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Abstract

We present a novel approach to address the challenges of variable occupation num-

bers in direct optimization of density functional theory (DFT). By parameterizing both

the eigenfunctions and the occupation matrix, our method minimizes the free energy

with respect to these parameters. As the stationary conditions require the occupa-

tion matrix and the Kohn-Sham Hamiltonian to be simultaneously diagonalizable, this

leads to the concept of “self-diagonalization,” where, by assuming a diagonal occu-

pation matrix without loss of generality, the Hamiltonian matrix naturally becomes

diagonal at stationary points. Our method incorporates physical constraints on both

the eigenfunctions and the occupations into the parameterization, transforming the

constrained optimization into an fully differentiable unconstrained problem, which is
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solvable via gradient descent. Implemented in JAX, our method was tested on alu-

minum and silicon, confirming that it achieves efficient self-diagonalization, produces

the correct Fermi-Dirac distribution of the occupation numbers and yields band struc-

tures consistent with those obtained with SCF methods in Quantum Espresso.
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1 Introduction

The electronic structure is fundamental for predicting a material’s properties, as it de-

termines how electrons are distributed across energy bands, especially near the Fermi

level, as well as the topology of these bands, which influences conductivity, reactiv-

ity, optical properties, and other key characteristics. Typically, Kohn-Sham density

functional theory (KS-DFT) combined with the self-consistent field (SCF) method is

used to solve for the electronic structure. However, SCF computation can fail in cer-

tain challenging cases, such as when there are multiple degenerate or near-degenerate

states at the Fermi level in metals or when the gap between the highest occupied

molecular orbital (HOMO) and the lowest unoccupied molecular orbital (LUMO) is

very small in molecules.1–5 In these scenarios, SCF can result in band/orbital reorder-

ing between iterations, leading to oscillations and poor convergence.6–9 To address

these issues, direct optimization methods have been developed, offering more reliable

convergence by bypassing the iterative nature of SCF.1–3,10–17 For example, a series

of works by16,17 investigate direct optimization methods for solving Kohn-Sham den-

sity function functional theory and demonstrate that this approach can be more stable

than the traditional SCF technique. Additionally, Cancès et al. 18 systematically ana-

lyze both SCF and direct optimization methods, concluding that in condensed-matter

physics, especially when using plane wave bases, direct optimization may offer greater

efficiency and robustness. Moreover, the rise of machine learning-enhanced DFT has

brought renewed attention to direct optimization, as it aligns well with the training

processes of machine learning models. Despite these advantages, direct optimization

still encounters challenges in efficiently managing occupation numbers.18 The complex-

ity stems from constraints such as the Pauli exclusion principle, electron conservation,

and Fermion statistics, which become particularly intricate when combined with energy

minimization. Therefore, accurately and efficiently handling occupation numbers re-

mains a critical challenge in direct optimization methods. Early works did not vary the

occupations, instead fixing them at a “reasonable” approximation of metallic behav-

3



ior—fully occupied well below the Fermi level, half-occupied near the Fermi level, and

unoccupied elsewhere.19 A seminal piece of literature on solving the occupation issue

in direct optimization of DFT is a dual-loop direct optimization technique proposed

by Marzari et al. 10 , which optimizes the free energy of a system with respect to the

orbitals in the outer loop, and optimizes of the occupations of those orbitals in the in-

ner loop. This method demonstrated robust convergence, and the direct optimization

of the occupations was subsequently incorporated into SCF calculations to enhance

their stability. As a result, it has become one of the most widely used examples of

direct optimization in DFT.11 Some works recognize the double loop optimization of

orbitals and occupations to be problematic and instead modify both the orbitals and

the occupations within the same loop,20 sometimes with a preconditioner designed to

stabilise convergence.2–4 A different way of creating a single loop approach is to gen-

erate a pseudo-Hamiltonian matrix, which is a function of both the orbitals and the

occupations, as in Freysoldt et al. 13 , the free-energy is then optimized with respect to

the pseudo-Hamiltonian while enforcing the diagonal condition at each step.

In this paper, we address the challenge of managing occupation numbers within the

framework of direct optimization in density functional theory (DFT). As in previous

methodologies, we parameterize the eigenfunctions and occupation matrix and aim

to minimize the free energy with respect to these variational parameters. Our key

observation is that, at the stationary point of this optimization problem, the occupation

matrix and the Kohn-Sham Hamiltonian must be simultaneously diagonalizable, in

accordance with Liouville’s theorem. Due to the unitary invariance of the free energy,

there are infinitely many stationary points where the free energy is stationary with

respect to infinitesimal variations of the wave function. However, all these stationary

points are unitarily equivalent to the Kohn-Sham formulation, meaning there always

exists a unitary transformation that can transform the free energy minimization into

a Kohn-Sham equation, simultaneously diagonalizing both the occupation matrix and

the Kohn-Sham Hamiltonian. This insight led us to assume that if the occupation

matrix is constrained to be diagonal, then, at the stationary point of free energy, the
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Kohn-Sham Hamiltonian will also become diagonal. We refer to this phenomenon as

the “self-diagonalization” of the Kohn-Sham Hamiltonian. This assumption speeds up

the computation of the energy by an order of magnitude (see Fig. (4)) since the free

energy only depends on the diagonal elements of the Hamiltonian.

