂2, r̂1, r̂3) =
∑
l2l3
l1L

∑
λµ

uλµ
(l2l3)Ll1

Yλµ
(l2l3)Ll1

(r̂2, r̂3, r̂1) .

(46)
On the one hand, because of the symmetries of the func-
tion f , this expression must be equal to the expansion of
Eq. (39). On the other hand we know that there must
be a unitary matrix that allows the change of coupling

Yλµ
(l2l3)Ll1

(r̂2, r̂3, r̂1) (47)

=
∑
L′

⟨(l1l2)L′l3, λ|(l2l3)Ll1, λ⟩ Yλµ
(l1l2)L′l3

(r̂1, r̂2, r̂3),

namely that restores the order of the arguments of the
function. Here we have expressed the unitary matrix
through a Dirac-braket notation, since its explicit expres-
sion (in terms of Racah-W coefficients) is unessential for
our discussion. By inserting this last expression into the
expansion of f , and comparing with Eq. (39), leads to
the relation

uλµ
(l1l2)Ll3

=
∑
L′

⟨(l1l2)Ll3, λ|(l2l3)L′l1, λ⟩uλµ
(l2l3)L′l1

,

(48)
for the expansion coefficients. Several other relations
similar to this one can be obtained by a change of cou-
pling. Crucially, the example shows that, in the case of
a symmetric function, the order of the l-s channels can
be always changed by means of an appropriate change of
coupling. This fact will be important in reducing the re-
dundancies for the general MultiSHs formalism, as shown
in the last section of this work. Again, we remark that
this symmetry has been obtained by exploiting the sym-
metry of the function f , but with no knowledge of the
specific form of the expansion coefficients u.

Before proceeding to a discussion of the general Mul-
tiSHs formalism, we point out that, as a matter of nota-
tion, we will indicate different graphs (or coupling trees)
with the letter τ . For example, a possible choice is to la-
bel the graph of Eq. (38) with τ1 and the one of Eq. (43)
with τ2.

D. Multipolar spherical harmonics (MultiSHs)

1. Notation and definitions

In this section, we will introduce the MultiSHs in their
generality. Because of the rapid growth in the number of
indexes involved in the various expressions, and in order
to keep the notation more compact and readable, let us

first define a few practical short-hands (analogously to
the ones introduced in reference [38]).

Firstly, ν-position vectors will be defined by the single
vector

x := (r1, . . . , rν) . (49)

From this, we can define the collection of lengths and
directions as

x := (r1, . . . , rν), and x̂ := (r̂1, . . . , r̂ν) , (50)

respectively. To further reduce the number of indexes,
we will always imply the dimensionality of these vectors,
which will be understood from the context. Similarly, we
can also collect all the l-indexes in a vector l, defined as

l := (l1, · · · , lν) . (51)

In contrast, we will indicate the intermediate coupling
channels by means of the vector

L := (L1, · · · , Lν−2) . (52)

We remark here that, if the length of the vector l is ν ≥ 2,
then the length of L will always be (ν − 2). In general,
the specific coupling tree (or, equivalently, the string of
the coupling) will be labelled by τ .

With these definitions in place, the MultiSHs will be
written as

Yλµ
lL (x̂) ≡ Yλµ

lL,τ (x̂) , (53)

with the coupling tree, τ , usually implied. The explicitly
construction of the MultiSHs will be presented shortly
and investigated in detail. Before that, however, we will
introduce the core properties that the basis is required
to satisfy, and we will show that they already lead to
a practical evaluation of the general ν-points λ-SOAP
kernel of Eq. (23). Then, in the explicit construction
of the MultiSHs, we will show how these properties are
satisfied.

2. Core properties of the MultiSHs

The core properties for the MultiSHs are (for fixed cou-
pling) their orthonormality,∫

dx̂Yλµ
lL (x̂)Yλ′µ′∗

l′L′ (x̂) = δll′δLL′δλλ′δµµ′ , (54)

and transformation rule for simultaneous rotation of all
the arguments,

Yλµ
lL (R̂x̂) =

∑
m′

Dλ∗
µµ′(R̂)Yλµ

lL (x̂) . (55)

Here, we have defined the Kronecker delta between two
vectors as the product of the Kronecker deltas of each
component, and we have introduced dx̂ := dr̂1 . . . dr̂ν ,
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and R̂x̂ := (R̂r̂1, . . . , R̂r̂ν). These properties, which gen-
eralize the analogous ones for the BipoSHs and TripoSHs,
together with the fact that the MultiSHs constitute a ba-
sis (for any fixed coupling scheme), are among the most
useful expressions for this work.

It is now also necessary to construct a global radial
basis, namely an expansion over the vector x. With the
short-hand notation

n := (n1, . . . , nν) , (56)

a suitable basis is given by the product of ν orthonormal-
radial basis of single variable, namely

Rnl(x) := Rn1l1(r1) · . . . ·Rnν lν (rν) . (57)

Here, the orthogonality of this basis is expressed by
means of the integral∫

dx r21 · . . . · r2ν Rnl(x)Rn′l′(x) = δnn′δll′ , (58)

where, again, dx = dr1 . . . drν . With this radial basis and
the MultiSHs at hand, we can now define an expansion
for a general ν-points function, f(x), and we can write

f(x) =
∑
nlL

∑
λµ

uλµ
nlLRnl(x)Yλµ

lL (x̂) , (59)

where

uλµ
nlL =

∫
dxRnl(x)Yλµ∗

lL (x̂)f(x) . (60)

With all the definitions in place, we will now show that
representing a function over the MultiSHs greatly simpli-
fies the calculation of all the properties of interests for ML
models. A first example to demonstrate the usefulness of
this representation is provided by the calculation of the
general covariant kernel of Eq. (23). We wish to remark
that what follows will not be connected with the specific
form of the expansion coefficients uλµ

nlL and, instead, will
be derived uniquely by the properties of Eqs. (54) and
(55) of the MultiSHs basis.

3. Calculation of the general λ−SOAP covariant kernel

In order to evaluate the explicit form of the general
λ-kernel of Eq. (23) we will expand the densities ρ⊗n

and (ρ′)⊗n in terms of the basis Rnl(x)Yλµ
lL (x̂). If the

expansion coefficients are labelled by uλµ
nlL and vλµnlL, re-

spectively, then, from Eq. (23), we have

(K(ν)(ρ, ρ′))λµ1µ2
=

=

∫
dxρ⊗ν(x)

∫
dR̂Dλ∗

µ2µ1
(R̂) (ρ′)⊗ν(R̂x) =

=
∑
nn′

ll′LL

∑
λ′µ′

λ′′µ′′

uλ′µ′

nlLv
λ′′µ′′∗
n′l′L′

∫
dx r21 · . . . · r2ν Rnl(x)Rn′l′(x)

×
∫

dx̂Yλ′µ′

lL (x̂)

∫
dR̂Dλ∗

µ2µ1
(R̂)Yλ′′µ′′∗

l′L′ (R̂x̂) ,

(61)

where we have conveniently used the fact that the den-
sity function (ρ′)⊗ν is real, when expanding its complex
conjugate. Now, we can use the rotation rule of Eq. (55)
to explicitly calculated the MultiSHs with rotated argu-
ments, namely we write∫

dx̂Yλ′µ′

lL (x̂)

∫
dR̂Dλ∗

µ2µ1
(R̂)Yλ′′µ′′∗

l′L′ (R̂x̂) =

=
∑
m′′

∫
dR̂Dλ∗

µ2µ1
(R̂)Dλ′′

µ′′µ′′′(R̂)

∫
dx̂Yλ′µ′

lL (x̂)Yλ′′µ′′′∗
l′L′ (x̂) =

=
8π2

2λ+ 1
δλλ′′δλ′λ′′δµ1µ′′′δµ2µ′′δµ′µ′′′δll′δLL′ ,

where we have used the orthogonality of the Wigner-
D matrices [47] and of the MultiSHs [see Eq. (54)]. If
we now use also the orthogonality of the radial basis,
Eq. (58), then the final expression for the kernel is

(K(ν)(ρ, ρ′))λµ1µ2
=

8π2

2λ+ 1

∑
nlL

uλµ1

nlLv
λµ2∗
nlL , (62)

where, again, we remark that uλµ
nlL and vλµnlL are the ex-

pansion coefficients of ρ⊗ν and (ρ′)⊗ν , respectively. This
result does not depend on the explicit form of these func-
tions: for the actual expressions of the expansion coeffi-
cients we refer to Section IV.

This compact derivation, holding for any order ν and
derived by exploiting only the properties of Eqs. (54),
(55) and (58) (and the reality of ρ⊗ν), can be regarded
as the first result of this work. Not only this expression
shows that the kernel is an inner product of the n, l, and
L channels of the expansion coefficients, but it can also
be used to prove its covariance. Indeed, we can generalize
Eq. (32) by means of Eq. (55), and obtain

ρ⊗ν(x)
R̂−→ ρ⊗ν(R̂x) =

=
∑
nlL

∑
λµ′

(∑
m

Dλ∗
µµ′(R̂)uλµ

nlL

)
Rnl(x)Yλµ′

lL (x̂) .

(63)

From this we deduce that, under a rotation R̂, the coef-
ficients undergo the following transformation

uλµ
nlL

R̂−→
∑
µ

Dλ∗
µµ′(R̂)uλµ

nlL . (64)

Now, in order to properly interpret the transformation
properties of the kernel and its applicability, we need to
investigate the difference between the covariant and the
contravariant nature of its components, alongside their
relation with passive and active rotation. The impor-
tance of this investigation lies in the fact that this ker-
nel is usually adopted in simulating covariant quantities.
Our analysis begins by noticing that the rotation R̂ writ-
ten above is a passive rotation (here we define a passive
rotation as a rotation of the frame of reference, while an
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active rotation is a rotation of the atomic position). In-
deed, if we take the density around the i-th atom, ρ⊗ν

i ,
then, the coefficients u will depend on the atomic posi-
tions, {rji}. Therefore, a rotation R̂, acting on x, can
be interpreted as a rotation that acts on the system’s
reference frame, here represented by the MultiSHs’ ba-
sis. Because ρ⊗ν is a scalar function, this is equivalent
to perform a rotation R̂−1 of the atomic positions. On
the contrary, if we want to investigate an active rotation,
R̂active, on the atomic positions, we have to perform a ro-
tation R̂−1 on the reference frame, namely R̂−1 = R̂active.
Thus, by using the following properties of the Wigner D-
matrices

Dλ
µµ′(R̂−1) = Dλ∗

µ′µ(R̂) , (65)

we have that Eq. (64) leads to

uλµ∗
i,nlL

R̂active=R̂−1

−−−−−−−−→
∑
µ

Dλ
µµ′(R̂−1)uλµ∗

i,nlL

=
∑
µ

Dλ∗
µ′µ(R̂)uλµ∗

i,nlL , (66)

which is exactly analogous to the transformation rule of
Eq. (30) for the spherical harmonic Y m

l . In other words,
we can claim that the expansion coefficients transform
contravariantly, while their complex conjugate trans-
forms covariantly. This fact will be explored also in the
next section, and confirmed again when we will investi-
gate the explicit expression of the expansion coefficients,
in Section IV. Finally, if we define an active rotation on
the atoms of ρ⊗ν as

R̂ρ⊗ν(x; {rji}) := ρ⊗ν(x; {R̂rji}) = ρ⊗ν(R̂−1x; {rji}) ,
(67)

where in the last equality we use the fact that ρi is a
scalar field, then we can derive the transformation rule
for the λ-SOAP kernel as

(K(ν)(R̂1ρ, R̂2ρ
′))λµ1µ2

=

=
∑
µ′
1µ

′
2

Dλ
µ1µ′

1
(R̂1)(K

(ν)(ρ, ρ′))λµ′
1µ

′
2
Dλ∗

µ2µ′
2
(R̂2) .

