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Abstract. The Breit correction, the finite-light-speed correction for the
Coulomb interaction of the electron-electron interaction in O (1/¢?), is introduced
to density functional theory (DFT) based on the non-relativistic reduction with
the local density approximation. Using this newly developed relativistic DFT, it
is found that the possible outer-most electron of lawrencium atom is the p orbital
instead of the d orbital, which is consistent with the previous calculations based
on wave-function theory. A possible explanation of the anomalous behavior of
its first ionization energy is also given. This DFT scheme provides a practical
calculation method for the study of properties of super-heavy elements.
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1. Introduction

The periodic table of the elements, one of the most fundamental information for general
science, is determined by the electronic configuration, and represents periodicity
of fundamental atomic properties, such as the ionization energy and the electron
affinity [1]. Recently, super-heavy elements (SHESs), such as nihonium (Z = 113)
[2], moscovium (Z = 115) [3], tennessine (Z = 117) [4} [5], and oganesson (Z = 118)
[6], were synthesized. Syntheses of heavier elements are still ongoing. However, the
positions of the SHEs in the periodic table are yet tentative since their chemical
properties have not been established.

A recent experimental measurement of the first ionization energy of lawrencium
(Z =103) [7] casts doubt on the current placement of the SHEs in the periodic table.
The measured value does not follow the tendency of the other 5 f-block elements, which
is common to the ionization energy of lutetium (Z = 71) among the 4 f-block elements.
In addition, compared with the vertically neighboring elements in the 4 f and 5 f blocks,
the first ionization energy of lawrencium is smaller than that of lutetium, whereas
those of the other 5f-block elements are larger than those of the corresponding 4 f-
block elements, respectively. With these anomalous features of lawrencium—we refer
to this as ‘the puzzle of lawrencium’—it has been discussed in ITUPAC [8] whether the
suitable places of lawrencium and lutetium are the f or d block. In fact, a previous
theoretical calculation assuming the electronic configurations referring to the current
periodic table did not present these features [9].

The results mentioned above indicate that the position of the SHEs on the
current periodic table may not generally reflect the actual electronic configurations
in their atomic forms and their properties. Due to short half-lives of the SHESs, first-
principles numerical simulations are essential tools complementary to experiments for
understanding properties of SHEs.

It is known that the relativistic effects are non-negligible in such large Z atoms
[10, 1T, 12]. The relativistic effects in electronic systems come from two origins: (1)
difference between the Schréodinger and the Dirac Hamiltonians and (2) the correction
to the Coulomb interaction. The lowest order of relativistic effects incorporated by

using the Dirac equation instead of the Schrédinger equation is O ((Za)Q) ~ 0 (1/c?).

Here, a = €2/ (4meghc) ~ 1/137 is the fine-structure constant. Once the relativistic
effect incorporated by the Dirac equation is considered, the Breit correction between
two electrons, which will be explained later, should also be considered to keep
consistency of the order of Za.

The relativistic effect due to the correction to the Coulomb interaction can be
derived by the quantum electrodynamics (QED) through the two-body scattering
amplitude [13]. After the calculation of the quantum field theory in the Coulomb
gauge (divA = 0), in the atom with the atomic number Z, the electron-electron
interaction with O ((Z 04)2) is called the Breit correction [14}[15], whereas the Coulomb
interaction between two electrons is O (Za)). The Breit correction is also called the
relativistic effect or the finite-light-speed effect. The higher-order terms than the
Breit correction are called the QED effects, which are O ((Za)" a™) with n > 2
and m > 1, and it is « times or much smaller than the Breit correction [10]. Note
that the relativistic correction of the Coulomb potential due to the atomic nucleus

is O((Za)"am (me/MNucl)l) with n > 2, m > 1, and | > 1, where m, and
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Myl are the masses of electrons and atomic nuclei, respectively, and because of
Me/Mnuel < 1/1000, this effect is negligible [10].

The first-principles approaches to the electronic properties are classified into two
groups: wave-function theory and density functional theory (DFT) [16, 17, [18]. The
electronic structure calculation based on wave-function theory with the relativistic
effects in O (1/02) has been performed [19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25]. There, ‘the
puzzle of lawrencium’ has also been addressed [19, 23] 24l 26] 27], which suggested
that the outer-most electron of lawrencium is p electron instead of d electron. The
wave-function methods, such as the configuration interaction (CI) [28] 29] 30] and
coupled-cluster (CC) [31], B2, B3] methods, are widely used but applicable only to
atoms and small molecules due to the large numerical cost, although they provide,
in general, results with high accuracy. For example, calculations with the CI or CC
with single and double excitations (CISD or CCSD) for N-electron systems require
the numerical cost proportional to N6 [34) [35]. In contrast, since the numerical
cost of DFT is proportional to N [I7, [I8, [34, 135], it enables us to simulate larger
systems, e.g., solids, with moderate accuracy. Hence, development of DFT with the
relativistic effects with reasonable numerical costs is desired to study the properties of
molecules and coordination complex ions of SHEs, whose syntheses are now ongoing
under experiment [36] [37], and even solids.

The DFT formalism for QED has been extensively addressed [38] 39, [40, 41]. The
exchange—correlation functionals have been proposed with the ab initio local density
approximation (LDA) [40] [42] and the empirical generalized gradient approximation
(GGA) [43]. Relativistic extension of the optimized potential method [44] [45], the
Dirac DFT with the elimination of the small component [46], and the current-current
interaction [47, [48] have also been established.

In this paper, we take another route to develop a DFT for the relativistic effects.
The non-relativistic reduction of the original Hamiltonian is first performed, and the
Kohn-Sham Hamiltonian is constructed from the reduced Hamiltonian, instead of
the methods adopted in previous works. This DFT scheme starts from the same
Hamiltonian as the wave-function methods for discussion of the electronic structure
of super-heavy elements. Hence, fair comparison with the results of the wave-function
method is feasible.

