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Non-interacting delocalised representation
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Non-interacting (delocalised) molecular orbital representation
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The molecular spin-orbitals are simply obtained
by solving the one-electron Schrodinger equation

ilCDQ(X) = €9 Po(X)
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Non-interacting (delocalised) molecular orbital representation
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The molecular spin-orbitals are simply obtained
by solving the one-electron Schrodinger equation

ilCDQ(X) = €9 Po(X)
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Non-interacting (delocalised) molecular orbital representation
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Non-interacting (delocalised) molecular orbital representation
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Non-interacting (delocalised) molecular orbital representation
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Non-interacting (delocalised) molecular orbital representation
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Non-interacting (delocalised) molecular orbital representation
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] tion
1RDM in the molecular orbital (mo) representa

Dy
€y —
En-1 —— Py
AF A |“P >]
oo =(Polalayn Py
ENt+4 ———  Pnya [}/ PO < 0 2%
ENt3 —— Pn43
ENy2 ——  Pny2
ENyl ——— §0N+1
&y —@—  On
T T >
atal...al 4l |vac
= |Py) = aiaz...aN_laNl
& —@— P
& —@— ¢



1RDM in the molecular orbital (mo) representation
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1RDM in the molecular orbital (mo) representation

}/IlngO = (TO | &;&Q | lP()) where |Py) = &I&;“'d;:f—lal\j\f

<

Is @ occupied in Wy?

| vac)

13



1RDM in the molecular orbital (mo) representation
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1RDM in the molecular orbital (mo) representation
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1RDM in the molecular orbital (mo) representation

}/IZLQO = (lPO | &;&Q | lP()) where |Py) = &I&;“'d;:]—lal\;\f
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Is @ occupied in Wy?

If @p is occupied in Wy then dLd,|Wo) =0  Pauli principle

| vac)

16



1RDM in the molecular orbital (mo) representation
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1RDM in the molecular orbital (mo) representation
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1RDM in the molecular orbital (mo) representation
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1RDM in the molecular orbital (mo) representation
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1RDM in the molecular orbital (mo) representation
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No entanglement between the molecular orbitals
in the non-interacting case
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Idempotency property
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Turning to the localised picture (useless here although interesting)
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Localised spin-orbitals
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Turning to the localised picture (useless here although interesting)

| @p) = Z Crlan) (%\\
I

|@g) = 2 Ciolxy) 4{/
J

Localised spin-orbitals

(@p] (PQ> = 5PQ = Z CIPCJQ )
1
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Turning to the localised picture (useless here although interesting)

| pp) = Z Ciplxp) {\\\
I

|9g) = 2 Cigl2s) &
J

Localised spin-orbitals

{(@pl@g) = bpg = Z CIPCJQl<)(1|)(J>'

IJ

Orthonormalisation
procedure

5[]
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Turning to the localised picture (useless here although interesting)

| @p) = Z Cip 1) T —
I

| @g) = 2 Ciolxy) 4{/
J

Localised spin-orbitals

Molecular orbital
coefficients matrix

{@pl@g) = 6pg = Z CipCig oy
I

- Z CipCrg = Z C'] PI €] 10

1
- [c'q],,
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Turning to the localised picture (useless here although interesting)

| pp) = Z Ciplxp) (\\\
I

|@g) = Z Crolxy) é’./
J

Localised spin-orbitals

Unitary transformation
from the delocalised to localised pictures
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Turning to the localised picture (useless here although interesting)
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Turning to the localised picture (useless here although interesting)
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Turning to the localised picture (useless here although interesting)
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Turning to the localised picture (useless here although interesting)
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Turning to the localised picture (useless here although interesting)
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Turning to the localised picture (useless here although interesting)

@loc — Cymoclj

occupied spin—MQOs

l
Y= Z CipVpo Cro = Z CrpCop
PQ P
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Turning to the localised picture (useless here although interesting)

@loc — CymOCT o - Not diagonal!