(68)

This agrees with the derivation of reference [24] and
proves that the general λ-SOAP kernel is suitable to de-
scribe covariant quantities. In other words, we can state
that such kernel is contravariant in its the first compo-
nent and covariant in its the second component.

We close this section by remarking once again that the
explicit form of the λ-SOAP kernel, and a proof of its
behaviour under rotation, has been achieved by means of
the properties of Eqs. (54), (55) and (58) only. Indeed,
it is remarkable that we still have not discussed how to
explicitly construct the MultiSHs. The next paragraph
will show how such construction can be achieved, by ex-
ploiting the graphical methods presented in the previous
section.

4. Construction of the MultiSHs

Following the same strategy used in Sections II B and
IIC, we can construct the MultiSHs as a contraction of
the product of ν spherical harmonics, by mean of the CG
coefficients. Explicitly, the general form of MultiSHs is
given by

Yλµ
lL,τ (x̂) =

∑
m

Γλµ
lmL(τ)Y

m1

l1
(r̂1) · . . . · Y mν

lν
(r̂ν) , (69)

where we have introduced the additional short-hand no-
tation

m := (m1, . . . ,mν) . (70)

Here, the form of the tensor Γ depends on the choice of
coupling scheme (or tree). For example, in the discussion
on the BipoSHs in Section II B (ν = 2), we have shown
the two set of coupling tensors

Γλµ
l1m1l2m2

(τ1) = Cλµ
l1m1l2m2

, (71)

and

Γλµ
l1m1l2m2

(τ2) = Cλµ
l2m2l1m1

, (72)

where the two graphs τ1 and τ2 are given by

(73)

It is clear that these coupling trees are the fundamental
blocks to define the graphical representation of Eq. (36),
which is realized by the combination of such trees to-
gether with the position representation provided by the
vectors r̂1 and r̂2. From these examples, we can see how
an horizontal line in the tree implies the introduction of a
CG coefficient in the construction of the tensor. Further
insight can be acquired from the example provided in
Section II C, where we have introduced the two coupling
trees

(74)
contained in Eqs. (38) and (43), respectively. Moreover,
as can be seen from Eqs. (37) and (44), the corresponding
Γ tensors are given by

Γλµ
l1l2l3

m1m2m3
,L
(τ1) =

∑
M

Cλµ
LMl3m3

CLM
l1m1l2m2

, (75)

and

Γλµ
l1l2l3

m1m2m3
,L
(τ2) =

∑
M

CLM
l2m2l3m3

Cλµ
l1m1LM . (76)

These two expressions show that the tensors Γ are al-
ways constructed from the contraction of products of CG
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coefficients. In particular, the contractions are always
performed over all the CG coefficients with the only ex-
ception being the last projection onto the (λµ) space.
With only these rules, once a coupling tree is selected,
constructing the corresponding tensor Γ (and therefore
the relative MultiSH), is straightforward. For example,
the construction suggested in ACE for the ν = 4 terms,
is given by the following coupling scheme

(77)

which corresponds to the tensor

Γλµ
l1l2l3l4

m1m2m3m4
,L1L2

(τ)

=
∑

M1M2

Cλµ
L1M1L2M2

CL1M1

l1m1l2m2
CL2M2

l3m3l4m4
.

(78)

Another important example is provided by the general-
ized CG coefficients used in reference [44], and described
by the tree

(79)

and corresponding to the tensor

Γλµ
lmL(τ)

=
∑

M1...Mν−2

Cλµ
Lν−2Mν−2lνmν

· . . . · CL2M2

L1M1l3m3
CL1M1

l1m1l2m2
.

(80)

This example is important, since it allows us to study
the property of the tensor Γ in a general way. In partic-
ular, since different coupling-scheme choices are always
connected by a unitary transformation, any conclusion
draw for one choice of the coupling tree can be read in
terms of another coupling. This makes the above choice
ideal, since it allows us to deduce the following recursion
relation

Yλµ
llν+1LLν−1,τ ′(x̂, r̂ν+1) (81)

=
∑

mν+1Mν−1

Cλµ
Lν−1Mν−1lν+1mν+1

YLν−1Mν−1

lL,τ (x̂)Y
mν+1

lν+1
(r̂ν+1) ,

which connects the MultiSHs of order ν with the ones
of order (ν + 1). Here, τ ′ is a tree that contains τ ,
namely the progressive coupling scheme of the graph in
(79). This relation is the generalization of the one ob-
tained in Eq. (42) for the TripoSHs case. On the one
hand, it allows for a recursive computation of the Multi-
SHs of high order, based on those of lower one. On the

other hand it allows us to perform proof by induction.
For example, it can be used to prove that the CG series
of Eq. (31) implies that the tensor Γ of Eq. (80) satisfies
the rotation property of the MultiSHs of Eq. (55). This is
obtained by a straightforward generalization of the same
argument used for the TripoSHs, in Section IIC.

Another crucial property of the tensor Γ is that it is
unitary. We have just shown that the recursion relation
introduced above allows one to seamlessly prove that the
tensor Γ, constructed from contraction of CG coefficients,
satisfies the rotation condition of Eq. (55). In the same
way, the following relation∑

λµL

Γλµ
lmL(τ)Γ

λµ
lm′L(τ) = δmm′ , (82)

can be obtained by repeatedly applying the analogous
property of the CG coefficients of Eq. (28). This, to-
gether with the orthogonality of the standard spherical
harmonics, allows us to prove the orthogonality condition
of Eq. (54). Crucially, this property also allows one to
move from a representation in terms of product of spher-
ical harmonics to one in terms of MultiSHs, as we will
now show, also justifying the use of the MultiSHs as a
basis.

5. General formula for the expansion coefficients

We will now discuss how to move from a representa-
tion in terms of spherical harmonics to one based on the
MultiSHs formalism. In doing so, we will also provide the
corresponding relations for the expansion coefficients in
the two representations. Let us expand a general func-
tion f(x) over a product of radial-basis functions and
spherical harmonics, namely

f(x) =
∑
nlm

fnlmRnl(x)Y
m1

l1
(r̂1) · . . . · Y mν

lν
(r̂ν) . (83)

Let us now change the basis into the MultiSHs formal-
ism, in a way completely analogous to what done in Sec-
tion II B. This is achieved by introducing

∑
m′ δmm′ , and

by changing all the spherical harmonics indexes from m
to m′, in order to have them separated from the expan-
sion coefficients fnlm. We can then exploit Eq. (82) to
introduce the contraction of two Γλµ

lmL tensors in place of
the δmm′ . Since the contraction between these tensors
and the spherical harmonics produces the MultiSHs [See
Eq. (69)], after factorizing, we obtain

f(x) =
∑
nlL

∑
λµ

[∑
m

Γλµ
lmL(τ)fnlm

]
Rnl(x)Yλµ

lL,τ (x̂) .

(84)
By comparing this expression with that in Eq. (59), we
are able to make the identification

uλµ
nlL =

∑
m

Γλµ
lmL(τ)fnlm , (85)
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which relates the expansion coefficients in terms of the
standard spherical harmonics, fnlm with those over the
MultiSHs, uλµ

nlL. Remarkably, the relation is obtained
through the same contraction that defines the MultiSHs
in the first place [compare with Eq. (69)], and gives a
general recipe to obtain the coefficients uλµ

nlL, once the
coefficients fnlm are known.

6. Parity, Conjugation and Scalar Terms

In this foundational section, we will derive the remain-
ing properties of the coefficients uλµ

nlL. Following the
same approach used to analyse their transformation un-
der rotation [see Eq. (64)], we will be able to derive their
behaviour under inversion and conjugation. All that fol-
lows will be deduced directly from the MultiSHs, with
no prior knowledge of the function f(x) itself and we will
be strictly tied to the transformation character of proper
and pseudo tensors.

Let us begin from the parity of the MultiSHs (trans-
formation under reflection). The transformation rules of
a proper tensor belonging to the space of angular mo-
mentum λ can be inferred by the transformation rule of
a single spherical harmonics. Explicitly we have [47]

Y m
l (−r̂) = (−1)lY m

l (r̂) . (86)

This encodes the fact, for example, that proper scalars
(λ = 0) remain unchanged under inversion, while proper
vectors (λ = 1) change sign. On the contrary, a pseudo-
scalar would have an opposite behaviour, such as the
chirality (a pseudo-scalar, λ = 0, that changes sign un-
der parity transformation) or the cross-product, which
is invariant under inversion despite rotating as a vector
(λ = 1).

Moving to the analogous transformation for the Mul-
tiSHs, Eq. (86) trivially implies that

P̂Yλµ
lL (x̂) = Yλµ

lL (−x̂) = (−1)Σ(l)+λ
(
(−1)λYλµ

lL (x̂)
)
,

(87)
where P̂ is the parity operator. Here, we introduced the
symbols

Σ(l) := l1 + . . .+ lν , (88)

for the sum of the l-s intermediate channels. We casted
have Eq. (87) in a way that allows for a direct comparison
with Eq. (86). The latter has a sign change depending
on the parity sof the angular momentum channel l. A
similar inversion is present for the MultiSHs with respect
to the angular channel λ, but an additional phase factor,
with respect to the parity of the sum Σ(l)+λ, is present.
Intuitively, this shows that whenever this sum is even
the MultiSHs behaves like a proper tensor (in agreement
with the corresponding transformation of the spherical
harmonics). Instead, an odd sum causes an additional

sign change, pointing to a pseudo-tensorial transforma-
tion. We will now briefly prove these statements by ex-
ploiting a scalar contraction of the MultiSHs.

Given the MultiSH Yλµ
lL (x̂), we can perform a scalar

contraction with another spherical harmonics, by means
of the recursion relation (81), projected into the rota-
tionally invariant space. Namely, let us consider the
λ′ = µ′ = 0 components of the higher-order MultiSHs,
given by

Y00
lλLλ(x̂, r̂ν+1) =

(−1)λ√
2λ+ 1

∑
µ

(−1)µYλµ
lL (x̂)Y µ

λ (r̂ν+1),

(89)
obtained from

C00
l1m1l2m2

= δl1l2δm1−m2
(−1)l1−m1/

√
2l1 + 1.

One can directly prove that we are into the rotationally
invariant space, since the rotation property of Eq. (55)
implies that

Y00
lλLλ(R̂x̂, R̂r̂ν+1) = Y00

lλLλ(x̂, r̂ν+1),

obtained from D0∗
00 = 1. If we now perform an inversion

of the frame of reference and use Eq. (87), we will obtain

Y00
lλLλ(−x̂,−r̂ν+1) = (−1)Σ(l)+λ Y00

lλLλ(x̂, r̂ν+1) .

Thus, when the sum Σ(l) + λ is even, we conclude that
the expression above behaves as a scalar. In contrast,
for an odd sum we have a pseudoscalar (because of the
sign change under inversion). Note that, again, Y00

lλLλ

is constructed by contracting Yλµ
lL with a proper tensor

(the spherical harmonics). Therefore, whenever we have
a pseudoscalar (Σ(l) + λ is odd) we must have that Yλµ

lL
is a pseudotensor. Instead, for a scalar (Σ(l)+λ is even)
the multipolar spherical harmonics Yλµ

lL must be a tensor,
as expected.