Our approach to parameterization differs significantly from previous methods. We

hard-wire all constraints of the wave functions and occupation matrix into the param-

eterization, transforming the constrained optimization problem into an unconstrained

one. For the orthonormality constraint of the wave functions, we utilize a QR decompo-

sition approach. This method is applicable to rectangular matrices, unlike conventional

matrix exponential and Cayley transformations, which are limited to square matrices.

This makes our method more suitable for solid-state DFT using plane waves, where

the number of basis functions greatly exceeds the number of orbitals so that the latter

are naturally represented by elongated rectangular matrices. For the occupation ma-

trix parameterization, we propose a novel approach that ensures the occupation num-

bers always satisfy the Pauli exclusion principle, charge conservation, and Hermiticity.

Additionally, it offers better differentiability, allowing the gradient of the variational

parameters to be easily obtained using automatic differentiation frameworks. We im-

plemented our algorithm using JAX and tested it on real systems, such as aluminum

and silicon. Our numerical experiments confirmed that optimizing the free energy with

the diagonal assumption for the occupation matrix leads to the self-diagonalization of

the Hamiltonian matrix, and the corresponding occupation matrix exhibits a Fermi-

Dirac distribution. This approach also produces the same band structure as the SCF

method implemented in Quantum Espresso, validating the correctness of our proposed

method.

This paper is organized as follows: Section 2 provides the theoretical formulation of

free energy minimization in DFT. We also establish the stationary condition, illustrate

its connections to the self-consistent Kohn-Sham equations, and provide the theoretical

basis for the “self-diagonalization” of the Hamiltonian matrix under the assumption of

a diagonal occupation matrix. Section 3 describes our parameterization of the eigen-
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functions and the occupation matrix, as well as the optimization algorithm. Section 4

presents four numerical tests that validate the effectiveness of the proposed method.
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2 Theory

In this section, we review the fundamental concepts and theoretical results related

to free energy minimization in DFT and its connection to the self-consistent Kohn-

Sham equations. We derive the stationary conditions for free energy minimization

with respect to the eigenfunctions and the occupation matrix, leading to the condition

established by the Liouville theorem. Finally, we propose an efficient strategy for

optimizing the free energy: by restricting the occupation matrix to a diagonal form and

minimizing the free energy, the Kohn-Sham Hamiltonian naturally becomes diagonal,

a process we refer to as self-diagonalization.

2.1 Density Functional Theory

The starting point of our approach is the Hohenberg and Kohn 21 ’s density functional

theory (DFT) as generalized by Mermin 22 to thermal ensembles. According to this

the equilibrium density of the many-electron system is obtained by minimizing the free

energy A[n], regarded as a functional of the electronic density n(r):

A[n] = Ts[n] + EHxc[n] +

∫
Vext(r)n(r)dr− TS[n] , (1)

where Ts[n] is the non-interacting kinetic energy functional, EHxc[n] is the sum of

Hartree and exchange-correlation (xc) energy functionals, S[n] is the entropy functional

and T is the temperature.

A key assumption of density functional theory is that the minimizer of A[n], i.e., the

exact density of the electronic system, can be obtained as the equilibrium density of an

auxiliary non-interacting system, known as the Kohn-Sham system, which is described

by the non-interacting single particle Hamiltonian

Ĥs = −∇2
r

2
+ VHxc(r) + Vext(r) (2)

where VHxc(r) ≡ δEHxc[n]
δn(r) is the local one-body potential constructed as the functional
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derivative of the EHxc functional with respect to the density. This potential is itself a

functional of the density and can be computed from a suitable approximation to the

xc energy functional.

2.2 Occupation Matrix

The occupation matrix is crucial for systems with partially occupied electronic states,

particularly in metals at finite temperatures, where electronic states are neither fully

occupied nor completely unoccupied. The eigenvalues of the occupation matrix de-

termine the occupations of the eigenstates of the Kohn-Sham Hamiltonian Ĥs. For

periodic systems, which are the focus here, let ψi(k, r) represent a sufficiently large set

of orthonormal eigenfunctions, collectively denoted by {ψ}. These eigenfunctions are

characterized by a band index i = 1, ..., I, where I is larger than the number of elec-

trons N per unit cell, and a Bloch wave vector k. Each band contains K wave vectors,

where K corresponds to the number of unit cells over which Born von-Karman peri-

odic boundary conditions are applied. We will refer to this set of orbitals as potentially

occupied orbitals.