Moreover, the way to construct the DFT scheme is parallel to the conventional
non-relativistic (Non-rel) LDA in the PZ81 functional [49]. The LDA exchange-
correlation energy for the reduced Hamiltonian with the relativistic effects up to
O (1 / 02) has been calculated with an accurate numerical solver by Kenny et al. [42].
On top of this, we complete the O (1 / 02) LDA by formulating the Hartree term for the
Breit correction to the electron-electron interaction. Thanks to this formulation, the
relativistic correction is given as additional terms on top of the Non-rel DFT. Hence,
one can compare the results of the relativistic scheme with those of the Non-rel scheme
clearly.

It is known that the LDA, even in the Non-rel DFT, can give erroneous results
already for the lighter elements including 3d-electron systems [50} 511, 52, 53, [54], which
is admittedly cured by the gradient [41] 55, (6], the discontinuity of the exchange—
correlation potential V. [56] 57, 58, 59, 60] and self-interaction corrections [49] 611 [62].
Nevertheless, we expect that our LDA-based scheme is efficient for heavy elements,
since the correction to the exchange energy by those become irrelevant in the large Z
regime [63], and it is still meaningful to use atomic systems as benchmark calculations.

This paper is organized as follows: first, in section 2], the theoretical framework of
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DFT with the Breit correction is introduced. Then, in sections B.Iland[3.2] all-electron
calculation of selected atoms are performed as a benchmark. In section 3.3 the
possible reason for ‘the puzzle of lawrencium’ is suggested, with performing all-electron
calculation of lutetium and lawrencium atoms. Finally, in section [ the conclusion
and perspectives of this paper are shown. In the detailed discussion
about the relativistic exchange-correlation functional is shown, and in
derivation of the relativistic Hartree term is shown.

2. Theoretical Framework

In this section, the relativistic DFT with the Breit correction is formulated. We
start from the Dirac equation instead of the Schrodinger equation, where the Breit
correction is considered in the electron-electron interaction Viy. To use the Kohn—
Sham scheme, the Hartree term Fy and the exchange—correlation functional Fy.
should be reconstructed, since Viyt is no longer the original Coulomb interaction.

In this paper, the Hartree atomic unit is used, i.e., m, = A = 47y = €2 = 1 and
¢ = 1/a, and the Coulomb-Breit interaction refers the electron-electron interaction
with the Breit correction as well as the Coulomb interaction.

2.1. Original Hamiltonian

In general, the Dirac Hamiltonian in quantum many-body problems reads

H:T+ZVM (r) + > Viat (75,7%) (1)

J i<k

where T is the kinetic operator, Ve is the external potential, and Vs is the interaction
between electrons. Note that the Hamiltonian (Il) operates to the Dirac spinor and
T is the Dirac kinetic operator TP instead of the Schrédinger kinetic operator T8,
The Dirac kinetic operator TP is written in sum of the single-particle Dirac kinetic

operator for electrons f]jD:
=3 i, (2)
J

where
£y = B;c* + cay - pj. (3)

Here, a; and 3; are the Dirac matrices for the jth electron,

Oy o, Oy o Oy o, I 0
o=(( &) (2 &) (2 a) =G L) w

where oy, 0y, and o, are the Pauli matrices, and O; and Iy are the 2 x 2 zero and
identity matrices, respectively.
The Coulomb-Breit interaction

1 ca;-cay  (cay i) (cag - Tj)
L l ] 5)

Vint (T‘ 7“19) = — -
7 20 . 2.3
2¢%r i 2c T

is adopted for the electron-electron interaction Viy, where v, = 7; — 7k, 7jk = |7k
The first term is the original Coulomb interaction and the second term is the Breit
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correction [14] [I5]. The kinetic operator for the nuclei is neglected, and Vey is the
interaction between the atomic nucleus and electrons. Only the Coulomb interaction
is considered for Vi, since the finite-light-speed correction to Vo is proportional to
Me/Mpuct much smaller than that to Viy [10]:

Ve () = — 2. (6)

T

2.2. Non-Relativistic Reduction

As mentioned in section [T the Kohn—Sham Hamiltonian is constructed after the non-
relativistic reduction of the original Dirac Hamiltonian (), instead of the method used
in the previous works.

According to the Hohenberg-Kohn theorem [16], the universal functional F' of the
electron density p with respect to the kinetic operator T and the interaction Vi gives
the ground-state energy of the Hamiltonian via

EM=FM+/MHMm@Mr (7)

The exchange—correlation energy functional E\. is defined with this F', as mentioned
later. The standard functionals, such as the PZ81 [49] and PBE [55] functionals,
are applicable only to the Schrodinger scheme. In the present case, the exchange-
correlation functional should be reconstructed on the basis of the Dirac Hamiltonian.

Since only positive-energy states are usually interested, non-relativistic reduction
of the Hamiltonian is used for this scheme. One of the most widely used non-relativistic
reduction methods is the Foldy-Wouthuysen transformation [64, 65, 66, 67]. The
Foldy-Wouthuysen transformation of the Hamiltonian given in equation () derived
by Kenny et al. [68] is

. . Z 1 .
How =TS+ Ve (rj)+ {Vf(?“jasg‘) ~ 53,385 [y % Nj]}
i i J

1 !
+wak+‘/2(rjvrk78j78k)v (8)
i<k

where the correction terms V; and V3 read
Vll ('rjv Sj)

Vi Zn
=5 e’ ) ©)

V2/ (rjvrkv Sjs Sk)

IR e e

i<k <k "k L
8 1 3(rj—rk) (r; —rk) 1
—2@5(%—%)33"81@—26—28;"[ — — 3| sk
i<k j<k jk jk
11 . 11 .
+y Z75% (e —my) X iVl + > a5k [(re —75) X Vi (10)

j#k Ik j#k Ik
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The first and second terms of V; correspond to the electron-electron Darwin and
retardation terms, respectively. As long as spin-unpolarized systems, such as the
closed-shell atoms, are concerned, the second and third lines of equation (I0]) vanishes.