If we now apply the parity to the MultiSHs when used
to expand a (proper) scalar function f(x̂), its expan-
sion coefficients must satisfy the same transformation of
Eq. (87), namely

uλµ
nlL

P̂−→ (−1)Σ(l)+λ
(
(−1)λuλµ

nlL

)
. (90)

This, combined with Eq. (64) for the transformation un-
der a general rotation, gives the full behaviour of the coef-
ficients for any transformation of the O(3) group, without
any reference to their actual analytical form.

Another important property is the behaviour of the co-
efficients under complex-conjugation. By using the con-
jugation relation for the single spherical harmonics

Y m∗
l (r̂) = (−1)mY −m

l (r̂),

and the relation Clm
l1m1l2m2

= (−1)l1+l2−lCl−m
l1−m1l2−m2

,
we are able to derive an expression for the complex con-
jugate of a MultiSH, namely

Yλµ∗
lL (x̂) = (−1)Σ(l)+λYλ−µ

lL (x̂) .
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Since the function f(x) is real, we obtain that also the
coefficients must satisfy the same relation, namely

uλµ∗
nlL = (−1)Σ(l)+λuλ−µ

nlL . (91)

As we will see in the following section, coefficients that
behave as scalars are at the core of the construction of
ML models for scalar quantities. These coefficients are
obtained by setting λ = µ = 0. Indeed, from Eq. (64),
we know that

u00
nlL

R̂−→ D0∗
00′(R̂)u00

nlL = u00
nlL , (92)

which proves that these coefficients are rotationally in-
variant. Moreover, by combining Eqs. (90) and (91), we
also deduce

u00
nlL

P̂−→ (−1)Σ(l)u00
nlL = u00∗

nlL . (93)

This implies the important result that the rotationally in-
variant coefficients behave like scalars and are real, when
Σ(l) is even. In contrast, when Σ(l) is odd, they behave
like pseudo-scalar, and are imaginary.

With these information at hand, we can now calculate
a λ-SOAP kernel, which is covariant with respect to any
transformation of the group O(3). This is done by fol-
lowing a derivation analogous to the one performed in
section II D 3, with the inclusion of a sum over a parity
inverted density. Since the details of the calculation are
similar to what already shown, here we only mention that
the result is again an inner product, restricted to coeffi-
cients with Σ(l) + λ even. For an explicit derivation we
refer to Appendix B.

We conclude this section by noticing that all the prop-
erties listed above have been derived by investigating only
the analogous properties of the MultiSHs basis, and by
exploiting the fact that ρ⊗ν(x) is a real and scalar func-
tion. Indeed, remarkably, the explicit form of the ex-
pansion coefficients uλµ

nlL is still left completely general.
This proves that, not only adopting the point of view
of the MultiSHs allows one to simplify the investigation
of all the properties of the expansion coefficients, but it
also generalize them, showing how they hold for a general
representation that is not at all linked with a formulation
in terms of atomic densities.

III. THE POWERSPECTRUM, THE
BISPECTRUM AND THE SCALAR KERNEL

Having derived all the transformation rules for the co-
efficients, we are now able to investigate what happens
when we choose a special form for the function f(x).
In particular, we are going to investigate the case when
we have a product function, such as ρ⊗ν . We will show
that this will lead to a straightforward formulation of the
powerspectrum and the bispectrum components, with an
immediate proof of their rotational invariance. More-
over, we will also derive the form of the SOAP-kernel, as

obtained in reference [36]. We anticipate that the only
requirement for the derivations presented in this section
is that the expanded functions are in the form of prod-
ucts, with their explicit form not being relevant. More-
over, this section can be seen as a first application of the
MultiSHs formalism, with the explicit calculation of the
tensors Γ(τ) for various order, ν.

Let us consider again the product ρ⊗ν
i (x). By expand-

ing this function in terms of the standard spherical har-
monics, we obtain the chain of relations

ρ⊗ν
i (x) =

ν∏
α=1

ρi(rα) =

=
∑
nlm

[
ν∏

α=1

ci,nαlαmα
Rnαlα(rα)Y

mα

lα
(r̂α)

]
= (94)

=
∑
nlm

[
ν∏

α=1

ci,nαlαmα

]
Rnl(x)Y

m1

l1
(r̂1) · . . . · Y mν

lν
(r̂ν) .

The first equality just remarks that ρ⊗ν
i (x) is obtained as

a simple product, while in the second we have expanded
each of the constituent functions, ρi(rα), independently.
By comparing this expression with that of a generic func-
tion f(x̂), Eq. (83), we can make the identification

fi,nlm =

ν∏
α=1

ci,nαlαmα
. (95)

Therefore, by using Eq. (85) for the connection between
the coefficients fi,nlm and the MultiSHs’ coefficients,
uλµ
i,nlL, we can write

uλµ
i,nlL =

∑
m

Γλµ
lmL(τ)

ν∏
α=1

ci,nαlαmα
, (96)

where, for the sake of readability, we remark again that

ci,nlm =

∫
dr ρi(r)Rnl(r)Y

m
l (r̂) .

These expressions are among the most useful of this
work, since they establish the connection between the
single-density formalism, incorporated into the coeffi-
cients ci,nlm, and the MultiSHs one. With these for-
mulas in place, we are now in the position to re-derive
the powerspectrum and the bispectrum components by
considering the cases for ν = 2 and ν = 3, respectively.

1. The powerspectrum components

As explicitly stated in the definition of Eq. (10), here
reported for completeness

pi,n1n2l =
∑
m

(−1)mci,n1lmci,n2l−m,
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the powerspectrum components are the rotational invari-
ants obtained from an appropriate contraction of prod-
ucts of two set of coefficients, ci,nlm. Therefore, we ex-
pect them to be related to the rotationally invariant co-
efficients of a MultiSHs formalism, namely the ones sat-
isfying Eq. (92), for ν = 2. Indeed, by using Eq. (96),
the rotationally invariant coefficients read

u00
i,n1n2l1l2 =

∑
m1m2

Γ00
l1m1l2m2

(τ)ci,n1l1m1ci,n2l2m2 . (97)

By selecting the first graph represented in (73), which
corresponds to the tensor Γ(τ1) given in Eq. (71), we
have the simple identification

Γ00
l1m1l2m2

= C00
l1m2l2m2

= δl1l2δm1−m2

(−1)l1−m1

√
2l1 + 1

, (98)

where we have used the explicit expression for the CG
coefficients. By substituting this expression into Eq. (97),
we obtain

u00
i,n1n2l1l2 = δl1l2

(−1)l1√
2l1 + 1

∑
m

(−1)mci,n1l1m1
ci,n2l1−m .

(99)

When we compare this expression with the definition of
the powerspectrum, we obtain

u00
i,n1n2ll′ = δll′

(−1)l√
2l + 1

pi,n1n2l , (100)

namely, the powerspectrum components are nothing but
the scalar coefficients of the ν = 2 case. Thus, not only
the MultiSH formalism leads directly to the expression
for the powerspectrum components, but it also implic-
itly proves their rotational invariance (since those are
scalar components). Moreover, using Eqs. (90) and (91),
respectively for the parity and the conjugation of the
expansion coefficients, we also have the immediate in-
formation that the powerspectrum components are al-
ways scalars and real. In particular, since all this infor-
mations are obtained regardless of the explicit form of
the coefficients ci,nlm, the same conclusion could be ob-
tained from a more generic product function of the form
ρ12(r1, r2) := ρ1(r1)ρ2(r2), namely that obtained by the
product of two different atomic densities. The same will
hold true also for the bispectrum components.

2. The bispectrum components

As the powerspectrum components are obtained by im-
posing rotational invariance to the product of two single-
density expansion coefficients, the bispectrum compo-
nents are connected with the scalar components in the
ν = 3 case. Indeed, by following the same procedure
that led to the powerspectrum components, we can write

the rotationally invariant coefficients as

u00

i,
n1n2n3
l1l2l3

L
(101)

=
∑

m1m2m3

Γ00
l1l2l3

m1m2m3
,L
(τ)ci,n1l1m1ci,n2l2m2ci,n3l3m3 .

Now, by taking Eq. (75) as our choice for the Γ(τ)
tensor and, again, by considering that C00

LMl3m3
=

δLl3δM−m3(−1)l3−m3/
√
2l3 + 1, we obtain

u00

i,
n1n2n3
l1l2l3

L
= δl3L

(−1)l3√
2l3 + 1

(102)

×
∑

m1m2m3

c∗i,n3l3m3
Cl3m3

l1m1l2m2
ci,n1l1m1ci,n2l2m2 .

Here we have used the property c∗i,nlm = (−1)mci,nl−m,
which holds whenever ρ(r) is a scalar function. By com-
paring this expression with the definition of the bispec-
trum components of Eq. (11), we obtain that

u00

i,
n1n2n3
l1l2l3

L
= δl3L

(−1)l3√
2l3 + 1

B
i,
n1n2n3
l1l2l3

, (103)

namely, the bispectrum components are proportional to
the rotationally-invariant coefficients of a MultiSHs ex-
pansion. Thus, also in this case, not only we have derived
the bispectrum components with a straightforward eval-
uation of expansion coefficients of the MultiSHs formal-
ism, but we have also implicitly proved their rotational
invariance. Moreover, given the parity and conjugation
properties of Eqs. (90) and (91), respectively, we have
also obtain the additional information that the bispec-
trum components behave like imaginary pseudo-scalars
when the sum l1+ l2+ l3 is odd, and they are real scalars
when the same sum is even.

The same method can be expanded to any body or-
der of choice. For example, the approach proposed for
the ACE potential for the ν = 4 terms can be obtained
from an evaluation of the rotationally invariant coeffi-
cients with the Γ tensor give by Eq. (78). Furthermore,
the results of reference [44] can be obtained by using the
tensor Γ(τ) from Eq. (80), with the invariants that can
be derived for any ν by evaluating the λ = µ = 0 case
in Eq. (96) (and constraining Σ(l) to be even for the
scalar-real case).

3. The SOAP kernel

Another example of the application of the MultiSH for-
malism is provided in the evaluation of the SOAP kernel.
By using the results of Eq. (62) for λ = 0, we can write
the scalar (SOAP) kernel as

K(ν)(ρ, ρ′) := (K(ν)(ρ, ρ′))000 = 8π2
∑
nlL

u00
nlLv

00∗
nlL .

We are now in the position to study more in detail this
expression and provide more information about this inner
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product. Firstly, by using the conjugation property of
Eq. (91) on the coefficients v, we obtain the expression

K(ν)(ρ, ρ′) = 8π2
∑
nlL

(−1)Σ(l)u00
nlLv

00
nlL , (104)

which holds true for any ν, and includes also pseudo-
scalar components, as one can read from the parity trans-
formation of Eq. (90). From this, and with the results
provided by Eqs. (100) and (103), we can immediately
deduce that the ν = 2 case takes the form

K(2)(ρ, ρ′) =
∑
n1n2l

8π2

2l + 1
pn1n2lp

′
n1n2l , (105)

where pn1n2l and p′n1n2l
are the powerspectrum obtained

from ρ and ρ′ respectively, and where we have used the
fact that the powerspectrum is real. Analogously, for
ν = 3, we obtain

K(3)(ρ, ρ′) =
∑

n1n2n3
l1l2l3

(−1)l1+l2+l3
8π2

2l3 + 1
Bn1n2n3

l1l2l3
B′

n1n2n3
l1l2l3

.