Following the works of Marzari et al. 10 , Ivanov et al. 2 and Gonze et al. 23 , the

actual occupations are specified occupation matrix γ̂ with matrix elements γij(k) such

that the density takes the form

n(r) =
∑
ij,k

γij(k)ψ
∗
j (k, r)ψi(k, r) . (3)

In this equation, the sum runs over k in the first Brillouin zone, and

∫
ψ∗
j (k, r)ψi(k

′, r)dr = δk,k′δij . (4)

The occupation matrix γ̂ must have the following properties:
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1. Hermiticity. The occupation matrix γ̂ must be Hermitian, meaning it satisfies

γ̂ = γ̂†. (5)

This condition ensures that the eigenvalues of γ̂ are real.

2. Pauli’s exclusion principle. The eigenvalues of γ̂, denoted as {fi}, are all com-

prised between 0 and 1:

0 ⩽ fi ⩽ 1, ∀i = 1, . . . , N ; (6)

3. Charge Conservation. The trace of γ̂ (summed over k) equals the total number

of electrons, ∑
k

Tr{γ̂(k)} =
∑
i,k

γii(k) = NK; (7)

2.3 Unitary Invariance

With the occupation matrix γ̂, the free energy can be represented as a functional of γ̂

and {ψ} as follows:

A[γ̂, {ψ}] = E[γ̂, {ψ}]− TS[γ̂] (8)

where

E[γ̂, {ψ}] = −1

2

∑
ij,k

γij(k)

∫
ψ∗
j (k, r)∇2

rψi(k, r) + EHxc[n] +

∫
Vext(r)n(r)dr, (9)

is the energy and the density is given by Eq. (3). S[γ̂] is the entropy of a noninteracting

system of fermions with occupation matrix γ̂, i.e.,

S[γ̂] = −
∑
k

Tr
{
γ̂(k) ln γ̂(k) + [1̂− γ̂(k)] ln[1̂− γ̂(k)]

}
. (10)

This function is invariant with respect to a unitary transformation of the potentially

occupied orbital among themselves, combined with the corresponding transformation
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of the occupation matrix, i.e., the transformation

ψi(k, r) →
∑
j

Uij(k)ψj(k, r) , γij(k) →
∑
i′j′

Uii′(k)γi′j′(k)U
†
j′j(k) , (11)

leaves the density, the energy, and in general all the physical properties of the system

unchanged. This implies that the solution of the minimization problem cannot be

unique, since we can always apply a unitary transformation that does not change the

physical properties.

2.4 Stationary Conditions

To minimize the free energy A under the orthonormality constraint on {ψ} and the

trace constraint of γ̂ (Eq. (7)), one typically employs the Lagrange multiplier method.

The Lagrangian can be written as

L = A[γ̂, {ψ}]−
∑
ij,k

λij(k)

(∫
ψ∗
j (k, r)ψi(k, r)dr− δij

)
− µ

(∑
k

Tr{γ̂(k)} −NK

)
(12)

where λij(k) is a Hermitian matrix of Lagrange multipliers (collectively denoted by

λ̂(k)) that enforces the orthonormality constraint at each k, and µ is the Lagrange

multiplier for the trace constraint, commonly referred to as the chemical potential. At

the stationary point of A (defined by Eq. (8) with the above-specified constraints),

the system must satisfy the following conditions with respect to both the occupation

matrix γ̂ and eigenfunctions {ψ}:

δL
δψ∗

i (r)
= 0,

δL
δγji(r)

= 0. (13)

In the following, we examine how these stationary conditions connect to the conven-

tional Kohn-Sham DFT framework. We also focus on the critical relationship between

the occupation matrix and the Kohn-Sham Hamiltonian, a connection demanded by

the Liouville theorem.
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2.4.1 Stationary Condition for ψ

Requiring that A is stationary with respect to infinitesimal variation of ψ∗
i (r), i.e.

δL
δψ∗

i (r)
= 0, yields the equation

∑
j

γij(k)Ĥsψj(k, r) =
∑
j

λij(k)ψj(k, r) , (14)

If γ̂ is invertible, which holds at finite temperature, we can define:

ĥ(k) = (γ̂(k))−1λ̂(k) , (15)

with hij(k) represents the matrix element at a given k. With this substitution, the

equation simplifies to:

Ĥsψi(k, r) =
∑
j

hij(k)ψj(k, r) , (16)

At the equilibrium the matrix elements hij(k) are expressed as:

hij(k) =

∫
ψ∗
j (k, r)Hsψi(k, r)dr (17)

which is commonly referred to as the Kohn-Sham Hamiltonian matrix.