occupied spin—MOs
loc __

Yy = (5';6]%1'0 = Z CirCrp 7 0y
P
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Turning to the localised picture (useless here although interesting)

Glloc — CymOCT o ~ Not diagonal!

occupied spin—MOs
loc __

vy = AC ]6J>‘P0 = Z CirCrp 7 0y
P

Any localised spin-orbital ; is entangled with the other spin-orbitals y,
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Turning to the localised picture (useless here although interesting)

G,loc — CymOCT e Not diagonal!

occupied spin—MOs

}’IZJOC = (C ]6J>‘P0 = Z CirCrp 7 0y
P

Any localised spin-orbital ; is entangled with the other spin-orbitals y,

unlike in the delocalised molecular orbital space!
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Prototypical ring of L = 16 hydrogen atoms
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Prototypical ring of L = 16 hydrogen atoms

(€3€15)w,
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Exact density matrix functional embedding

Xo Oy = | vac)

Two-electron system

N-electron system
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Exact density matrix functional embedding

Poath = dl |VaC>

@Q

Let’s prove that the embedding is exact
for non-interacting electrons

Two-electron system

N-electron system
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The “Householder embedding” project

From left to right: S. Sekaran (Strasbourg, France),

E.F. and M. Tsuchiizu (Nara, Japan).

M. Saubanére (Montpellier, France),
L. Mazouin (Strasbourg, France), and E.F.

A. S. Householder, J. ACM 5, 339 (1958).
S. Sekaran, M. Tsuchiizu, M. Saubanére, and E. Fromager, Phys. Rev. B 104, 035121 (2021).
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The Householder transformation

| X =1Y]

A. S. Householder, J. ACM 5, 339 (1958).
S. Sekaran, M. Tsuchiizu, M. Saubanére, and E. Fromager, Phys. Rev. B 104, 035121 (2021).
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The Householder transformation

A. S. Householder, J. ACM 5, 339 (1958).
S. Sekaran, M. Tsuchiizu, M. Saubanére, and E. Fromager, Phys. Rev. B 104, 035121 (2021).
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The Householder transformation

X+Y

Hyperplane’s reflection

A. S. Householder, J. ACM 5, 339 (1958).
S. Sekaran, M. Tsuchiizu, M. Saubanére, and E. Fromager, Phys. Rev. B 104, 035121 (2021).
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The Householder transformation

Normalized
Householder vector

4
I
=<

X+Y

Hyperplane’s reflection

A. S. Householder, J. ACM 5, 339 (1958,). 49
S. Sekaran, M. Tsuchiizu, M. Saubanére, and E. Fromager, Phys. Rev. B 104, 035121 (2021).



The Householder transformation

Householder vector

X _ Y A
=V
IX-Y| X+Y
................................................................................... )
Hyperplane’s reflection
TX+Y) ~ X =YV (X+Y) Y
=X = |Y|"=0
A. S. Householder, J. ACM 5, 339 (1958,). 50

S. Sekaran, M. Tsuchiizu, M. Saubanére, and E. Fromager, Phys. Rev. B 104, 035121 (2021).



The Householder transformation

Householder vector
—viXv
X—-Y
=V
| X —-Y]|
—viXv
A. S. Householder, J. ACM 5, 339 (1958). 57

S. Sekaran, M. Tsuchiizu, M. Saubanére, and E. Fromager, Phys. Rev. B 104, 035121 (2021).



The Householder transformation

Householder vector
—viXv
X—-Y
=V
| X —-Y]|
—viXv
Y = X—2v!Xv
A. S. Householder, J. ACM 5, 339 (1958). 52

S. Sekaran, M. Tsuchiizu, M. Saubanére, and E. Fromager, Phys. Rev. B 104, 035121 (2021).



Householder vector

------

A. S. Householder, J. ACM 5, 339 (1958).

The Householder transformation

—viXv

—viXv

53

S. Sekaran, M. Tsuchiizu, M. Saubanére, and E. Fromager, Phys. Rev. B 104, 035121 (2021).



Householder vector

------

= X-2vv!X

The Householder transformation

—viXv

—viXv

|
—
rm

|
(\®)