(106)
These expressions reproduce the known results [see Ref-
erence [36] for their derivation in the context of Gaus-
sian atomic densities] that the SOAP kernel can be ob-
tained by weighted inner products of the powerspectrum
and bispectrum components, respectively. However, not
only the MultiSH formalism recovers these results with-
out even taking into account the specific expression for
the density ρ(r), but it also provides a generalization to
any order ν, by means of Eq. (104).

Having recovered most of the descriptors employed in
state-of-the-art ML models, we are now in the position to
discuss the models themselves and to derive a full frame-
work to obtain them. Before proceeding, however, it is
important to remark that the requirement to obtain all
the descriptors introduced above is the fact of dealing
with a product function, ρ⊗ν(x) = ρ(r1) · . . . · ρ(rν), and
nothing more. This implies that the MultiSH formal-
ism, and the corresponding descriptors, are independent
of the specific shape of the atom density, ρi(r). This
means that, in order to construct the product ρ⊗ν , we
can use up to ν different atomic-densities.

IV. ON THE ATOMIC DENSITY

In this section, we are finally going to discuss the ex-
plicit form of the atomic density ρ(r), and that of the
expansion coefficients of ρ⊗ν . We anticipate that such in-
vestigation is not required to derive and investigate the
properties of the expansion coefficients uλµ

nlL. Instead,
this study is necessary only to connect the MultiSH for-
malism to frameworks based on a multi-body expansion.
In particular, the connection will be realised by mean of
an atomic density defined as a sum of Dirac-delta func-
tions.

Let us consider again an atomic density of the form of
Eq. (3), here reported for compleness

ρi(r) =

atoms∑
j

hZjZi
(r− rji) .

By expanding this expression onto an orthonormal radial
basis and spherical harmonics, we obtain the coefficients
ci,nlm of Eq. (7) of the general form

ci,nlm =
∑
j

gnlm(rji;Zj , Zi) , (107)

where gnlm are the expansion coefficients of the functions
h, namely

gnlm(rji;Zj , Zi) =

∫
drhZjZi(r− rji)Rnl(r)Y

m∗
l (r̂) .

(108)
From this expression one can appreciate how the coeffi-
cients depend on the atomic positions, a dependence in-
dicating that they can be further expanded over a radial
basis and spherical harmonics. Moreover, since ρi(r) is a
scalar function, the sum of products

∑
m gnlm(rji)Y

m
l (r̂)

must behave as a scalar. Therefore, we have that the only
possible expansion for such coefficients takes the form

gnlm(rji) = qnl(rji)Y
m∗
l (r̂ji) , (109)

where we have implied the dependence on the atomic
species, and where the functions qnl(rji) are of the form

qnl(rji) :=
1

2l + 1

∫
dr̂ji

∑
m

gnlm(rji)Y
m
l (r̂ji) . (110)

This expression is explicitly derived in Appendix C by
exploiting the orthogonality of the spherical harmonics
and the MultiSHs expansion.

Remarkably, despite the simplicity of this layered ex-
pansion, such an expression has important consequence
when analyzed from MultiSH-formalism point of view.
Indeed, we now have that the coefficients of the atomic
density, ci,nlm, take the form

ci,nlm =
∑
j

qnl(rji)Y
m∗
l (r̂ji) ,

a feature that can be used in Eq. (96) for the expansion
coefficients of ρ⊗ν

i . Explicitly, we obtain

uλµ
i,nlL =

∑
m

Γλµ
lmL(τ)

ν∏
α=1

ci,nαlαmα =

=
∑

j1...jν

qn1l1(rj1) · . . . · qnν lν (rjν )× (111)

×
∑
m

Γλµ
lmL(τ)Y

m1∗
l1

(r̂j1i) · . . . · Y
mν∗
lν

(r̂jν i) .
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By using the definition MultiSHs of Eq. (69) and by ex-
ploting the fact that the tensor Γλµ

lmL(τ) is real, we obtain
the following expression for the coefficients uλµ

i,nlL

uλµ
i,nlL =

∑
j

Qnl(xji)Yλµ∗
lL (x̂ji) , (112)

where, to have a more compact expression, we have in-
troduced the short-hand notation

j := (j1, . . . , jν), and xji := (rj1i, . . . , rjν i)

and the corresponding lengths and directions, encoded in
xji and x̂ji respectively. We have also defined

Qnl(xji) := qn1l1(rj1) · . . . · qnν lν (rjν ) .

The expression in Eq. (112) implies that, regardless of the
explicit form of the localization functions h(r− rji), the
coefficients of the MultiSH expansion are essentially Mul-
tiSHs themselves. We remark that, not only we have just
derived a simple expression for the expansion coefficients
uλµ
i,nlL, but we have also determined that the actual choice

of the localization function h has consequences only on
the radial functions Qnl, and not on the angular part of
the description. Indeed, these are the only terms that ex-
plicitly depend on the actual localization functions cho-
sen to define the local environment described by ρ(r).
Everything else, including the behaviour under rotation,
is fully determined by adopting the general expression of
Eq. (3). It is now important to notice how these con-
clusions agree with our finding on the properties against
rotation, parity and conjugation, of Eqs. (64), (90) and
(91), respectively. Moreover, it also agrees with our dis-
cussion on the active and passive rotations, encoded in
Eq. (66). Indeed, the coefficients uλµ

nlL, being constructed
from the complex conjugate of MultiSHs, transform in a
contravariant way, while their own complex conjugate,
uλµ
nlL, transforms in a fully covariant way. This also jus-

tifies the use of such complex conjugates in Eqs. (13)
and (14). In order to target the covariant components
of a tensor with a linear model, it is necessary to use the
complex conjugate of the coefficients ci,nlm.

An important example for the radial expansion of the
coefficients uλµ

nlL is provided in the case the h functions
are Dirac-deltas, h(r − rji) = δ(r − rji). From these we
have

uλµ
i,nlL

Dirac−δ
=

∑
j

Rnl(xji)Yλµ∗
lL (x̂ji) . (113)

This expression plays a fundamental role in connecting
the MultiSH formalism to the general case of a multi-
body expansion. Indeed, it can be read as the basis for
an expansion in (ν + 1)-body clusters, as done in refer-
ence [44]. We remark again that the choice of the lo-
calization function has an effect only on the radial part
of the expansion coefficients, since the angular part can
always be casted in terms of MultiSHs.

This section concludes our study of the most impor-
tant properties of the expansion of the product density,
ρ⊗ν , in terms of MultiSHs. In doing so, we have suc-
cessfully reproduced all the most wide-used descriptors
of state-of-the-art ML models, and we have been able
to obtain a compact and general derivation for a gen-
eral λ-SOAP kernel. The next section will be devoted
to define a simple strategy to produce a linear model
based on the MultiSH formalism. For this part, we will
explore the connection between the expansion in terms
of the MultiSHs, and cluster-expansion-based schemes.
This will lead to a derivation of the ACE formalism [38]
and to uncover properties of the SNAP [39]. We will also
explore the connection between the MultiSH formalism
and internal-coordinate based representations, reproduc-
ing the MTP [11] and JL formalism [40]. We will con-
clude this work with a section on linear models for co-
variant quantities, which will lead to the derivation of the
basis used in the NICE formalism [46].

V. REPRODUCING LINEAR MODELS:
CONNECTION WITH MULTI-BODY

EXPANSIONS

The aim of this section is to reproduce some of the most
used ML models with the aid of the MultiSH formalism.
In doing so we will provide a straightforward approach
to the construction of linear models, which will show the
connection between the MultiSHs and multi-body expan-
sions. In the next section, following the same derivation
of the JL potential of reference [40], we will derive a gen-
eral framework for the construction of linear models for
scalar quantities. On the one hand, this will allow us to
reproduce the ACE model. On the other hand, it will lay
down the foundations for the investigation of the SNAP.
In particular, in pursuing the connection between SNAP
and the MultiSH formalism, we will show how the SNAP
descriptors do not fully cover the intended rotationally-
invariant space. We will then proceed by exploring the
connection between the MultiSH formalism and internal-
coordinate representations, an analysis that will lead to
a derivation of the MTP and the JLP models.

A. Linear models for scalar quantities: ACE

We will now introduce a general framework for the con-
struction of linear ML potentials. A summary of the
procedure outlined in this section is provided in Fig. 2.
The main hypothesis governing this section is that the
short-ranged contribution to the energy, Eshort, can be
expanded in atom-centered contributions, Ei. Further-
more, we assume a multi-body expansion of each Ei term,
such that we have

Eshort =

atoms∑
i

Ei =
∑
i

∑
ν=0

ε
(ν+1)
i . (114)
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FIG. 2. Schematic of a general cluster-expansion formalism. The left-hand side figure shows the partition of the energy into local
contributions (indicated by i) and body orders (indicated by ν). We can focus our attention on different aspect of this partition
by adopting different factorization: in the top branch, we are considering the different global-body order contributions, while
in the bottom branch we are considering only the local partitioning. The right-hand side panel displays each fundamental term
of the partition. Here, ε(ν+1)

i is further decomposed into (ν + 1)-body potentials, v(ν+1)
i . The potential are then expanded in

terms of the MultiSHs basis. Here we can make the identification with this multi-body expansion and the expansion coefficients
uλµ
nlL of Eq. (113). When looking at the derivation of the properties of the coefficients uλµ

nlL, this bridge between the expansion
of ρ⊗ν(x) and the multi-body formalism is the only instance in which the explicit form of the coefficients uλµ

nlL plays a role.
All the other properties (covariance, parity and conjugation) are directly inherited from the MultiSH formalism itself and the
symmetries of ρ⊗ν(x) (a real and scalar function that allows for product factorization).

Here, (ν+1) indicates the order of the expansion. For ex-
ample, ν = 1 indicates a two-bodies expansion, and ν = 2
indicates a three-bodies expansion, and so on. Practi-
cally, this means that we are assuming that each of the
ε
(ν+1)
i term can be expanded as a sum of (ν + 1)-body

potentials, v(ν+1)
i , such that

ε
(ν+1)
i =

∑
j

v
(ν+1)
i (xji) . (115)

Importantly, we are implying that the dimensionality of
the vector j has to be inferred by the context (the vector
j has length ν and, thus, its length depends on the body
order). To clarify the above expression, let us consider
two examples. The two-body expression (ν = 1) is given
by

ε
(2)
i =

atoms∑
j

v
(2)
i (rji) , (116)

while the four-body (ν = 3) expression is

ε
(4)
i =

atoms∑
j1j2j3

v
(3)
i (rj1i, rj2i, rj3i) . (117)

We remark that a (ν+1)-body order expression is formed
by potentials that depend on ν atomic positions. This
is because all the atomic positions are taken with re-
spect to the central atom i, which acts as the origin of
the local reference frame. Thus, when one also consid-
ers the central atom, the expression above contains in-
formation about (ν + 1) atoms at once. Moreover, as
discussed in reference [38], we will not restrict the sum
over the atomic labels, j. While this will introduce “self-
interacting” terms (when at least two labels refer to the

same atom), we can either assume that such terms are
absorbed in a lower body order, or we can refer to equiv-
alent formulations that show how to produce similar ex-
pressions with restricted summations, see [38].

Now, assuming that the potentials can be expanded
over a radial basis and spherical harmonics, we are in the
condition to perform an expansion in terms of MultiSHs
as

ε
(ν+1)
i =

∑
λµ

∑
nlL

aλµν,nlL

∑
j

Rnl(xji)Yλµ
lL (x̂ji) , (118)

where the coefficients aλµν,nlL are formally obtained
through the integral

aλµν,nlL =

∫
dxjiRnl(xji)Yλµ∗

lL (x̂ji)v
(ν+1)
i (xji) .