Furthermore, ĥ(k) can be brought to diagonal form by a unitary transformation,

such that hij(k) → εi(k)δij . In this case, this stationary condition reduces to the

Kohn-Sham Equation:

Ĥsψi(k, r) = εi(k)ψi(k, r) , (18)

This establishes the fact that the set of optimal orbitals {ψ} is unitarily equivalent to

the set of eigenfunctions of the Kohn-Sham Hamiltonian, with eigenvalues εi(k). In

other words, there always exists a unitary transformation that can convert the optimal

{ψ} that extremize A into the solutions of the Kohn-Sham equation.
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2.4.2 Stationary Condition for γ̂

Requiring that A is stationary with respect to infinitesimal variation of γij(k), i.e.,

δL
δγji(r)

= 0 yields the equation (by differentiation of Equation 8)

T
δS[γ̂]

δγji(k)
=

δE[γ̂]

δγji(k)
− µδij , (19)

where µ (chemical potential) is the Lagrange multiplier that enforces the trace con-

straint (7). It is not difficult to show, making use of Eq. (9) and the expression of

VHxc(r) as a functional derivative of Exc[n], that

δE[γ̂]

δγji(k)
= hij(k) , (20)

a result better known as Janak’s theorem.24 Thus we have

T
δS[γ̂]

δγji(k)
= hij(k)− µδij . (21)

Liouville Theorem The unitary transformation that diagonalizes hij(k) on the

right hand side of Eq. (21) must also diagonalize the left hand side, when the stationary

condition is fulfilled.25 This is possible only if both γ̂ and ĥ are diagonalized by the

same transformation. In other words, at the stationary point, the occupation matrix γ̂

commutes with the Hamiltonian matrix ĥ, a result commonly known as the Liouville’s

theorem:26 [
γ̂, ĥ

]
= 0. (22)

Fermi-Dirac Distribution The physical entropy functional defined in Eq. (10)

and Eq. (21) leads to a natural connection between the eigenvalues of γ̂ and those of

Ĥs:

ln
1− fi(k)

fi(k)
=
εi − µ

T
, (23)
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showing that

fi(k) =
1

e(εi(k)−µ)/T + 1
, (24)

which is the Fermi-Dirac distribution at energy εi(k), temperature T and chemical

potential µ. Notice that fi(k) is always comprised between 0 and 1, as it should. Dif-

ferent choices of the entropy functional are possible and even recommended in metallic

systems when the purpose is not to describe the effect of the temperature on the sys-

tem properties but to accelerate the convergence of the calculation at essentially zero

temperature.27,28 However, the property 0 ≤ fi(k) ≤ 1 must always remain in force.

2.5 Self-diagonalization of the Kohn-Sham Hamiltonian

We observe that due to the unitary invariance, the stationary points of the free en-

ergy, even if it is not the true minimum, are not unique. But the stationary condition

shown in Eqs. (14) and (22) guarantees that every stationary solution corresponds

to a self-consistent solution of the Kohn-Sham equation, where both the Kohn-Sham

Hamiltonian matrix ĥ and the occupation matrix γ̂ are simultaneously diagonal. Con-

sequently, the free energy defined in Eq. (8) can now be expressed solely in terms of

the self-consistent eigenvalues εi and fi:

A =
∑
i,k

fi(k)εi(k)−
∫
VHxc(r)n(r)dr+ EHxc[n]

− T
∑
i,k

{fi(k) ln fi(k) + [1− fi(k)] ln[1− fi(k)]} , (25)

where the second term on the right hand side removes the interaction contribution to

the Kohn-Sham eigenvalues and the third term restores the correct interaction energy.

The self-consistent density can be written, as

n(r) =
∑
i,k

fi(k)|ψi(k, r)|2 , (26)
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where ψi are eigenfunctions of the Kohn-Sham Hamiltonian with eigenvalues

εi(k) =

∫
ψ∗
i (k, r)Ĥsψi(k, r)dr. (27)

Eq. (25) shows that to find the minimum of the free energy and solve the corre-

sponding Kohn-Sham equation, we only need the eigenvalues of the occupation matrix

γ̂ and the Hamiltonian Ĥs. This leads to a more efficient strategy for free energy

optimization: we parameterize γ̂ such that it is always diagonal, satisfying all the con-

straints in Eqs. (5), (6), and (7). As a result, according to the Liouville equation (Eq.

(22)), the stationary conditions of the free energy forces the Kohn-Sham Hamiltonian

to become diagonal, as it must commute with the diagonal occupation matrix that we

parameterize. This approach has two significant advantages:

1. Self-diagonalization of the Kohn-Sham Hamiltonian. The stationary condition

for the free energy A requires that the occupation matrix γ̂ commutes with ĥ.