From the point of view of the Hohenberg-Kohn theorem, the functional F is
universal within the Schrédinger scheme for the interaction 1/r;; + V4 (7}, 7k, Sj, Sk)-

2.3. DFT with finite-light-speed correction

In order to reformulate DFT on the basis of flpw, the Hartree term Fy and the
exchange—correlation functional Ey. in this scheme is derived. Here, the universal
functional F' in equation () is separable into four parts

Fid =Tl + 5 [[ 2225 drint 4 Bualil + Bl ()

where T is the kinetic energy for non-interacting systems, the second term is the
Hartree term with the Coulomb interaction, the third term is the relativistic correction
for the Hartree term, and the fourth term is the exchange—correlation term, which
includes the effects of V; as well as the Coulomb interaction.

The LDA exchange—correlation functional Ey. for this interaction ek 1 T
V5 (7, 7k, Sj, 8k) has been derived by Kenny et al. [42]: this exchange-correlation
energy density ey is written as

9
_ _Non-rel
Exc (Ts) - Exco ¢ (T‘S) + 8CTTEf (TS) ) (12)

F ) = 0.9918 — 0.290207 + 0.14474r2 — 0.02573r% + 0.001634r3 (1, < 5),
7 0.75 4 0.044r (re > 5),

where the exchange—correlation energy density ey satisfies

Buclp)= [ () p(0) dr, (14)

and rg is the Wigner-Seitz radius defined by

3 1/3
= (=) . 15
" (4ﬂp) (%)
Non-rel

Here, £, is the LDA exchange—correlation energy density in the Non-rel scheme,
and in this calculation the PZ81 functional [49] is used.

Relativistic correction of the Hartree term, Eyyel, is constructed from the first line
of equation (I0). The first and second terms of equation (0 represent the Darwin
term and retardation effect, respectively. Relativistic correction to the Hartree energy
and potential corresponding to the first term of equation (0] are

™

EHrcl [P] - _@

[p (T)]2 d’!’, VHrcl (’l") = —C—Qp (’l") y (16)

respectively. In contrast, the contribution of the second term to Epyye is proved to be
zero (see[Appendix BJ). The physical meaning of this vanishment is that the retardation
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represents finite-energy transfer, while the Hartree term corresponds to zero-energy
transfer.

The relativistic corrections of the Hartree and the exchange—correlation energy
densities are shown respectively with solid and long-dashed lines, as functions
of the Wigner-Seitz radius rg in figure [l For comparison, the Non-rel LDA
exchange—correlation energy density in the PZ81 functional and the total LDA
exchange—correlation energy density are also shown with dashed and dash-dotted lines,
respectively. The relativistic corrections are larger in the higher-density region, i.e., the
smaller ry region, since the mean distance between two electrons r;; in equation (&)
is smaller. As rg increases, the relativistic corrections decrease and reaches to zero in
rs — oo limit. Comparing the relativistic correction of the Hartree term with that of
the exchange—correlation term, the absolute value of the latter is around three times
larger than that of the former.

For calculation of isolated atoms, the spherical symmetry is assumed to the
effective Kohn—Sham potential Vikg, since the Vi has the spherical symmetry and
is much stronger than the Viy. In the one-body relativistic correction VY, the delta
function is included, and this term often causes numerical instability. In order to avoid
this problem, the scalar-relativistic approximation [69)]

h2
2M

1 dVis d
4M?2c2 dr dr

. lil+1

hks = — [Ar +%] + Vis (1) (17)
is applied to the single-particle Schrodinger kinetic operator and the external potential,
5 + Vgt + Vi, where M is the energy-dependent effective mass

g5 — VKS
M=m,+ 212 18
Me+ =5 (18)
A, is the radial component of the Laplacian
d? 2d
A =—+-——, 19
dr? = rdr (19)

and [ is the azimuthal quantum number. With this approximation, the one-body
relativistic effects V; are included accurately. Hence, the Kohn-Sham effective
potential does not include V; explicitly as

p(_r2 dr' + Virye (1) + Vie (1) (20)

|r

Vies () = Vo () + | 2
where V. is the exchange—correlation potential.

It should be noted that if the spin-orbit interaction is added to the scalar-
relativistic Hamiltonian, the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of the Hamiltonian are
exactly identical to those of the original Hamiltonian, whereas the Foldy-Wouthuysen
transformed Hamiltonian not [70].

2.4. Spin-orbit Interaction

The spin-orbit interaction, which is ignored with the scalar-relativistic approximation,
is treated as follows. It is known that the spin-orbit interaction in electron systems is
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Figure 1. Relativistic corrections of the Hartree and the exchange-correlation
(xc) energy densities shown with solid and long-dashed lines, respectively, as
functions of the Wigner-Seitz radius rs. For comparison, the Non-rel LDA
exchange—correlation energy density in the PZ81 functional and the total LDA
exchange—correlation energy density are also shown with dashed and dash-dotted
lines, respectively.

weak enough [71], and hence, it is treated in the first-order perturbation theory. The
spin-orbit interaction in this scheme is

1w+ 1dVis (r)
4M?32c2 ¢ dr

where j = [£1/2 is the total angular momentum. Here, k = + (j + 1/2) for j = [+1/2
and kK = — (j + 1/2) for j =1 — 1/2. Correction of the single-particle energy due to
the first-order perturbation theory for the spin-orbit interaction is

ES9 . = (¥naVsoltn.)