If we now compare these expressions with Eq. (113), we
recognize that we are indeed using the expansion coeffi-
cients of the Dirac-delta ρ⊗ν as a multi-body basis. Thus,
we can write

ε
(ν+1)
i =

∑
j

v
(ν+1)
i (xji) =

∑
λµ

∑
nlL

aλµν,nlLu
λµ∗
i,ν,nlL , (119)

where we have explicitly indicated the order ν as a new
index in the expansion coefficients. Finally, we observe
that the terms ε(ν+1)

i are scalars, and therefore invariant
under rotations of the atomic positions. However, not
only we already know how the coefficients uλµ∗

ν,nlL trans-
forms under an active rotation [see Eq. (66)], but we have
already discussed how the only rotationally invariant
terms are obtained for λ = µ = 0 [see Sec. IID 5]. More-
over, as established from the parity transformation of the
expansion coefficients, such coefficients act as scalar (and
are real) only when the sum Σ(l) is even [see Eqs. (88)
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and (90)]. Thus, we deduce that the coefficients aλµν,nlL

have to vanish unless λ = 0, and unless the sum Σ(l) is
an even number. With these constraints, we obtain

ε
(ν+1)
i =

∑′

nlL

aν,nlLu
00
i,ν,nlL, (120)

where we have defined aν,nlL := a00ν,nlL, and the prime
indicates that the sum is constrained to take only cases
for which Σ(l) is even. If we further define

E(ν+1) :=
∑
i

ε
(ν+1)
i ,

then we obtain the following compact expression of a lin-
ear ML model

Eshort =
∑
ν=0

E(ν+1), (121)

with E(ν+1) =
∑′

nlL

aν,nlL

∑
i

u00
i,ν,nlL,

which holds for every body order (ν + 1). We can now
identify this representation with the analogous one of a
general ACE model [38, 43]. Indeed, we have already
proved that, for ν = 2 and ν = 3, the scalar coefficients
u00
i,ν,nlL are proportional to the powerspectrum and the

bispectrum, respectively, as obtained by the ACE for-
malism. However, writing everything in terms of the
MultiSH formalism, not only allows us to automatically
obtain expressions up to any order, but it also provides
access to all the properties derived for the expansion co-
efficients of the MultiSHs, namely Eqs. (64), (66) and
Section II D 5.

B. SNAP and 4D Bispectrum

In this section, we are going to show how we can con-
nect the MultiSHs formalism and the linear model de-
scribed above, with the ones employed in SNAP [36, 39].
This section can be interpreted as an example on how
the framework provided by the MultiSHs can be used
to perform an in-depth investigation of known and well-
established descriptors.

The starting point is to map the 3-dimensional vector
r, onto a 4-dimensional versor, û ∈ S3 ⊂ R4 (here S3 is
the 4-dimensional hypersphere), by mean of a Riemann
map. Explicitly, we have that the atomic density is now
defined as

ρi(r)
r→û−−−→ ρi(û) =

atoms∑
j

fc(rji)δ(û− ûji) , (122)

where fc(rji) is the cut-off function, and with the map
realized by defining the 4-dimensional versor

û :=

(
cos θ0
sin θ0r̂

)
∈ S3 . (123)

Here, the new polar angle, θ0, is defined in terms of the
length of the vector r, as θ0 := 4πr/(3rcut). Now, the new
density ρ(û) can be expanded over the hyper-spherical
harmonics (HSH) [53], which are the 4-dimensional coun-
terpart of the standard spherical harmonics. Therefore,
we obtain

ρi(û) =
∑

l=0, 12 ,1,···

2l + 1

16π2

∑
mm′

ci,lmm′U l
mm′(û) , (124)

where U l
mm′(û) are the HSHs, and where we have intro-

duced the factor (2l+1)/16π2, since the HSHs U l
mm′ are,

in general, not normalized. We also remark that the sum
over l runs over half-integer values. Here, the expansion
coefficients are given by

ci,lmm′ =

∫
du ρi(û)U

l∗
mm′(û) . (125)

At this point, it is important to point out that the HSH
can be defined in a multitude of ways from the stan-
dard spherical harmonics, as shown in reference [54]. We
firstly investigate the construction of reference [36], which
utilises the so-called parabolic-type HSH [53]. There, the
4-dimensional analogous of the bispectrum components
is given by

Bi,ll1l2 :=
∑
mm′

c∗i,lmm′ (126)

×
∑

m1m
′
1

m2m
′
2

H lmm′

l1m1m′
1l2m2m′

2
ci,lm1m′

1
ci,lm2m′

2
,

where the contraction tensor H is defined as the product
of two CG coefficients, namely

H lmm′

l1m1m′
1l2m2m′

2
:= Clm

l1m1l2m2
Clm′

l1m′
1l2m

′
2
. (127)

As proved in reference [36], these bispectrum compo-
nents are invariant under rotations acting on the full 4-
dimensional space. Finally, the SNAP model introduced
in reference [39] is obtained as a linear model over the
bispectrum components and targeting the energy Eshort.
Explicitly

Eshort ≃ ESNAP =
∑
ll1l2

all1l2

atoms∑
i

Bi,ll1l2 . (128)

With the definition of SNAP in place, the MultiSHs for-
malism will provide the tools to further investigate the
properties of this model.

1. Hypothesis and approximations behind the SNAP

We start our discussion by writing an explicit formula
for the bispectrum components obtained from the density
of Eq. (122). In order to keep the expressions as compact
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as possible, we will employ all the short-hands defined in
Sections II D and IV. We also define

ŷji := (ûj1i, ûj2i, ûj3i) ,

as the collection of three 4-dimensional versors corre-
sponding to three atoms in the local environment of the
i-th one. With these definitions, the bispectrum compo-
nents can be written as

Bi,ll1l2 ∝
atoms∑
j1j2j3

[
3∏

α=1

fc(rjαi)

]
bi,ll1l2(ŷji) , (129)

with

bi,l1l2l3(ŷji) :=
∑
mm′

U l1
m1m′

1
(ûj1i) (130)

×
∑

m1m
′
1

m2m
′
2

H lmm′

l1m1m′
1l2m2m′

2
U l2∗
m2m′

2
(ûj2i)U

l3∗
m3m′

3
(ûj3i) .

The proportionality in Eq. (129) is resolved by means
of coefficients of the form of (2l + 1)/16π2, which are
unessential for the present discussion.

We can now follow the same derivation presented in
Section V A, in order to partition the energy in multi-
body contributions. In particular, we can consider the
four-body term (ν = 3) as

ε
(4)
i =

∑
j1j2j3

v
(4)
i (ŷji) ,

where the terms v(4)i now depend on three 4-dimensional
versors. We can now proceed by assuming that we can
expand the terms v

(4)
i (ŷji) as

v
(4)
i (ŷji) =

[
3∏

α=1

fc(rjαi)

](∑
l

albi,l(ŷji)

)
, (131)

for some coefficients al. This can be regarded as the main
hypothesis behind the SNAP model. Finally, inserting
this expression back into the definition of ε(4)i , we obtain

ε
(4)
i =

∑
l

alBi,l ,

where all the unessential factors have been absorbed by
re-defining the coefficients al. By using the same formal-
ism of Eq. (121), this implies that we can read the SNAP
model from the point of view of a multi-body framework
as

E(4) =
∑
i

ε
(4)
i =

∑
l

al
∑
i

Bi,l = ESNAP.

This approach to the SNAP model provides two ad-
vantages. The first one is that we can clearly see how
the SNAP is tailored to target four-body contributions

to a potential energy surface. The second, and most im-
portant observation, arises from the expansion assumed
in Eq. (131). In particular, if we neglect the role of the
products of cut-off functions, the main hypothesis is that
the terms bi,l are able to expand a scalar function that
depends on the versors ŷji. If we indicate with f(ŷji)
such general function, this will admit an expansion over
products of HSHs as

f(ŷji) =
∑
l

flmm′U l1
m1m′

1
(ûj1i)U

l2
m2m′

2
(ûj2i)U

l3
m3m′

3
(ûj3i).

Thus, for an expansion in terms of bi,l to be generally
valid, there must exist a unitary matrix that allows to
write the scalar components of this expansion as a linear
combination of the bi,l(ŷji). By comparing the expansion
in terms of HSH with the explicit expression for bi,l pro-
vided in Eq. (130), we further notice that the tensor H
must be the required unitary matrix. However, as shown
in Eq. (127), this tensor is not orthogonal with respect
to a contraction of the indexes (lmm′), and thus is not
unitary (in other words, they do not satisfy a property,
which is analogous to Eq. (82)). This proof by contra-
diction shows that, while an expansion such as the one
of Eq. (131) is surely possible, it is not general, and does
not span the full rotationally-invariant sub-space.

On the one hand, obtaining generalized CG-coefficients
covering the entirety of the invariant sub-space is beyond
the scope of this work. On the other hand, the MultiSH
formalism provides yet another proof that there are por-
tions of the invariant space not explored by the SNAP’s
bispectrum components. In particular, we will now show
how to explicitly connect the SNAP formalism with a
MultiSH expansion.

2. SNAP in terms of MultiSHs

We will now apply the MultiSHs formalism to an inves-
tigation of the SNAP formalism. This section will show
how choosing this basis greatly simplifies the investiga-
tions taken in the previous sections. Let us start again
from the atomic density ρi(û) of Eq. (122) and its expan-
sion in terms of HSHs. The following treatment can be
greatly simplified, if instead of using the parabolic-type
HSHs, U l

mm′ , we use the so-called spherical -type HSHs,
Yλlm(û) from the work of Meremianin [53]. The two set
of HSH, being two basis spanning the same space, are
related by the unitary transformations


Uλ
µµ′(û) =

2λ∑
l=0

l∑
m=−l

√
2l + 1

2λ+ 1
Cλµ′

λµlmYλlm(û),

Yλlm(û) =

√
2l + 1

2λ+ 1

λ∑
µν=−λ

Cλµ′

λµlmUλ
µµ′(û),

(132)

and so, any result obtained for the spherical-type HSHs,
can always be casted in terms of parabolic-type ones.
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The advantage of adopting the spherical-type HSHs can
be appreciated from their explicit definition

Yλlm(û) = (−i)l
√

4π

2λ+ 1
χλ
l (2θ0)Y

m
l (r̂) .

Here, χλ
l are the generalised characters of the O(3) ro-

tation group, see [47, 53], and Y m
l (r̂) are the standard

spherical harmonics. We remark that, even if this def-
inition neglects the normalization of the basis, we will
not consider the unessential normalization constants. If
we now compare this expression with the standard basis,
Rnl(r)Yml(r̂), used throughout this work, we can imme-
diately recognize that this construction can be read in
terms of the choice of a specific radial basis. More specif-
ically,

Rnl(r)
n↔λ←−−→
r↔θ0

(−i)l
√

4π

2λ+ 1
χλ
l (2θ0) ,

where this identification has been induced by the Rie-
mann map (note that we will not investigate the conse-
quences of having a complex radial function, but all the
derivations and the properties of this paper should be
modified accordingly). With this identification we can
now apply all the tools and results derived for the gen-
eral MultiSH formalism, in particular, the considerations
about the rotationally invariant terms.