Given that γ̂ is already in diagonal form, the eigenstate that minimize the free

energy A will simultaneously diagonalize ĥ. This process, which we refer to as

self-diagonalization of the Hamiltonian, occurs naturally during the search for

eigenfunctions, without the need for explicit eigendecomposition.

2. Computational Efficiency. Since we assume the occupation matrix is diagonal

and the free energy in Eq. (25) depends only on the diagonal elements of ĥ, we

can dispense with the full matrix ĥ and only store the diagonal elements of ĥ.

This significantly reduces both the computational time and storage requirements

associated with the off-diagonal elements of ĥ.
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3 Implementation

From the above derivation, we conclude that it is sufficient to parameterize the occu-

pation matrix in diagonal form, i.e., in terms of its eigenvalues, while satisfying the

constraints introduced in Section 2.2. By minimizing the free energy with respect to

both the eigenvalues of the occupation matrix and the potentially occupied orbitals,

the Kohn-Sham Hamiltonian will naturally self-diagonalize. This approach has three

distinguishing characteristics compared to previous methods:

1. All physical constraints—such as positivity, the Pauli exclusion principle, and

the orthonormality of the orbitals—are incorporated into the parameterizations

of the occupations and potentially occupied orbitals. This allows our algorithm to

transform the constrained optimization of the free energy into an unconstrained

optimization problem.

2. Our algorithm yields a diagonal Kohn-Sham Hamiltonian without explicitly per-

forming any diagonalization operations, which reduces both computational time

and storage requirements.

3. We combine the optimization of occupations and orbitals into a single gradient

descent search with a single objective. This sets our method apart from other

methods in the literature which require a separate loops for occupations and

orbitals.2,10,29

3.1 Parameterizing the Potentially Occupied Orbitals

As a first step in our optimization procedure the potentially occupied Bloch wave

functions ψi(k, r) are expanded in plane waves across the periodic crystal lattice:

ψi(k, r) =
1√
Ω

∑
G

CG,i(k) exp [i(k+G) · r] (28)

where the sum runs over reciprocal lattice vecotrs G and Ω is the volume of the unit

cell. The coefficients CG,i(k) are indexed by a reciprocal lattice vector G (row index),
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and a band index i, and are functions of k in the first Brillouin zone. These coefficients

are subject to an orthonormality constraint at each given k,

∑
G

C∗
G,i(k)CG,j(k) = δij . (29)

We arrange the coefficients in an elongated rectangular array Ck of dimensions G× I,

where G is the number of basis states (plane waves) and I is the number of potentially

occupied bands. In this notation the orthonormality constraint takes the form

C†
k ·Ck = II , (30)

where C†
k is a rectangular G × I matrix, II is the I × I identity matrix and the dot

denotes the usual matrix multiplication.

In the standard KS-DFT approach the orthogonality of the Kohn-Sham orbitals is

guaranteed by the hermiticity of the Kohn-Sham equation. As we move away from KS-

DFT a crucial question arises: how can we incorporate the orthogonality constraint

for the coefficients CG,i(k)? A common method involves using unitary transforma-

tions, parameterized as exponentials of skew-Hermitian matrices,2,3,12,13,30 to generate

orthogonal sets of potentially occupied orbitals. However, the exponential transforma-

tion method can only be applied to square matrices. Therefore, it works in situations

in which the number of basis functions equals the numbers of potentially occupied

orbitals. In solid state applications using a plane wave basis, the number of basis func-

tions greatly exceeds the number of bands at each k vector. Therefore, this method

becomes inefficient as we only require a few eigenstates for each k. Moreover, The

matrix exponential operation necessitates multiple eigendecompositions and matrix

multiplications, which can significantly slow down the computational process.

To avoid these problems, we parameterize the orthogonality constraint for the co-

efficients Ck via QR decomposition. Starting with an arbitrary G × I matrix Xk the

QR decomposition expresses Xk as the product of a G × I matrix with orthonormal

columns (denoted by Q) and an I × I upper triangular matrix (denoted by R). Dis-
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carding R we use Q as our desired orthogonal matrix Ck. Thus, the parameterization

of this the orthonormal coefficients can be expressed as follows:

Ck = QR[Xk] (31)

whereXk denotes the set of variational parameters that are subject to optimization and

QR[Xk] denotes the orthonormal part of the QR decomposition of the matrix Xk. This

form ensures that the orthonormality of the wavefunction coefficients is maintained

during the optimization process. Compared to the matrix exponential operation, QR

decomposition is more efficient and can be applied to rectangular matrices. Moreover,

the gradient of QR decomposition has been studied in detail31 and is implemented in

modern automatic differentiation frameworks such as PyTorch and JAX.