<

<
—~
~
4

A. S. Householder, J. ACM 5, 339 (1958).

54

S. Sekaran, M. Tsuchiizu, M. Saubanére, and E. Fromager, Phys. Rev. B 104, 035121 (2021).



The Householder transformation

Householder vector

X _ Y A
= Householder transformation
............................. |X_Y| e matriX
P=1-2vv!
Y =
A. S. Householder, J. ACM 5, 339 (1958). 55

S. Sekaran, M. Tsuchiizu, M. Saubanére, and E. Fromager, Phys. Rev. B 104, 035121 (2021).



The Householder transformation

Householder vector

X _ Y A
= Householder transformation
............................. |X_Y| e matriX
P=I-2vv'
R — \ e
Identity matrix
A. S. Householder, J. ACM 5, 339 (1958). 56

S. Sekaran, M. Tsuchiizu, M. Saubanére, and E. Fromager, Phys. Rev. B 104, 035121 (2021).



The Householder transformation

Householder vector

o
|
o

Unitary transformation

Hyperplane’s
reflection P=1I- 2VVT

B ———

=<
Il

A. S. Householder, J. ACM 5, 339 (1958).
S. Sekaran, M. Tsuchiizu, M. Saubanére, and E. Fromager, Phys. Rev. B 104, 035121 (2021).
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The Householder transformation

P—l

Unitary transformation

P=1-2vv'

A. S. Householder, J. ACM 5, 339 (1958).
S. Sekaran, M. Tsuchiizu, M. Saubanére, and E. Fromager, Phys. Rev. B 104, 035121 (2021).
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The Householder transformation

PP=1  &—— P11

Unitary transformation

P=1-2vv'

A. S. Householder, J. ACM 5, 339 (1958).
S. Sekaran, M. Tsuchiizu, M. Saubanére, and E. Fromager, Phys. Rev. B 104, 035121 (2021).

99



Householder transformed density matrix embedding

Impurity

G. Knizia and G. K.-L. Chan, Phys. Rev. Lett. 109, 186404 (2012).
S. Sekaran, M. Tsuchiizu, M. Saubanére, and E. Fromager, Phys. Rev. B 104, 035121 (2021).
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Householder transformed density matrix embedding

Impurity

7/00 ]/10 anaaw }/JO -
]/1() -------------------

Yy = <6}Lé]> =

YJ0

loc hotation

Y = 7

S. Sekaran, M. Tsuchiizu, M. Saubanére, and E. Fromager, Phys. Rev. B 104, 035121 (2021).
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Householder transformed density matrix embedding

Impurity

/0§

S. Sekaran, M. Tsuchiizu, M. Saubanére, and E. Fromager, Phys. Rev. B 104, 035121 (2021).



Householder transformed density matrix embedding

Impurity

X Y
} l
%3‘ 710 YJ0 @\

. O 111 H H 7
B EE ' 0 X as we would like it to be
7i0f : : .

S. Sekaran, M. Tsuchiizu, M. Saubanére, and E. Fromager, Phys. Rev. B 104, 035121 (2021). 63



Householder transformed density matrix embedding

Impurity

X<« Same norm! ————3 Y

J J
%3‘ 710 YJ0 @\
VioF  rremerereereeeeeen 710

0

# 0

YJ0 :

./ \O_/

S. Sekaran, M. Tsuchiizu, M. Saubanére, and E. Fromager, Phys. Rev. B 104, 035121 (2021).
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Householder transformed density matrix embedding

2 2 2 2 — =2 2
| X| _Voo—lYl —Yoo = 7’10—27]0

X<« Same norm! ————3 Y
| J
q’o& 710 Yi0 7(30
VioF  rremerereereeeeeen le

- 0
# 0

YJ0 :

./ \O_/

S. Sekaran, M. Tsuchiizu, M. Saubanére, and E. Fromager, Phys. Rev. B 104, 035121 (2021).
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Householder transformed density matrix embedding