For example, from Eqs. (102) and (103), we can im-
mediately write the standard, 3-dimensional, bispectrum
components as

B
i,λ1λ2λ3

l1l2l3

∝
∑

m1m2m3

u∗
i,λ3l3m3

Cl3m3

l1m1l2m2
ui,λ1l1m1ui,λ2l2m2 ,

(133)
where

ui,λlm ∝
∫

dû ρi(û)Y
∗
λlm(û) .

Moreover, by writing these bispectrum components in
terms of the parabolic HSH and by using Eq. (132), we
write

B
i,λ1λ2λ3

l1l2l3

∝
∑
µ3µ′

3

c∗i,λ3µ3µ′
3

∑
µ1µ

′
1

µ2µ
′
2

Cλlµµ′ci,λ1µ1µ′
1
ci,λ2µ2µ′

2
,

where the expansion coefficients, ci,λµµ′ , are given by
Eq. (125), and where the coupling tensor is given by

Cλlµµ′ := C
λ3µ

′
3

λ3µ3l3m3
Cl3m3

l1m1l2m2
C

λ3µ
′
3

λ1µ1l1m1
C

λ2µ
′
2

λ2µ2l2m2
.

We can finally compare this result with the 4-
dimensional bispectrum components of Eq. (126) and
with the corresponding coupling tensor, H, of Eq. (127).
From this comparison we can draw two conclusions. The
first one confirms the findings of the last paragraph: in-
deed, the bispectrum components obtained here are in-
variant under any rotation of the 3-dimensional space.

However, such rotations can always be represented as
particular rotations in the 4-dimensional space. Since the
tensor Cλlµµ′ cannot be generally obtained by means of
a contraction of the tensor H of Eq. 127, the compo-
nents obtained here cannot be derived from the ones of
the 4-dimensional bispectrum of Eq. (126). This pro-
vides another proof of the fact that the SNAP formula-
tion does not include all the possible scalars, since it is
already lacks those related with standard 3-dimensional
rotations. The second conclusion is that the compact-
ness of the SNAP model is obtained by enforcing a
non-physical invariance under rotation of the entire 4-
dimensional space. Indeed, the three-dimensional bis-
pectrum components obtained here, still necessitates of
six indexes in the expansion, since they enforce rotational
invariance with respect to standard 3-dimensional rota-
tions. In contrast, the 4-dimensional bispectrum com-
ponents are defined only in terms of three indexes, be-
cause of the additional invariance constraint under rota-
tions around the unphysical 4-dimensional axis. While
it is true that the presence of the cut-off functions in
Eq. (129) breaks this symmetry, it also implies that the
cut-off functions provide enough descriptive power to ex-
press the dependence of the potentials v(4)i on the atomic
distances. This strong requirement is, generally, not sat-
isfied.

C. Connection with internal-coordinates
representations

In the last section we have derived the SNAP formal-
ism and, with the aid of the general MultiSH expansion,
we have also been able to investigate its shortcomings
(the presence of uncovered portions of the rotationally-
invariant space) and its advantages (such as the com-
pactness of the representation). In this section we are
going to investigate the connection between a MultiSHs
representation and one written in terms of internal coor-
dinates. Since this will be performed for the prediction
of scalar quantities only, and in a multi-body expansion
framework, we will exploit the construction presented in
Section VA. In particular, we will firstly derive a connec-
tion between the MTP formalism [11], and then we will
conclude by discussing the JLP formalism [40].

The assumptions for both MTP and JLP are the same
as those introduced in Section V A. However, there is
a difference in the quantities expanded. In the Multi-
SHs expansion, we first expand over a general basis and
then we project onto the scalar sub-space. When using
internal coordinates, instead, we first select rotationally-
invariant degrees of freedom, and then we perform the ex-
pansion. Given that any invariant constructed from the
set of versors {r̂ji} can be written in terms of linear com-
binations of powers of the scalar products, {(r̂ji · r̂ki)},
only [see reference [55] for a treatment on the fundamen-
tal theorem of invariant theory], then, from Eq. (115) we
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can write

ε
(ν+1)
i =

∑
j

v
(ν+1)
i (xji) =

∑
j

v
(ν+1)
i (xji, sji) . (134)

Here, the sji’s describe the set of all scalar products that
can be constructed from the atomic versors x̂ji, namely

sji := ((r̂j1i · r̂j2i), (r̂j1i · r̂j3i), . . . , (r̂jν−1i · r̂jν i)) .

As clear by the fact that we can construct ν(ν + 1)/2
unique scalar products out of ν versors, considering all
these scalar products produces a strongly redundant de-
scription already for relatively small ν. For this reason,
employing a representation in terms of scalar products
is unfeasible already for ν ≥ 6. However, for smaller
values, such representation is a valid alternative to the
MultiSHs one. Moreover, since the two descriptions span
the same space, there must exist a unitary matrix con-
necting the two. In other words, the following methods
are, fundamentally, a change of basis from the MultiSHs
framework.

1. The Moments Tensor Potential

In the MTP formalism, the expansion of v(ν+1)
i is per-

formed in terms of a polynomial expansion over the scalar
products. Thus, essentially, this formalism is obtained by
adopting the expansion

v
(ν+1)
i (xji, sji) =

∑
nα

anαRn(xji)Mα(sji) ,

where we introduce the polynomial basis

Mα(sji) := (r̂j1i · r̂j2i)α12(r̂j1i · r̂j3i)α13

× . . .× (r̂jν−1i · r̂jν i)αν−1,ν ,

and where α is the matrix containing the exponents of
the polynomial expansion (note that the sum on α runs
over all the possible exponents of the expansion). It is
worth to stress that in this context the radial and the
angular part are disentangled. Following the same steps
of Section V A, we can also cast the MTP into the simple
form of Eq. (121) as

EMTP
short =

∑
ν=0

E(ν+1), (135)

with E(ν+1) =
∑
nα

aν,nα

∑
i

∑
j

Rn(xji)Mα(sji).

We conclude this section by remarking again that,
since the MultiSHs framework spans the entirety of the
rotationally invariant space, then there must exist a con-
nection between the MTP and a MultiSH-based one. In
other words, it is possible to write

Mα(sji) =
∑
lL

Uα
lLY00

lL(x̂ji) , (136)

with

Uα
lL =

∫
dx̂jiMα(sji)Y00∗

lL (x̂ji) . (137)

Note that, not only we know that the scalar space (λ =
µ = 0) is enough to represent Mα, as expected when
describing a scalar quantity, but also that the sum Σ(l)
must be even (see Eq. (88)), since all the scalar products
are invariant under inversion [See Section II D 5]. Indeed,
an explicit evaluation of the integral above reveals that
it is zero, whenever the sum Σ(l) is odd.

2. Jacobi-Legendre Potential

Our JLP [40] follows the same overall approach of the
MTP, but with a larger emphasis on the choice of the ra-
dial basis, and with an expansion in terms of the Legen-
dre polynomials, Pγ [see Ref. [56]], in place of the powers
of scalar products (we use the unusual index γ to differen-
tiate with the approach in terms of MultiSHs). Indeed,
it is known that any power of scalar products, can be
written as a linear combination of Legendre polynomials
as

(r̂ji · r̂ki)α =
∑

l=α,α−2,...

dαγPγ(r̂ji · r̂ki), (138)

with the specific form of dαγ given in Reference [56]. This
means that the expansion proposed for the MTP, can yet
again be re-casted as

v
(ν+1)
i (xji, sji) =

∑
nγ

anγRn(xji)Pγ(sji) , (139)

where

Pγ(sji) := Pγ12
(r̂j1i · r̂j2i)Pγ13

(r̂j1i · r̂j3i)
× . . .× Pγν−1,ν (r̂jν−1i · r̂jν i) .

Similarly the case of the matrix α, the matrix γ is the
collection of all the indexes of the Legendre polynomials.

As previously mentioned, a great focus of the JLP lies
in the optimization of the radial basis. We will briefly
investigate the property of this construction, since it is
independent from the angular part of the expansion and,
thus, can be used also in any other formalism of choice,
including the MultiSHs framework.

As the name of the potential suggests, in the JLP the
radial dependence is obtained by expanding over Jacobi
polynomials, P (α,β) (note that the α used here is dif-
ferent from the one used in relation to the MTP). In
particular, for each fixed choice of α, β > −1, the Ja-
cobi polynomials form a complete and orthogonal set in
the interval [−1, 1], with respect to the weight function
wαβ(x) = (1− x)α(1 + x)β . This allows one to explicitly
optimize the radial basis, by optimizing α and β, with-
out assuming any specific fixed form. The cosine map,
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defined as

σji = σ(rji; rcut) := cos

(
π
rji
rcut

)
,

allows us to map each length rji onto the interval [−1, 1],
so that the expansion over the Jacobi polynomials can
take place. An interesting property of this expansion is
that, since the Legendre polynomials are obtained from
the Jacobi polynomials by setting α = β = 0, it retains
a degree of homogeneity in the basis used. We can also
draw similarities with the SNAP potential, where the ra-
dial dependence is mapped onto a 4-dimensional hyper-
axis [see Section VB]. Indeed, we can see how using this
map is almost identical to the cos(θ0) term of the Rie-
mann map of Eq. (123), but for a different scaling factor.
Namely, we could interpret this approach as a projection
on an hyper-axis. With this construction in place, we
have that Eq. (139) becomes

v
(ν+1)
i (xji, sji) =

∑
nγ

anγP(α,β)
nji Pγ(sji) , (140)

where we have used the short-hand notation

P(α,β)
nji := P (α,β)

n1
(σj1i)× · · · × P (α,β)

nν
(σjν i) , (141)

for the product of ν Jacobi polynomials.
Another result of the JLP is the development of a

straightforward constraining procedure for the v
(ν+1)
i

terms, which impacts the properties of the basis and of
the potentials itself. For example, contrary to most of
the other methods that manually include a cut-off radius
in the definition of the basis, the JLP is obtained by con-
straining directly the expansion coefficients anγ . A spe-
cific derivation of this constraining procedure is beyond
the scope of this work. Nevertheless, it is worth to note
that this treatment has the two advantages. Firstly, it
does not assume any specific form of the cut-off function,
and secondly it has of a strict separation of the expression
of the v

(ν+1)
i , for different ν. However, this last obser-

vation also implies that significant care must be taken,
when considering unrestricted sums over all the possible
atomic labels j since, in this case, self-interacting terms
are not easily re-absorbed by the expansions at lower ν.
For a detailed treatment of the linearization procedure
with this added constraints, we refer to the original work
[40].

Now that the full basis has been defined, and following
again the procedure outlined in Section VA, the JLP
model takes the compact form

EJLP
short =

∑
ν=0

E(ν+1), (142)

with E(ν+1) =
∑
nγ

aν,nγ

∑
i

∑
j

P(α,β)
nji Pγ(sji) .

We conclude this final sub-section by mentioning that
the connection between the JLP formalism and the Mul-
tiSHs is even more pronounced, because of the addition

theorem for spherical harmonics [47]

Pγ(r̂1 · r̂2) =
4π

2γ + 1

γ∑
µ=−γ

(−1)µY µ
γ (r̂1)Y

−µ
γ (r̂2)

= (−1)γ 4π√
2γ + 1

Y00
γγ(r̂1, r̂2) . (143)

This expression shows the connection between the Leg-
endre polynomials and the BipoSHs. By the same ar-
guments presented in the MTP model, it is possible to
express the Jacobi-Legendre basis in terms of the Multi-
SHs one by evaluating

Pγ(sji) =
∑
lL

V γ
lLY

00
lL(x̂ji) , (144)

where

V α
lL =

∫
dx̂ji Pγ(sji)Y00∗

lL (x̂ji) . (145)

From Eq. (143) we can deduce that the integral above
can be casted as products of MultiSHs only, making its
evaluation straightforward (although tedious). Moreover,
since Eq. (138) determines the tensor connecting the JLP
representation with the MTP one, we are also able to
determine the tensor Uα

lL of Eq. (136), connecting the
MTP with the MultiSHs formalism, by means of V α

lL.
This allows to obtain analytical expressions that bridge
the gap between a representation in terms of MultiSHs,
and the analogous one in terms of internal coordinates.