3.2 Parameterizing the Occupation Matrix

Next we consider the constraints on the occupation matrix. As discussed in the previous

section we take advantage of the invariance of the free energy with respect to unitary

transformations to restrict our search to diagonal occupation matrices

γij(k) = fi(k)δij . (32)

These occupations can be arranged in a square diagonal matrix of dimension IK×IK,

denoted by F, in the following manner:

F :=



f1(k1)

. . .

f1(kK)

. . .

fN (k1)

. . .

fN (kK)



(33)
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The matrix is indexed jointly by both the orbital and the k point. Note that, due to

unitary invariance, this assumption involves no loss of generality. As we have required

that γ̂ is diagonal, then the Hamiltonian matrix ĥ will necessarily be diagonal at

the solution of the optimization problem. One might object that ĥ needs not be

diagonal in the degenerate subspaces of γ̂. In a strictly mathematical sense, Eq. (23)

precludes this possibility, since it mandates that γ̂ and ĥ are not only simultaneously

diagonal, but also simultaneously degenerate. In practice the occupation numbers

rapidly (exponentially) converge to 1 or 0 for states that are far from the Fermi level,

even though their energies are widely different. But for states in these occupation-

degenerate subspaces it is practically irrelevant whether the Hamiltonian is diagonal

or not, because their contribution to the energy is given simply by the trace of the

Hamiltonian in the degenerate subspace, which is invariant under unitary rotations in

the subspace.

The diagonal elements of F must be comprised between 0 and 1 and add up to

NK (notice that N ≤ I). To ensure satisfaction of this constraint we propose to the

following parameterization:

F = diag
(
V ·V†

)
(34)

where V is an IK×NK matrix of orthonormal columns which is generated by applying

the QR decomposition to an arbitrary rectangular matrix Y of dimensions IK ×NK

and discarding the upper triangular part:

V = QR(Y) . (35)

Similar to Eq. (31), the elements of the matrix Y are variational parameters subject

to optimization. Since, by construction, we have

V† ·V = INK , (36)
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where INK is the NK ×NK identity matrix we immediately see that

Tr[F] = Tr[V ·V†] = Tr[V† ·V] = NK (37)

as required. In addition, the IK × IK square matrix F̃ ≡ V ·V† is idempotent:

F̃2 = F̃ (38)

which follows immediately from Eq. (36). This implies that its diagonal elements,

which by construction are the occupation numbers fi(k), are all comprised between 0

and 1. Indeed,

F̃ik,ik =
∑
k′

I∑
j=1

F̃ik,jk′F̃jk′,ik ≥ F̃ 2
ik,ik , (39)

from which the desired inequality

0 ≤ F̃ik,ik ≤ 1 (40)

follows immediately.

3.3 Algorithm

The parameterization method above reformulates the constrained search problem of

free energy into an unconstrained minimization problem:

min
Y, Xk

E [{fik}(Y), {ψi}(Xk)]− TS [{fik}(Y)] , (41)

with variational parameters Y and Xk (where we have defined fik ≡ fi(k)). This ap-

proach incorporates the orbital and occupation matrix’s constraints of finite-temperature

KS-DFT, as described in Section 2.2 and Section 3.1. All operations in these equations

are differentiable, meaning the gradients are well-defined and can be computed us-

ing automatic differentiation frameworks such as JAX32 or PyTorch.33 Consequently,

gradient-based optimizers can be employed. The gradient-based optimization process
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for the proposed method is summarized as follows

1. Initialize the variational parameters Y and Xk.

2. Repeat the following steps until convergence criterion is met:

(a) Compute the diagonal occupation matrix F via Eqs. (34) and (35);

(b) Construct the Bloch wave function of each band ψi(k, r) via Eqs. (28) and

(31);

(c) Compute the free energy Eq. (41);

(d) Calculate the gradient of free energy with respect to the variational param-

eters Y and Xk;

(e) Update the parameters Y and Xk.

Parameter updates can be carried out using steepest gradient descent, second-order

methods like L-BFGS,34 or adaptive gradient methods commonly used in deep learn-

ing, such as AdaGrad35 and Adam.36 In self-consistent field (SCF) calculations, pre-

conditioning techniques are often employed to improve convergence and stability. In

direct optimization, adaptive gradient methods like AdaGrad and Adam have been

shown to offer similar preconditioning benefits.35,37

Complexity Analysis Our approach has two primary bottlenecks: the QR de-

composition and the fast Fourier transformation (FFT) operations for the calculation

of Coulomb integrals in reciprocal space. The algorithm employs two QR decomposi-

tions: one for plane wave coefficients and another for occupation numbers. The first