__r+l / 1 Vs ) o P, (22)
4 [C + (En,l — VKS) /20] dr

Vso (1) = (21)

where 1,; and e,; are the Kohn-Sham single-particle orbitals and energies,
respectively, and R,,; is the radial part of 1, ;.

3. Calculations and Discussion

In this section, calculation results given by the present scheme are shown. Electronic
properties of atomic systems are calculated as a benchmark. The electron density is
approximated to be the spherical symmetric.
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The scheme developed in this paper is called as ‘SRel-CB’, which is an
abbreviation of the scalar-relativistic scheme with the Coulomb-Breit interaction.
The results are compared with those with the Non-rel and scalar-relativistic schemes
without the Breit correction. Here, the Non-rel scheme means the original Schrédinger
formalism. The PZ81 [49] functional is used as the exchange—correlation functional
for the Non-rel and Scalar-rel schemes. The ADPACK code [81] with implementing
the SRel-CB scheme is used for the calculation.

3.1. Radium

The ground-state energy of a radium (Z = 88) atom is calculated. The electronic
configuration of the atom is [Rn] 7s2. Therefore, the spin-orbit interaction in the first-
order perturbation theory does not affect the total ground-state energy and density.

The electronic single-particle energy of the radium atom calculated in the SRel-
CB scheme with and without the spin-orbit interaction (SO) are shown in table[Il For
comparison, those calculated in the Non-rel and scalar-relativistic (Scalar-rel) schemes
are also shown.

We show in table ] that sum of the single-particle energies ). ;, the kinetic
energy T, the Hartree energy Fp, the exchange—correlation energy FEy., the external
potential energy Feoyt, and the total energy FEi, calculated in the SRel-CB, Non-rel,
and Scalar-rel schemes. For comparison, the ratio of each energy to that of the Non-rel
scheme is also shown.

The density distribution p () calculated in the SRel-CB scheme is shown in figure
2(a) as a solid line. For comparison, those calculated in the Non-rel and Scalar-rel
schemes are shown as long-dashed, dashed lines, respectively. The ratio of density
distribution to that in the Non-rel is shown in figure 2(b).

First, let us see the effect of the one-body correction Vi with the comparison
between ‘Non-rel’ and ‘Scalar-rel” in tables [l and 2] and figure 21 Because V7 is the
attractive, it localizes the density more than that in the Non-rel scheme as shown in
figure 2l Due to this localization, the external potential energy Fext and the kinetic
energy 1y are changed significantly as shown in table 2l The single-particle energies
summarized in table [[l indicate that the s and p orbitals are bound more deeply due
to the mass-velocity effect, while d and f orbitals are bound more shallowly in order
to be orthonormal to s and p orbitals as known, e.g., in Refs. [72] [73] [74].

Next, let us see the effect of the two-body correction V4 with the comparison
between ‘Scalar-rel” and ‘SRel-CB’ in tables [[land 2 and figure 2l The effects of Vj is
opposite of V{. We can find in figure 2 that the density in the SRel-CB scheme is more
delocalized than that in the Scalar-rel scheme. The delocalization is understood as a
consequence of the cancellation of non-relativistic and relativistic contributions to the
exchange—correlation energy density ex.. Without V3, e, has monotonically negative
values near the ionic core as shown in figure[ll The relativistic correction originating
from Vj partially cancels this negative value, which results in weakening of the electron
attractive potential in the core region. Note that this charge delocalization has little
effect on the energies Y ¢, Tp, En, and Fex. The change in Ey. is found to be mainly
due to the change of the functional form. The single-particle energies summarized
in table [0l indicate that the s and p orbitals are bound more shallowly. Although
the effect on d and f orbitals is non-monotonic, we find a tendency that those with
large principal quantum numbers bound more deeply. Since the exchange—correlation
energy contributes to the total energy less than 10 %, even though that in the SRel-
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Table 1. Single-particle energies of radium calculated in the scalar-relativistic
scheme with the Coulomb-Breit interaction without and with the spin-orbit
interaction as ‘SRel-CB’ and ‘SRel-CB + SO’. For comparison, those calculated
in Non-rel and Scalar-rel schemes with and without the spin-orbit interaction are
also shown. The spin-orbit interaction is considered as the first-order perturbation
theory discussed in section 24l In the fourth and sixth columns, energies of the
spin-orbit partners with j =1 —1/2 and j =1+ 1/2 are shown on the upper and
lower rows of each n and [, respectively. All units are in the Hartree atomic unit.

Orbitals Non-rel Scalar-rel Scalar-rel+SO SRel-CB SRel-CB + SO
1s —3362.71476  —3821.91003 —3821.91003 —3778.36010 —3778.36010
2s —577.09970 —702.12514 —702.12514 —695.88354 —695.88354
2p —557.51465 —591.77045 —654.11813 —589.63834 —651.33399
—560.59661 —558.79051
3s —142.63234 —174.15965 —174.15965 —172.79380 —172.79380
3p —133.12385 —143.17134 —157.39457 —142.75177 —156.83880
—136.05972 —135.70826
3d —115.30711 —114.39221 —117.55364 —114.28743 —117.43874
—112.28460 —112.18655
4s —34.52561 —42.70358 —42.70358 —42.36599 —42.36599
4p —30.22136 —32.56286 —36.17526 —32.47980 —36.05903
—30.75667 —30.69018
4d —22.20826 —21.73159 —22.45257 —21.73097 —22.45008
—21.25904 —21.25157
4f —11.18118 —10.02204 —10.19512 —10.05025 —10.22341
—9.89223 —9.92038
5s —7.13875 —8.90000 —8.90000 —8.82881 —8.82881
5p —5.54683 —5.86012 —6.65487 —5.85085 —6.63892
—5.46275 —5.45682
5d —2.81942 —2.54383 —2.66536 —2.55132 —2.67273
—2.46282 —2.47037
6s —1.05108 —1.29137 —1.29137 —1.28132 —1.28132
6p —0.634553 —0.613685 —0.726722 —0.614691 —0.726969
—0.557166 —0.558552
7s —0.113918 —0.125796 —0.125796 —0.125299 —0.125299

CB scheme is changed drastically from those in the other relativistic calculations, the
density distribution in this work is almost the same. More detailed discussion will be
given in the next subsection.