VI. LINEAR MODELS FOR COVARIANT
QUANTITIES

In the previous section we have discussed how to derive
linear models for scalar quantities by means of multi-
body expansion, with a focus on models for the short-
ranged contribution to the energy, Eshort. In doing so,
we have constrained the expansion to admit only scalar
coefficients. In this section we will investigate the conse-
quences of abandoning such constraints. In other words,
we will derive the general expression for linear models
that target the harmonic components of a tensor T . The
assumption underlying this section will be, again, the
short-ranged nature of the terms involved in this repre-
sentation, the partitioning of the tensor in atomic con-
tributions, Ti, and the further partition on multi-body
order terms τ

(ν+1)
i . Explicitly, we will assume that the

harmonic components of the tensor T can be written as

Tλµ =

atoms∑
i

Ti,λµ =
∑
i

∑
ν=0

τ
(ν+1)
i,λµ , (146)

where τ (ν+1)
i,λµ represents the local (ν+1)-body term. Since

the procedure is the same of the one of Section V A, we
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can obtain an expression for these terms from Eq. (119).
Indeed, the expansion in terms of MultiSHs is given by

τ
(ν+1)
i,λµ =

∑
nlL

aλν,nlLu
λµ∗
i,ν,nlL . (147)

We can now make two observations. Firstly, similarly
to the λ = µ = 0 constraint of the scalar case, here
we consider only the (λµ) components of the MultiSHs
expansion, since they are the ones that follow the re-
quired transformation rules. Moreover, because the cor-
rect rotational properties are already fully encoded into
uλµ∗
i,ν,nlL, then the coefficients aλµν,nlL cannot participate in

the mixing of the magnetic number µ. Explicitly, this im-
plies that these coefficients cannot depend on µ, namely
aλµν,nlL = aλν,nlL.

Finally, by defining T (ν+1) :=
∑

i τ
(ν+1)
i , we obtain

the following general form of a linear model that targets
the covariant components of the tensor T

Tλµ =
∑
ν=0

T
(ν+1)
λµ , (148)

with T
(ν+1)
λµ =

∑
nlL

aλν,nlL

∑
i

uλµ∗
i,ν,nlL .

This model encompasses the same basis used in refer-
ence [46] for the NICE model. Indeed, an example is
provided by using the explicit definition of the expansion
coefficients uλµ∗

i,ν,nlL of Eq. (113), and the Γ(τ1) tensor
from Eq. (71). In this case (ν = 2), we derive∑

i

uλµ∗
i,2,n1n2l1l2

=
∑
i

∑
j1j2

Rn1l1(rj1i)Rn2l2(rj2i) (149)

×
∑

m1m2

Cλµ
l1m1l2m2

Y m1

l1
(r̂j1i)Y

m2

l2
(r̂j2i) .

This is indeed the same contraction of the NICE basis
for the

∣∣ρ⊗2
〉

case (while the radial part is generally rep-
resented from the point of view of an expansion of Gaus-
sians), with the covariant behaviour fully expressed by
the contraction with the CG coefficient. Importantly,
this model can be seen as a generalization of the scalar
one of Eq. (121), since the former reduces to the latter
when λ = µ = 0.

We conclude this investigation by mentioning that
we can impose further constraints on the general linear
model introduced above by investigating the nature of
the target tensor, T . Indeed, following the discussion on
the parity of the coefficients uλµ

ν,nlL, see Eq. (90), we have
that, when the sum Σ(l) + λ is even, the coefficients be-
have as the components of a tensor. Conversely, when
Σ(l) + λ is odd, the coefficients behave as the compo-
nents of pseudo-tensors. Thus, whenever T is a tensor
or a pseudo-tensor, we can constraint the sum over l to
values for which Σ(l) + λ is even or odd, respectively.

1. Symmetries reduction

In this conclusive section, we will investigate the conse-
quences following the choice of different coupling schemes
for the linear model of Eq. (148). Being the scalar model
a particular case a tensorial one, it should be noted that
what follows holds also for all the models examined in
Sections (V A) and (VB). Here we will obtain results
similar to the lexicographic ordering obtained in refer-
ence [38, 43], but generalized to the tensorial case. More-
over, the construction presented here will partially ad-
dress the removal of the redundancies in linear models,
investigated previously for the scalar [57] and tensorial
[46] case.

Here, consistently with the message of this entire work,
we will investigate the property of the basis only, with
no reference to the explicit form of the function ρ⊗ν(x)
except for the fact that it is symmetric. Moreover, the
results obtained in this section will show that a similar
ordering is not valid only for scalar models, but can be
adopted also when targeting tensors.

We have already discussed how MultiSHs can be con-
structed by means of different coupling schemes (or
trees), and that each coupling scheme produces a valid
MultiSHs basis. Therefore there must always exist a
change of basis between coupling schemes. Let us con-
sider a fixed coupling scheme, τ0. With this coupling, the
density ρ⊗ν is expanded as

ρ⊗ν(x) =
∑
λµ

∑
nlL

uλµ
nlL,τ0

Rnl(x)Yλµ
lL,τ0

(x̂) . (150)

Now, we assume that the density ρ⊗ν is a symmetric
function, which means that it is invariant under a per-
mutation of its arguments. If we indicate with σ̂ a general
permutation, then we have ρ⊗ν(σ̂x) = ρ⊗ν(x). By ex-
panding the function with permuted arguments, we write

ρ⊗ν(σ̂x) =
∑
λµ

∑
nL

uλµ
nlL,τ0

Rnl(σ̂x)Yλµ
lL,τ0

(σ̂x̂) . (151)

Since the function Rnl is a simple product of radial func-
tions, the permutation can be passed over the indexes.
Indeed, for example, if σ̂ swaps the first two arguments,
we have

Rnl(σ̂x) = Rn1n2...nν
l1l2...lν

(r2, r1, r3, . . . , rν) =

= Rn2n1...nν
l2l1...lν

(r1, r2, r3, . . . , rν) = Rσ̂n,σ̂l(x) ,

where, in the last equality we have used the definition of
Eq. (57) to swap the indexes.

The situation is different for the MultiSHs, since they
are not obtained by mean of simple products. However,
we can observe that permuting the arguments of a Mul-
tiSH is equivalent to simultaneously adopting a different
coupling scheme and permuting the indexes of the l chan-
nels. This can be seen graphically. For example, if σ̂
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swaps the first and third arguments, we have

,

where, for graphical reasons, we consider the ν = 4 case
and where we have adopted the same coupling scheme
of Eq. (79). The prefactor is induced by the change of
order of the labels in the graph and is caused by the fact
that the CG coefficients are not symmetric, as we already
observed in Section (II B). Importantly, we observe that
the order of the versors r̂1, . . . , r̂4, has been restored to
the one before the permutation. Since a similar construc-
tion can be done for any order and coupling scheme, then
we have that a general permutation σ̂ always induces a
change of coupling scheme and of label ordering, namely

Yλµ
lL,τ0

(σ̂x̂) = dlLYλµ
σ̂l,L,τ(σ̂)(x̂) ,

where the prefactor dlL takes the value +1 or −1, and
where τ(σ̂) is the new coupling tree induced by the per-
mutation σ̂.

As we have already observed, two coupling schemes,
τ1 and τ2 are always related to each other by a unitary
matrix. We indicate with W (τ1, τ2) the matrix trans-
forming from the coupling τ1 to τ2. From this discussion,
we deduce that there must exist a matrix W (τ(σ̂), τ0),
connecting the coupling scheme induced by the permuta-
tion σ̂, here denoted with τ(σ̂), with the initial coupling
scheme τ0. Therefore, we must have

Yλµ
σ̂l,L,τ(σ̂)(x̂) =

∑
L′

(W (τ(σ̂), τ0))
λµ
σ̂l,LL′ Yλµ

σ̂l,L′,τ0
(x̂) .

We will not investigate the explicit expression of this gen-
eral matrix, since it is irrelevant to our discussion. In-
stead we to refer to [47] for the analytical form of the ma-
trices that realize the connection between different cou-
pling schemes. We just mention here that such matrices
are proportional to 3nj-Wigner symbols.

If we now insert these results back into ρ⊗ν(σ̂x), we
obtain

ρ⊗ν(σ̂x) =
∑
λµ

∑
nL′

[∑
L

dlLW (τ(σ̂), τ0)
λµ
σ̂l,LL′u

λµ
nlL,τ0

]
×Rσ̂n,σ̂l(x)Yλµ

σ̂l,L′,τ0
(x̂) .

However, since ρ⊗ν is symmetric, then this expression is
equivalent to the standard expansion of ρ⊗ν . Therefore,

it must hold that

uλµ
nlL,τ0

=
∑
L′

dlL′W (τ(σ̂), τ0)
λµ
l,L′Lu

λµ
σ̂−1n,σ̂−1l,L′,τ0

,

or, equivalently

uλµ
σ̂n,σ̂lL,τ0

=
∑
L′

dlL′W (τ(σ̂−1), τ0)
λµ
l,L′Lu

λµ
nlL′,τ0

. (152)

We have already seen examples of these relations in
Eqs. (34) and (48), for the BipoSHs and TripoSHs, re-
spectively.

Crucially, Eq. (152) shows that the coefficients ob-
tained by applying a simultaneous permutation to the
set of indexes n and l can be always written as a lin-
ear combination of the coefficients with un-permuted in-
dexes. Moreover, the linear combination is realised by a
summation over the intermediate channels, L, only. In
other words, the expansion coefficients obtained by per-
muting the indexes of known coefficients, do not carry
any additional information. This observation has impor-
tant consequences for the linear models of the form of
Eq. (148). Indeed, given the linear relation of Eq. (152),
the full information carried from the expansion coeffi-
cients is encoded in terms satisfying a lexicographic or-
der of the indexes (nα, lα). Thus, the linear model for
tensors becomes

Tλµ =
∑
ν=0

T
(ν+1)
λµ , (153)

with T
(ν+1)
λµ =

ordered∑
nl

∑
L

aλν,nlL

∑
i

uλµ∗
i,ν,nlL ,

where the first sum runs over the lexicographically or-
dered pairs (n1l1) ≥ (n2l2) ≥ . . . ≥ (nν lν).

The derivation proposed here leads us to a few obser-
vations. Firstly, we note again that this results is an
extension of the one introduced in reference [43] for the
case of scalar functions, but adapted to encompass also
the case of linear-covariant models. The difference be-
tween this approach and the one used in previous works
is that here we never use the explicit form of the ex-
pansion coefficients uλµ∗

i,ν,nlL. Instead, our derivation is
based on the property of the radial and MultiSHs basis
only. With this in mind, we are able to appreciate that
the only necessary requirement is the symmetry of the
function ρ⊗ν . Moreover, the results of this section aim
to remove unnecessary redundancies in the expansion, in
the same spirits of the observation done for the NICE
framework [46], and in reference [57].