/0§

S. Sekaran, M. Tsuchiizu, M. Saubanére, and E. Fromager, Phys. Rev. B 104, 035121 (2021).

—>

Same Norm! ey Y

|

Y00
Y10
0
0
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Householder transformed density matrix embedding

X <« Same norm! ————3 Y ()
J | .
YT 700 ;
N G PR A\
0 J>0
# 0
Y70 :
./ \O_/

S. Sekaran, M. Tsuchiizu, M. Saubanére, and E. Fromager, Phys. Rev. B 104, 035121 (2021).



Householder transformed density matrix embedding

X-Y
V= < Householder vector
X -Y|
2 2 ~ ~ - -
where I X-Y|"=2 ( 1Y |" — XTY) =271 = 110710) = 2710 (710 = 710)
X<« Same norm! ————3 Y ()
l | !
YT 00 .
B0 T fio|—— (=) [T 12
- 0 J>0
# 0
YJ0 :
./ O/

S. Sekaran, M. Tsuchiizu, M. Saubanére, and E. Fromager, Phys. Rev. B 104, 035121 (2021).



Householder transformed density matrix embedding

X-Y
vV =
X -Y]|

Householder vector

where

(

)

* 27’]20 — 710

J>0

/

l Impurity

J If one single neighbour...

v

IX=YIP=£27,0(xl70]1=710)

S. Sekaran, M. Tsuchiizu, M. Saubanére, and E. Fromager, Phys. Rev. B 104, 035121 (2021).
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Householder transformed density matrix embedding

X-Y
vV = Householder vector
X -Y]|
where ( \
2 2 2
| X -Y| =@2 ZV]()@ Zyjo_ylo
J>0 \ J>0 )

Impurity

|

J If one single neighbour...

IX-Y[* ;@2|7’10| (Bl 7101 =710)
l

choose —sgn (;/10) «— |X-Y|#0

S. Sekaran, M. Tsuchiizu, M. Saubanére, and E. Fromager, Phys. Rev. B 104, 035121 (2021).



Householder transformed density matrix embedding

/0§

S. Sekaran, M. Tsuchiizu, M. Saubanére, and E. Fromager, Phys. Rev. B 104, 035121 (2021).
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Householder transformed density matrix embedding

/0§

S. Sekaran, M. Tsuchiizu, M. Saubanére, and E. Fromager, Phys. Rev. B 104, 035121 (2021).

Known

o

~

Y10
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Householder transformed density matrix embedding

Impurity

X Y
l l
%8‘ 710 YJ0 @ V= V[}/]

S 5 P = Ply]
. : =

Y

The Householder transformation is an explicit functional of the density matrix!

S. Sekaran, M. Tsuchiizu, M. Saubanére, and E. Fromager, Phys. Rev. B 104, 035121 (2021). 73



Householder representation in second quantization

P = P[}/] =] — 2VVT Unitary Householder transformation matrix

S. Sekaran, M. Tsuchiizu, M. Saubanére, and E. Fromager, Phys. Rev. B 104, 035121 (2021).
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Householder representation in second quantization

P = P[}/] =1 - 2VVT Unitary Householder transformation matrix

P IJ — 5 1]~ 2V]V T Householder transformation matrix elements

S. Sekaran, M. Tsuchiizu, M. Saubaneére, and E. Fromager, Phys. Rev. B 104, 035121 (2021).
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Householder representation in second quantization

P = P[}/] =1 - 2VVT Unitary Householder transformation matrix

P IJ — 5 1]~ 2\/ ]V T Householder transformation matrix elements

d}L — 2 P I/ 6; Creates delocalised Householder orbitals
J

S. Sekaran, M. Tsuchiizu, M. Saubanére, and E. Fromager, Phys. Rev. B 104, 035121 (2021). 76



Householder representation in second quantization

d; = z P, 6; From the localised to the Householder
7 representation

S. Sekaran, M. Tsuchiizu, M. Saubanére, and E. Fromager, Phys. Rev. B 104, 035121 (2021).
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Householder representation in second quantization

d}L = z P, 6; From the localised to the Householder
7 representation

ZPK1@= ZZPKlpljéj
I Jo

S. Sekaran, M. Tsuchiizu, M. Saubanére, and E. Fromager, Phys. Rev. B 104, 035121 (2021).
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Householder representation in second quantization

d}L = 2 P, 6; From the localised to the Householder
representation
7t — AT — 2 AT — ol = AT
S ruli= B Z Pt = TP, )= T
1 J 1 J