The spin-orbit interaction affects all the orbitals except the s orbitals. Since
its strength is often wholly comparable to V{, once we incorporate this, the view on
the V] effects on the single-particle energies does not straightforwardly apply to the
individual spin-orbit partners. Note that the above discussion on V5 is still valid as
seen from columns ‘Scalar-rel + SO’ and ‘SRel-CB + SO’.

In short, the s and p orbitals are bound more deeply due to V{, and more shallowly
due to VJ. In total, they are bound more deeply since the effect of V} is larger than
that of VJ. The d and f orbitals tend to show opposite behavior from the s and p
orbitals.

3.2. Groups 1, 2, and 18 Elements

In order to discuss the systematic behavior of relativistic effects in this scheme,
properties of all the groups 1, 2, and 18 atoms are calculated. We do not address the
hydrogen atom since it has only one electron, and therefore, the exchange—correlation
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Table 2. Sum of the single-particle energy Zj €4, the kinetic energy Tp, the
Hartree energy FEy, the exchange—correlation energy FExc, the external potential
energy Fext, and the total energy FEiot of radium atom calculated in the Non-rel,
Scalar-rel, and SRel-CB schemes. In order to compare, the normalized energies
where those in the Non-rel scheme are normalized in 100.0 % are also shown. All
units for the energies are in the Hartree atomic unit.

Non-rel Scalar-rel SRel-CB

Zj €;  —14172.68427 —15673.28668 —15553.69107
To 23081.25534 29327.98912 29009.39740
Fy 9045.58330 9420.50692 9372.61666
Fxc —395.67257 —425.64473 —325.19714
FEeoxt —54819.79719  —63277.04574  —62943.31742
FEiot —23088.63112  —24954.19443  —24886.50050
Zj €5 100.0 110.58799 109.74414
To 100.0 127.06410 125.68379
Ey 100.0 104.14483 103.61539
Fxc 100.0 107.57499 82.18847
FEoxt 100.0 115.42736 114.81859
FEiot 100.0 108.08001 107.78684

term is zero. All the group 18 atoms are closed shell and all the group 1 and 2 atoms
are closed-shell plus s electrons. Therefore, the spin-orbit interaction does not affect
the total energies in these atoms in the first-order perturbation theory.

The total energies calculated in the Non-rel, Scalar-rel, and SRel-CB schemes are
shown in table Bl It is seen that the relativistic effects of V; are non-negligible in
heavier atoms as well as those of V{, and the former effects for the total energy are
opposite to the latter.

We here analyze the contributions of the Hartree Ey and exchange—correlation
FEy. energies and energy from the one-body term Ty + Eext separately. The ratios
of these values in the SRel-CB scheme, FEsgrelcp, to those in the Non-rel scheme,
Elonrel, are shown in figure Bl and ratios to those in the Scalar-rel, Fscalar-rel, are
shown in figure@dl Those for the Hartree energy Ey, exchange—correlation energy Fiy.,
and energy from the one-body term Ty + Eext are shown in solid, long-dashed, and
dash-dotted lines, respectively. Since the one-body operator in the SRel-CB scheme
is the same as that in the Scalar-rel scheme, the ratio of the one-body term Ty + Eext
is not shown.

The relativistic correction to the external potential V', which is the attractive
force, makes the external attractive potential stronger, whereas that to the interaction
V5, which is also the attractive force, makes the repulsive interaction smaller. Thus,
the relativistic effects make the energy due to the potential, Eeyxt, larger, while that
makes the energies due to the interaction, Fy and FE,., weaker, as shown in figure [3
However, a lot of effects, such as the change of the Kohn—Sham orbitals, are entangled
to each other in the self-consistent step and eventually Ey in the SRel-CB scheme is
larger than that in the Non-rel scheme.

Between Fy and Ey., ESrel-cB/EScalarrel for Fy is smaller than Ey.. The
interaction includes the finite-light-speed effect as well as effects coming from the
Dirac equation, whereas the finite-light-speed effect of the Hartree term vanishes. As
a result, the relativistic correction of the Hartree energy is smaller than that of the
exchange—correlation energy, as also discussed in section 2.3l Since the absolute value
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Figure 2. (a) Density distribution p () of radium atom calculated in the scalar-
relativistic scheme with the Coulomb-Breit interaction (SRel-CB) shown with a
solid line. (b) Ratio of density distribution in SRel-CB to that in the Non-rel
scheme shown with a solid line. For comparison, those calculated in the Non-rel
and scalar-relativistic (Scalar-rel) schemes (without the Breit correction) are also
shown with long-dashed and dashed lines, respectively.

of the Non-rel Hartree term is larger than that of the Non-rel exchange-correlation

term, finally, the
are further small

ratios EScalar—rcl/ENon—rcl and ESRCI—CB/ENon—rcl of the Hartree energy
er than those of the exchange—correlation energy as shown in figure [l

Therefore, it can be concluded that the finite-light-speed correction is less significant
than effects coming from the Dirac equation for the electron-electron interaction.
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Figure 3. Ratio of the energies calculated in the SRel-CB scheme to those in
the Non-rel one. The Hartree energy Ey, exchange—correlation energy Fxc, and
energy from the one-body term Tp + Eext are shown in solid, long-dashed, and
ash-dotted lines, respectively.