QR decomposition for plane wave coefficients has a complexity of O(KGI2), com-

parable to the Davidson algorithm for diagonalization in self-consistent field (SCF)

methods. If a matrix exponential operation is used to parameterize orthonormality,

the complexity increases to O(KG3) since it applies only to square matrices. The QR

decomposition for the occupation matrix incurs a complexity of O(K3I3). Typically,

we have K ∼ I ≪ G (G ≫ O(I3) in most cases), indicating that G (the number of

plane waves) is significantly larger than both K (the number of k points) and I (the
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number of orbitals). Additionally, the FFT operations entail a complexity similar to

other plane wave calculations, specifically O(KIG logG), due to the need for efficient

transformations of energy integrals in reciprocal space.
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4 Numerical Results

In this section we provide evidence for our core claims and evaluate the efficacy of the

proposed approach by focusing on four key questions:

1. Self-diagonalization. Can our method diagonalize the Kohn-Sham Hamiltonian

as theoretically expected, even without explicitly applying any diagonalization

operation?

2. Fermi-Dirac distribution. Can the algorithm produce the correct Fermi-Dirac

distribution of the occupation numbers?

3. Band Structure. Is it possible to obtain the same electronic band structure

with this approach as with conventional self-consistent Kohn-Sham DFT?

4. Scaling. How does the scaling compare to other direct optimization methods

that handle occupations?

To answer these questions regarding the proposed method, we implement it in

Python and test it on representative crystal structures, including aluminum and sili-

con. Our implementation utilizes the automatic differentiation framework JAX.32 All

experiments are conducted on a single NVIDIA A100 GPU with 40GB of memory. We

use the local-density approximation exchange (LDA X) as our functional is all cases.38

4.1 Self-diagonalization

In this test, we minimize the free energy as defined in Eq. (41) for the face-centered

cubic (FCC) aluminum crystal.39,40 The self-diagonalization process of the Kohn-Sham

Hamiltonian matrix ĥ (defined in Eq. (17)) for such crystal at a finite temperature

(T=0.01 Ha) is shown in Figure 1. The colors in the figure represent the energy

in Hartrees: blue indicates values below zero, red indicates values above zero, and

white indicates zero. The optimization consists of 5000 steps, and we use the Adam

optimizer.36 As the optimization progresses, ĥ gradually becomes diagonal, clearly seen

in the final frame of 5000 steps in which a colored diagonal is surrounded by white (very
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Energy (Ha)

Figure 1: The self-diagonalization process of the Kohn-Sham Hamiltonian matrix ĥ for an
aluminum crystal at the Γ point, at a temperature of T = 0.01 Ha. Left: A visualization of
the Hamiltonian matrix at steps 100, 300, 500, 1000, 2000 and 5000. The color represents the
matrix elements of ĥ: blue indicates values below zero down to −5 Ha, red indicates values
above zero up to 5 Ha, and white indicates close to zero, as represented in the colorbar.
The plot on the right shows how the variance of the off-diagonal elements of ĥ decreases as
the optimization progresses. It is evident that as the free energy (Eq. (41)) is minimized, ĥ
gradually self-diagonalizes.
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close to zero) off-diagonal matrix elements. Note that the computation of the full ĥ,

which we have presented here for illustration, is not required in the running of our

algorithm. At any time the Hamiltonian matrix can be constructed from the orbital

coefficients via Eqs. (17) and (28) if desired.

4.2 Fermi-Dirac Distribution

In this test, we investigate the evolution of the occupation number distribution and

its relation to the band structure, using aluminum as an example. For the energy

calculation, we employ a 64 × 64 × 64 FFT mesh, and a 3 × 3 × 3 k-point mesh, at

a temperature T = 0.01Ha, along with a temperature annealing scheme to enhance

convergence. The optimization process is depicted in Figure 2. In the figure, each solid

circle represents an occupation number and a diagonal element of the hamiltonian

matrix, which will become a Kohn-Sham eigenvalue at the end of the optimization

process. The gray dotted curve illustrates the theoretical Fermi-Dirac distribution.

The Fermi level is determined by fitting a Fermi-Dirac function to the occupation

numbers, with the Fermi level corresponding to the fitted Fermi-Dirac function equals

0.5. Initially, at step 0, the variational parameters Xk and Y are randomly initialized,

causing the occupation numbers to be scattered around 0.5. As iterations progress,

the occupation numbers gradually converge to the theoretical Fermi-Dirac distribution,

verifying that our approach can yield accurate Fermi-Dirac distributions of occupation

numbers associated with Kohn-Sham eigenvalues as we progressively optimize the free

energy. Additionally, we present the band structure of FCC aluminum, noting that the

bands are reordered across the k-points and are partially occupied where they cross

the Fermi level, which is essential for determining the thermodynamic properties of the