However, this general construction shows that it is not
possible to have a general recipe to remove the redun-
dacies over intermediate channels, L, as clear from the
summation of Eq. (152). In fact, the explicit form of such
redundancies depends on the chosen coupling scheme.
Luckily, from this derivation, we deduce that if ρ⊗ν is not
symmetric, namely it is not obtained by taking products
of the same function ρ(r), but instead it is derived from
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products of ν different atomic densities, then the permu-
tational symmetry will be broken. This can be achieved
by considering different radial functions only. Indeed, in
Section IV we have already proved that for a ν-points
density, obtained from the product of densities of the
form of Eq. (3), taking different localization functions
affects only the radial basis and not the MultiSHs one.
Since in such representation each pair of indexes (nα, lα)
carries information, not only we naturally suppress the
redundancies, but one could also argue that more infor-
mation is incorporated in the fingerprints. We will refer
to a study of such breaking of the symmetries in future
works.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

In this work we have carried out an in-depth inves-
tigation and analysis of the most successful and well-
know ML descriptors from the vantage point provided by
choosing the MultiSHs as a multi-points angular basis.

Typically, one approaches the investigation of the de-
scriptors from the explicit construction of the expansion
coefficients with respect to a radial basis and spherical
harmonics. This leads to a bottom-up approach in deriv-
ing and enforcing the required transformation behavior
under rotation or inversion of the atoms in the system.
Instead, by following a top-down strategy that takes into
account only the notion of the multi-point basis provided
by the MultiSHs, here have we deduced all the required
properties directly from the basis, with almost no notion
of the nature of the expansion coefficients. In doing so,
we have proved that one can deduce all the properties
of interest by enforcing only two conditions, namely the
orthogonality of the basis and its fixed behaviour under
rotations. From these properties, and with no under-
lying assumption on the explicit form of the expansion
coefficients, we have been able to obtain their behavior
under rotation, under conjugation and under inversion.
Regarding the inversion, we have obtained a full charac-
terization of their behaviour as proper or pseudo objects.

As a main result, we have disentangled the nature of
the coefficients from their transformation under these op-
erations. On the one hand, this extends all the tech-
niques and tools tailored on the atomic density to any
other scalar function of choice, allowing for a straight-
forward applications to cases in which the underlying
function is not necessarily the standard atomic density
(for example, further applications could include our spin-
powerspectrum [18]). On the other hand, we have shown
how a basis-centric approach leads to a major simplifi-
cation of the analytical calculations, such as for the case
of the λ-SOAP kernel. Indeed, we have also shown that
a compact and general inner product form of this kernel
could be achieved by using only the orthogonality and the
rotational behaviour of the MultiSHs, in no more than a
few lines of elementary algebraic manipulations.

As a further example of a formulation constructed

around the MultiSHs, we have shown how the very defini-
tion of powerspectrum and bispectrum could be obtained
directly from the MultiSHs formalism, with a built-in
proof of their rotational invariance. In this derivation,
we have pointed out that these properties (and their own
definition) are linked only to the separability of the ex-
panded function in products of single-center functions.
This effectively unveils the real underlying hypothesis be-
hind the definition of such descriptors.

With the full framework in place and thoroughly inves-
tigated, we have then been able to derive the entire ACE
formalism (up to any body order), by imposing a Dirac-
delta form of the atomic density. Remarkably, this is the
only instance throughout this work, where we have inves-
tigate a specific form of the expansion coefficients, despite
having already derived all their transformation rules. As
another example of the vantage point provided by the
MultiSHs, we have pointed out the shortcomings of the
SNAP (with its inability to explore the entire rotation-
ally invariant space), while investigating the advantages
provided by its compactness. This has led us to explore
the straightforward extension of the MultiSHs formalism
to a linear model for (covariant) tensorial quantities.

Finally, we have concluded our investigations by an-
alyzing the redundancies arising from descriptors based
on symmetric functions. In particular, by exploiting the
connection between different MultiSHs provided by the
theory of re-coupling of angular momenta, we have pro-
vided a clear representation of these redundancies not
only for the scalar case, but also for the descriptors of
covariant quantities. Importantly, since we have identi-
fied the origin of these redundancies as associated to the
symmetry of the expanded function, we have obtained
another confirmation that a representation in terms of
MultiSHs can be greatly informative. Furthermore, we
have proved that the use of different atomic densities (ob-
tained by employing different radial bases) can wash out
these redundancies.
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Appendix A: From spherical harmonics to BipoSHs

In this Appendix we will show how the property of
Eq. (28) leads to the change of representation from prod-
ucts of spherical harmonics to BipoSHs. If we assume
that the two-points function f(r̂1, r̂2) can be expanded
in terms of spherical harmonics, then it will hold that

f(r̂1, r̂2) =
∑

l1m1l2m2

fl1m1l2m2Y
m1

l1
(r̂1)Y

m2

l2
(r̂2) , (A1)
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for some coefficients fl1m1l2m2
. If we now employ Eq. (28)

for the orthogonality of two CG-coefficients, then we can
write

f(r̂1, r̂2) =

=
∑

l1m1m
′
1

l2m2m
′
2

fl1m1l2m2
δm1m′

1
δm2m′

2
Y

m′
1

l1
(r̂1)Y

m′
2

l2
(r̂2) =

=
∑
l1l2

∑
λµ

( ∑
m1m2

Cλµ
l1m1l2m2

fl1m1l2m2

)

×

 ∑
m′

1m
′
2

Cλµ
l1m′

1l2m
′
2
Y

m′
1

l1
(r̂1)Y

m′
2

l2
(r̂2)

 =

=
∑
l1l2

∑
λµ

uλµ
l1l2
Yλµ
l1l2

(r̂1, r̂2) ,

In the last step we have introduced the BipoSHs, which
allows us to identify the expansion coefficients uλµ

l1l2
as

uλµ
l1m2l2m2

=
∑

m1m2

Cλµ
l1m1l2m2

fl1m1l2m2
. (A2)

This has the same structure of the BipoSHs themselves.
Indeed, this derivation is a particular example of what
stated in the more general Eq. (85), the relation between
the expansion in terms of spherical harmonics and the
one in terms of MultiSHs. Moreover we have shown that
the completeness of the CG coefficients of Eq. (28) (gen-
eralized in Eq. (82) for the Γ tensors and failed by the H
tensors of Eq. (127)) is crucial for performing the change
of basis.

Appendix B: λ−SOAP Kernel for the group O(3)

In this Appendix, we will outline the derivation of a
flavour of the λ-SOAP kernel suited to describe scalar
and tensors, hence excluding objects behaving as pseudo-
scalars and pseudo-tensors. The procedure is essentially
the same of the one shown in Section II D 3, but with an
extension of the Haar integration to any element of the
O(3) group, namely by including also parity transforma-
tions. This is achieved by defining the kernel as

(K(ν)(ρ, ρ′))λµ1µ2
: =

∫
dx ρ⊗ν(x)

∫
dR̂Dλ

µ1µ2
(R̂)

× R̂

[
(ρ′)⊗ν(x) + (−1)λP̂ (ρ′)⊗ν(x)

]
,

(B1)

where P̂ represents a parity transformation, as defined in
Section II D 5. The exponent (−1)λ include the represen-
tation of an inversion for the space of angular momentum
λ. Explicitly, the first addend in the square brackets is
rotated and then integrated against the appropriate rep-
resentation of the same rotation, provided by the Wigner

D-matrix. In the same way, the second addend is trans-
formed under the action of R̂P̂ , namely a roto-inversion.
In this way, the full term in square brackets covers an
integration over the whole O(3) group, including also in-
versions. As discussed in Sec. (II D 5), the parity of a
proper tensor belonging to the space of angular momen-
tum λ, is realized by a factor (−1)λ. Therefore, this sec-
ond term is integrated against the representation of the
same R̂P̂ roto-inversion onto this space, which is given
by (−1)λDλ

µ1µ2
(R̂).

Note that here we define the kernel in terms of active
rotations, R̂, as described in Eq. (67). Following the
same interpretation of the standard λ-SOAP kernel, this
formulation compares the overlaps between the densities
ρ⊗ν and (ρ′)⊗ν , for any orientation and inversion of the
latter.

We can now expand the (ρ′)⊗ν in terms of the basis
Rnl(x)Yλµ

lL (x̂), and apply the parity transformation of
Eq. (87) to the MultiSHs. After this, we can follow the
same calculation shown in Section II D 3 and eventually
obtain

(K(ν)(ρ, ρ′))λµ1µ2

=
8π2

2λ+ 1

∑
nlL

(
1 + (−1)Σ(l)+λ

)
uλµ1

nlLv
λµ2∗
nlL .

(B2)

The formula above shows that the contributions vanish
when Σ(l)+λ is odd, namely when the contraction is per-
formed over the components that transform as pseudo-
tensors. In other word, we can write the kernel as

(K(ν)(ρ, ρ′))λµ1µ2
=

16π2

2λ+ 1

proper∑
nlL

uλµ1

nlLv
λµ2∗
nlL , (B3)

where the restriction on the sum indicates that only the
proper tensorial components are considered, namely the
ones for even Σ(l) + λ.

Appendix C: Expansion coefficients in terms of
spherical harmonics

This Appendix is devoted to prove Eq. (110), namely
to explicitly show that the angular dependence of the
functions gnlm(rji) is realized by spherical harmonics. In
order to simplify the derivation, let us define the auxiliary
function

fnl(rji, r̂) :=
∑
m

gnlm(rji)Y
m
l (r̂) , (C1)

where the second argument is a unitary vector. As re-
marked in the main text, this function must behave as a
scalar, since the density ρ(r) is a scalar field. Therefore,
we can expand it over the scalar MultiSHs as

fnl(rji, r̂) =
∑
l′

cnl,l′(rji)Y00
l′l′(r̂ji, r̂) , (C2)



27

where the functions cnl,l′(rji) can be explicitly evaluated
as

cnl,l′(rji) =

∫
dr̂ dr̂ji fnl(rji, r̂)Y00∗

l′l′ (r̂ji, r̂) =

= δll′
(−1)l√
2l + 1

∫
dr̂ji

∑
m

gnlm(r̂ji)Y
m
l (r̂ji) ,

(C3)

obtained by means of the integral∫
dr̂Y00

l′l′(r̂ji, r̂)Y
m∗
l (r̂) = δll′C

00
lml−mY −m

l (r̂ji) =

= δll′
(−1)l√
2l + 1

Y m∗
l (r̂ji) .

(C4)

This result has been obtained by using the explicitly
the definition of the BipoSHs from Eq. (24), the or-
thogonality of the spherical harmonics, the explicit value
C00

lml−m = (−1)l−m/
√
2l + 1 for the CG coefficients and

the identity (−1)mY −m
l (r̂) = Y m∗

l (r̂) for the complex
conjugate of the spherical harmonics.

By exploiting again the orthogonality of the spherical
harmonics, we can recover gnlm(rji) from fnl(rji, r̂) by
means of the integral

gnlm(rji) =

∫
dr̂ fnl(rji, r̂)Y

m∗
l (r̂)

=
(−1)l√
2l + 1

cnl,l(rji)Y
m∗
l (r̂ji) ,

(C5)

where we have used the expansion of the auxil-
iary function fnl(rji, r̂). If we define qnl(rji) :=

(−1)lcnl,l/
√
2l + 1 and use the explicitly evaluated ex-

pression for cnl,l(rji), we finally obtain

qnl(rji) =
1

2l + 1

∫
dr̂ji

∑
m

gnlm(r̂ji)Y
m
l (r̂ji) , (C6)

as required.
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