One can also find that the relativistic corrections are more significant in larger Z.
According to figure[l the relativistic corrections are significant in rs < 0.1 a.u. region.
As Z increases, the density also increases and notably, the region with ry < 0.1a.u.

extends. In consequence, the relativistic effects in larger Z are more significant, as
shown in figures [3] and @l

3.8. Lawrencium and Lutetium

We compare the energies of two cases of the electronic configuration of lawrencium
atoms, where one valence electron occupies the 6d orbital ([Rn] 5f6d! 7s?) or
occupies the 7p orbital ([Rn] 5f147s27p'). For comparison, those of lutetium
atoms are also calculated, where one valence electron occupies the 5d orbital
([Xe] 4f145d! 6s2) or occupies the 6p orbital ([Xe] 4f'46s?6p'). The non-spherical
modification in Vkg is ignored for simplicity. In principle, both the lutetium and
lawrencium are open-shell atoms, and thus the effective potential Vg may be non-
spherical. Since there is strong spherical (central) external potential caused by the
atomic nucleus, it is assumed that the single-particle energies and total energies are
scarcely affected by the non-sphericity of Vkg.

The energies calculated with the above-mentioned configuration are shown in
table @ All energies are calculated in the Non-rel, Scalar-rel, and SRel-CB schemes.
The smaller values for the respective approximations in each atom are shown with the
bold font.

On the one hand, in lutetium atoms, the electron prefers to occupy the d orbital
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Figure 4. Same as figure Bl but compared with the Scalar-rel scheme. Since
the one-body operator in this work is the same as that in the scalar-relativistic
calculation, energy from the one-body term Ty + Eext is not shown.

Table 3. Total energies for selected atoms in the SRel-CB scheme. For
comparison, total energies calculated in the Non-rel and Scalar-rel schemes are
also shown. All units are in the Hartree atomic unit.

Atoms Z Non-rel Scalar-rel SRel-CB

Helium 2 —2.83435 —2.83448 —2.83439
Lithium 3 —7.33420 —17.33499 —7.33457
Beryllium 4 —14.44637 —14.44920 —14.44800
Neon 10 —128.22811 —128.37290 —128.34637
Sodium 11 —161.43435 —161.65367 —161.61680
Magnesium 12 —199.13369 —199.45449 —199.40493
Argon 18 —525.93971 —527.80802 —527.61130
Potassium 19 —598.19357 —600.55712 —600.32052
Calcium 20 —675.73508 —678.68967 —678.40788
Krypton 36 —2750.13629 —2786.82081 —2784.74430
Rubidium 37 —2936.32553 —2977.62068 —2975.33556
Strontium 38 —3129.44131 —3175.78666 —3173.27751
Xenon 54 —17228.83884 —7441.14722 —7432.27164
Caesium 55 —7550.54003 —7780.59333 —7771.08692
Barium 56 —7880.09328 —8129.04311 —8118.86879
Radon 86 —21861.29405 —23538.40147 —23477.93363
Francium 87  —22470.26526  —24239.48311 —24175.50669
Radium 88 —23088.63112  —24954.19443  —24886.50050

rather than the p orbital in all schemes. On the other hand, in lawrencium atoms,
the electron prefers to occupy the p orbital rather than the d orbital in the SRel-
CB scheme, whereas it still prefers the d orbital in the Non-rel scheme like the
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Table 4. Assumed electronic configurations and total energies for lutetium and
lawrencium atoms in the Non-rel, Scalar-rel, and SRel-CB schemes. Two types
of electronic configurations are considered. The lower energies in each calculation
are shown with the bold font. All units are in the Hartree atomic unit.

Atoms  Configuration Non-rel Scalar-rel SRel-CB

Lu [Xe] 4f145d 65> —13848.19912 —14533.23001 —14527.46807
[Xe] 4f14 652 6p? —13848.12376 —14533.19019 —14527.42700

Lr [Rn] 51 6dT 7s* —33551.48205 Unbound Unbound
[Rn] 5f147s27p  —33551.38274 Unbound —37331.31054

lutetium case. In addition, the electron is unbound for lawrencium atoms in the
Scalar-rel scheme. We can understand the dependence of the electronic configuration
in lawrencium atoms on the level of the approximation with the single-particle orbitals
discussed in section Bl Due to the relativistic corrections V; and V3, the 6d orbital
may be bound shallower, while the 7p orbital may be bound deeper, compared with
the results in the Non-rel scheme. As a result, the 6d orbital may becomes unbound,
while the 7p orbital is still kept bound.

The present results suggest that a valence electron occupies p orbitals in
lawrencium atoms, where the finite-light-speed correction to the Coulomb interaction
has a crucial role. The occupation of p orbital could be the origin of the anomalous
behavior of the lawrencium [7] [8].

4. Conclusion

In this paper, a non-relativistic-reduction-based approach to the local density
approximation for density functional theory (DFT) with the relativistic correction

up to O ((Za)2) ~ O (1/¢*) has been formulated. Since in this paper the Hartree

term with the Breit correction is derived, DFT becomes able to treat the finite-light-
speed correction to the Coulomb interaction. Note that the Hamiltonian used in this
paper is the same as the Hamiltonian previously used in wave-function methods to
discuss the electronic structure of super-heavy elements, and the way to construct
DFT scheme from the Hamiltonian is the same as the case of Non-rel LDA.

There exist two relativistic corrections: one is for one-body potential V{ and
the other is for two-body interaction V. The former is stronger than the latter and
gives opposite contribution than the latter for the Kohn—Sham potential. In total,
relativistic effects make the s and p orbitals bound more deeply and d and f orbitals
more shallowly. Although V3 makes the s and p orbitals bound more shallowly and d
and f orbitals bound more deeply, the effect of V] dominates.