material.
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Figure 2: A visualization of the change of occupation numbers during the optimization for
a FCC aluminum crystal. Top: Occupation numbers as a function of Hamiltonian diagonal
matrix elements relative to the Fermi level (εi(k)− εfermi). Each point represents a diagonal
element-occupation number pair for a potentially occupied orbital. The color indicates the
value of the occupation number, with red representing 1 and blue representing 0. A theoreti-
cal Fermi-Dirac distribution is shown as a dotted line. The occupation number distributions
are displayed at steps 0, 1000, 2000, and 3000. The rightmost figure focuses on the eigen-
values near the Fermi level within a narrow energy range (x-axis) at step 3000. Bottom:
An illustration of the band structure of a metal (aluminum based on an FCC conventional
unit-cell) and its relation to the occupation numbers.
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Figure 3: Comparison of the electronic band structures of Aluminum and Silicon calculated
using the proposed method and Quantum Espresso. We use 3 × 3 × 3 k-point mesh, cutoff
energy of 100 Ha, smearing/temperature values of T = 0.01Ha for both materials. As our
method is an all-electron method, we have tuned the pseudo-potentials in our Quantum
Espresso calculations to allow for an all-electron calculation. Quantum Espresso employs
the conventional self-consistent field (SCF) Kohn-Sham DFT with LDA X and a plane-wave
basis in the pseudopotential projector-augmented wave formalism. The pseudopotentials
used in Quantum Espresso are modified such that all-electron calculations are conducted to
match our method for evaluation purposes.

4.3 Band Structure

In this test we compare our computed band structure of Aluminum and Silicon40,41

results to those computed the conventional self-consistent (SCF) method, as imple-

mented in Quantum Espresso.42 The resulting band structures are presented in Figure

3. The two methods yield similar energy band structures, indicating a strong agree-

ment between the two approaches. This demonstrates the accuracy of the proposed

method in reproducing the correct band structures and suggests that the occupation

numbers and eigenfunctions are also well-aligned with the conventional SCF method.
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Figure 4: Scaling comparison between the proposed method and full Hamiltonian matrix
method. The x-axis represents the number of orbitals (dimension of the Hamiltonian matrix),
while the y-axis shows the total training time of 1000 iterations.

4.4 Scaling comparison

In this experiment, we compare the scaling performance of our method against the

full Hamiltonian matrix method. The full Hamiltonian matrix method encompasses

a series of studies that address occupation at finite temperature through direct op-

timization.10,12,13,43 In our implementation, we compute the full Hamiltonian matrix

ĥ at each step, allowing us to calculate the free energy through Eqs. (8), (9), and

(10). The primary goal of this experiment is to demonstrate that our approach, which

relies solely on the diagonal elements of the Hamiltonian matrix, offers a significant

efficiency advantage. We conduct our calculations on an aluminum crystal using a

2 × 2 × 2 k-point mesh and a 48 × 48 × 48 FFT mesh. We vary the total number

of bands, including extra empty bands, from 26 to 416. In Figure 4 we present our

results. The X-axis represents the number of bands, corresponding to the dimension of

the Hamiltonian matrix, while the Y-axis shows the total wall-clock execution time (in

seconds) for 1000 iterations. As expected, the wall-clock execution time increases with

the number of bands for both methods. However, our method consistently exhibits a

significant reduction in training time compared to the full Hamiltonian matrix method

across all tested band counts (26, 52, 104, 208, and 416). The increased efficiency stems
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from the fact that our method only requires the calculation of the diagonal elements of

the Hamiltonian matrix, while the full Hamiltonian matrix methods necessitates off-

diagonal information, resulting in one order of magnitude longer time. This indicates

that our method scales more efficiently with increasing dimension of the Hamiltonian

matrix.
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5 Conclusion

In this work we have presented a new direct optimization approach for the calulation

of eigenfunctions and occupations numbers for Kohn-Sham DFT. There are several

beneficial features of our approach, specifically our method:

1. is an unconstrained search problem with a single iterative step as all physical

constraints have been incorporated into the parameterisation of the orbitals and

the occupations;

2. does not require eigenvalue decomposition operations as by requiring that our

occupation matrix is diagonal, it automatically diagonalizes the Hamiltonian ma-

trix;

3. only requires that we compute the diagonal elements of the occupation matrix

and the Hamiltonian matrix which significantly reduces the computational time

and storage requirements for this part of our calculations;

4. is fully differentiable, and our implementation in the JAX automatic differen-

tiation framework allows us to take advantage of this in our gradient descent

approach.

The most significant impact of this research is that it paves the way for developing

other machine learning-based DFT methods. Since this method is fully differentiable

and seamlessly integrated with automatic differentiation frameworks widely used in the

machine learning community, it greatly simplifies the development of machine learning-

assisted density functional theory. This includes tasks such as training neural network-

based functionals, potentials, or force fields, allowing for more accurate, efficient, and

scalable simulations of complex materials.
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