According to the calculation in this work, DFT with the finite-light-speed
correction, the outer-most electron of lawrencium atoms occupies the p orbital
whereas that of lutetium atoms occupies the d orbital. This different electronic
configuration may cause the anomaly of the ionization energy of lawrencium atoms.
This result is consistent with the previous works calculated by wave-function theory
[26] 19, 27, 23] 24], while the computational cost is lower than those of previous works.
It should be noted that the p-block elements are defined as those whose outer-most
electrons occupy the p orbitals [75]. Lawrencium thus belongs to the p block, not
d according to the definition. It seems, however, more appropriate to regard that
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the concept of ‘block’ becomes ambiguous for the heavy elements, as the electronic
configuration of lawrencium is almost the same as that of lutetium, apart from the only
difference of the outer-most electron. Reconsideration of the classification appropriate
for super-heavy elements would be mandatory.

For the atomic systems, the accurate wave-function theory such as the CI and
CC methods are feasible, but they become impractical for molecular and solid systems
compared with DFT. Since the relativistic effects, as the same way as the wave-function
methods, are now implemented to DFT in this work and it provides consistent results
with those by the wave-function methods, with which reliable calculation of properties
of molecules and solids of super-heavy elements is expected to be feasible. These
complementary methods may help to understand and predict the atomic properties
of the super- and hyper-heavy elements. In the future, theoretical prediction of the
periodic table of the elements may be attained with these complementary methods.

In addition, precise calculation and measurement of the super- and hyper-heavy
elements will help to test the QED [76] [77] and the electric dipole moment of electrons
and atomic nuclei, which is related to CP and T symmetries [78, [79], as well as
properties of the atoms itself.

It is known that some properties of solids are better reproduced by GGA instead
of LDA [80]. So far only the relativistic version of the B88 exchange functional [43]
has been known, which includes some empirical parameters. Thus, non-empirical
relativistic exchange—correlation functionals within GGA is interesting.

Relativistic effects for the spin-polarized systems are also interesting. In the two-
body correction V4, the spin-orbit and spin-spin interactions between two electrons
exist, while this term vanishes in the spin-unpolarized systems. This effect has never
been considered and this may give rise to non-trivial phenomena. Also, the Hartree
energy due to the retardation term V4, which is zero in the time-reversal symmetric
case, can be nonzero. In order to consider these effects in the calculation of solids,
construction of the pseudopotential is also required [53].
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Appendix A. Two Relativistic Correction for the Exchange—Correlation
Functionals

The LDA form derived by Kenny et al. [42] is used in this paper to consider the Breit
correction for the exchange—correlation functional Ey.. This form has been constructed
in the same way as the Non-rel LDA exchange—correlation functional, PZ81 [49], while
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the Coulomb-Breit interaction is used for the electron-electron interaction Vi, instead
of the Coulomb interaction.

There is another relativistic correction for the exchange functional in LDA derived
by MacDonald and Vosko [40]. This functional is constructed in the same way as the
Non-rel LDA exchange functional, i.e., the Hartree—Fock—Slater approximation as

1/3 2 2/3
o= (2) e o3, A

The relativistic correction to the correlation part is not considered in this functional.

In this appendix, the above-mentioned two relativistic corrections for Ey. are
discussed. The relativistic corrections derived by Kenny et al. [42] and by MacDonald
and Vosko [40] are referred to as ‘LDA-RK’ and ‘LDA-RMV’, respectively.

In table [ATl the total energies calculated in the non-relativistic and relativistic
LDA exchange-correlation functional are shown, where the PZ81 functional is used
for the non-relativistic functional, while the LDA-RK and LDA-RMYV functionals are
used for the relativistic functional. For comparison, the result with the Non-rel GGA
exchange—correlation functional is also shown, where the PBE functional [55] is used.
For the kinetic term and the Hartree term, the Non-rel scheme is used. In figure
[AT]l ratio of the total energy calculated with LDA-RK, LDA-RMV, and PBE to that
calculated with PZ81
Etot - E&%Sl

Etot

are shown in solid, dashed, and dash-dotted lines, respectively.

On the one hand, LDA-RK includes the relativistic correction for the correlation
energy together with that for the relativistic exchange energy. On the other hand,
LDA-RMYV includes only the correction for the exchange energy. Two functionals give
almost the same results. Therefore, the relativistic correction for the correlation term
is negligible.

In addition, even in Z ~ 40 region, the relativistic correction and the gradient
correction for the total energy are comparable while the signs of AFE;.; are opposite
to each other. In Z > 50 region, the relativistic correction for the total energy is
larger than the gradient correction. This example implies that the impact of the
relativistic correction can be as significant as the gradient correction in a wide range
of the systems.

AByy = (A.2)

Appendix B. Relativistic Correction of Hartree Term

In this section, the derivation of Fpye (equation (I6])) is appended. We define the
contribution from the first and second terms of V3 as Fy; and Fya, respectively, as
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Table Al. Total energies calculated in the non-relativistic and relativistic LDA
exchange—correlation functionals. For the Non-rel functional, the PZ81 functional
is used, while for the relativistic functional, the LDA-RK and the LDA-RMV
functionals are used. For comparison the Non-rel GGA exchange—correlation
functional is also shown, where the PBE functional [55] is used. For the kinetic
term and the Hartree term, the Non-rel scheme is used.

Atoms Z PZ81 PBE LDA-RK LDA-RMV
Helium 2 —2.83435 —2.89288 —2.83419 —2.83417
Lithium 3 —7.33420 —7.45114 —7.33353 —7.33345
Beryllium 4 —14.44637 —14.62934 —14.44450 —14.44433
Neon 10 —128.22811 —128.85570 —128.18769 —128.18595
Sodium 11 —161.43435 —162.15032 —161.37850 —161.37630
Magnesium 12 —199.13369 —199.93645 —199.05876 —199.05601
Argon 18 —525.93971 —527.28209 —525.64756 —525.63985
Potassium 19 —598.19357 —599.62967 —597.84352 —597.83468
Calcium 20 —675.73508 —677.26086 —675.31933 —675.30929
Krypton 36 —2750.13629 —2752.92551 —2747.28274 —2747.23853
Rubidium 37 —2936.32553 —2939.18962 —2933.20263 —2933.15523
Strontium 38 —3129.44131 —3132.37553 —3126.03205 —3125.98133
Xenon 54 —7228.83884 —7232.68662 —7218.08285 —7217.95898
Caesium 55 —7550.54003 —7554.42904 —7539.11954 —7538.98974
Barium 56 —7880.09328 —7884.01939 —7867.98002 —7867.84414
Radon 86 —21861.29405 —21865.09427 —21812.86582 —21812.45816
Francium 87 —22470.26526 —22474.02687 —22419.98747 —22419.56745
Radium 88 —23088.63112 —23092.34870 —23036.45668 —23036.02407
2 . 5 1 1 1 1
—e— LDA-RK
2.0 -“ - LDA-RMV A
d —-- PBE
VS *
NN 15! i
N— *
. Non-rel. scheme
= 1.0 \ _ .
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Figure A1l. Ratio of the total energy calculated with the LDA-RK, LDA-RMV,
and PBE functionals to that calculated with the PZ81, AFot shown in solid,
dashed, and dash-dotted lines, respectively.
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Erel = By + Euo;

B [p]

52 Z//w 3 (r—r") b (r) v (') drdr’, (B.1)

B [p]
_ =) (=7 i
= 4@2//#’ % [ |'r—’r"|3 +|7“—7“'| ?1/@ (r') drdr',

(B.2)

where the summation runs over the occupied states only. The j = k contribution
can be included in equations (B and (B.2)) since they are canceled by the exchange
terms, and thus ;. can be replaced to ;. Here, we derive the density functional
forms of Fy1 and Fys.

The first term FEy; is straightforwardly transformed as

occ

B (o] = 222//w §(r =) vy (r) . () dr dr”

~5.2 // (r—7') drdr’
— o [lor)) ar. (B.3)

Next, relativistic correction Ejppo is derived with the assumption that the system
has the time-reversal symmetry. Here, the density is written with the single-particle
Kohn—Sham orbital as

occ

= >0 (1) v (). (B4)

The time-reversal symmetry ensures that any complex conjugate of the occupied
eigenstate is also occupied eigenstate and here its index is denoted as j*; o] =: ¢;-.

Thus, the component Z;CC (Vs () 4 (r)] can be written as

occ occ

S0 ) s ()] = 5 D (V65 () 0 () + Vo ) - )]
=—Z VY (1) W (r) + Vi (r) 4 ()]

occ

= _VZW’J

= §Vp (r). (B.5)
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Equation (B.2)), hence, reads

Ez [p]
(r—r)(r—1r") 1

=—4—i2§//¢ ¥ r— v [ — /]
=—i§//wk A e L

_|_

4c? r—r?
1 & {vw; (M} AV ()} :
_ @Z/ o5 (r ] -5 (r) drdr
1 =) Ve =) T | (el (V]
_ 1662//[ T + P ]d dr’.

(B.6)

Here, in the atomic systems, the density p satisfies p (r) — 0 in r — co. Under
this assumption, since

1 T —7“;- .
8j| = — = (j=x,v, 2), (B.7)

’I’—’I’/| |’l"—’l"l|

the second term of equation (B.6)) reads

/ {Vp(r |7}:_{X|I p(r)} drdr' = // |)drdr'

// (r=7) {rv; P} g’ (B8)

Since
(ri = r}) (rj = 1}) S T =T} 5 — (ri —77) (TJ_T;) (B.9)
T = = r— ']
and
3 /
(ri—ri)(rj—r
Z 81 ( 73 J)a;p(,r/)
Py} |r — /|
3 / / 2 /
ri—1r — ri—r) (rj—r
_ Z J J3 T T13 J _3( ) (-75 J) ;p(r/)
i, j=1 |’l"—’l"/| |’l" /| |’l"—’l"/|
3 ’ 3 , 3 7\2 /
T T — 7] (ri —=r))" (rj = 1%)
=3 TF—HOp () + Yy ———ndip(r) =3 ) = 0p ()
j=1 |7“ | i=1 |7“ - | i, j=1 |’P -r |
3
_ =) V() 3 lr—r'["(r—7') {V'p(r)}
lr—r)? ) lr— |
i,j=
AN / /
_(r=7) {Vf(r)}’ (B.10)
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the first term of equation (B.G) reads

[[ =) Sel e o) T,

P
N LEISAL AL P
’J3:1 / / . / /
[ 3 e,
i, j=1 r—-r
3 i — 1) (r; — 1
- _// Z p(r)@i( . |r1)—(rf|3 ])(’%-p(r') dr dr’
i, j=1
S //p('r) (r _’i: '_{ZF’ (™} i i (B.11)
Therefore, equation (B.6) reads
Bz [p]
_ 1 {r—r") - Vp()}{(r —7) - V'p(r)}  AVp ()} AV'p ()}
T 16¢2 // |r —r’|3 * lr— 7| drd
[ =) A ) (V)
B //p( ) lr— 7| drd +//p( ) lr—7)? drd
=0 (B.12)
Finally,
Bt o) = B o) =~ [ o) dr (B.13)

is followed.
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