S. Sekaran, M. Tsuchiizu, M. Saubanére, and E. Fromager, Phys. Rev. B 104, 035121 (2021). 79



Householder representation in second quantization

dJr = z Py c J From the localised to the Householder
representation

6‘}2 = 2 P K d; From the Householder to the localised
representation

S. Sekaran, M. Tsuchiizu, M. Saubanére, and E. Fromager, Phys. Rev. B 104, 035121 (2021).
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Householder representation in second quantization

X Y

Lo U

X-Y | Y00 |710 R A (NEERE
vV = Householder vector V10 seeerereessesieaans Y10
IX-Y| : 0
0
Y0 :
0
0

ol The impurity is invariant under
0 the transformation

it = =
do_ ZPOJCJ —
J\_/

O — 2VoV;

S. Sekaran, M. Tsuchiizu, M. Saubanére, and E. Fromager, Phys. Rev. B 104, 035121 (2021). 81



Householder representation in second quantization

P = P[}/] =1 - 2VVT Unitary Householder transformation matrix

P IJ — 5 1]~ 2V]V T Householder transformation matrix elements

d}L — Z P I/ @; Creates delocalised Householder orbitals
J

dg = 62; The impurity is invariant under
the transformation

di | vac) = Z Pyl Will play the role of the bath orbital
J

S. Sekaran, M. Tsuchiizu, M. Saubaneére, and E. Fromager, Phys. Rev. B 104, 035121 (2021). 82



1RDM in the Householder representation

V0= (¥ol Cijjo | ¥o)

= ZPJI <‘Po|3;50|‘1'o>

D)

’ ]
— ZPJI Y10 %aa
I
_ [px],
-1, I
J;l 0

S. Sekaran, M. Tsuchiizu, M. Saubanére, and E. Fromager, Phys. Rev. B 104, 035121 (2021).



1RDM in the Householder representation

V0= (¥ol Cijjo | ¥o)

= ZPJI <‘Po|3;50|‘1'o>

e

Y00
710

’ ]
— ZPJI Y10 %&
1
_ [px],
- [v], Ul
J;l 0

By construction, the impurity is

S. Sekaran, M. Tsuchiizu, M. Saubanére, and E. Fromager, Phys. Rev. B 104, 035121 (2021).
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Theorem:

1RDM in the Householder representation

As the electrons are non-interacting, the turns out to be
entangled only with the impurity

S. Sekaran, M. Tsuchiizu, M. Saubanére, and E. Fromager, Phys. Rev. B 104, 035121 (2021).
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1RDM in the Householder representation

Theorem: As the electrons are non-interacting, the

turns out to be

entangled only with the impurity
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1RDM in the Householder representation

Theorem: As the electrons are non-interacting, the turns out to be
entangled only with the impurity

Proof }7 — }72 Idempotency property

710 = (ol didy |¥o) = 7], = D TrFxo
K

= YYoo t ¥n¥iot Z Vg X0
K>1
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1RDM in the Householder representation

Theorem: As the electrons are non-interacting, the

turns out to be

entangled only with the impurity

Proof }7 — }72

Idempotency property
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3 750 (1 = 700)

Y71 = =
710

e

S. Sekaran, M. Tsuchiizu, M. Saubanére, and E. Fromager, Phys. Rev. B 104, 035121 (2021).

88



1RDM in the Householder representation

Theorem: As the electrons are non-interacting, the turns out to be
entangled only with the impurity

Proof 750 (1= 7o0)

Y10

Yy =

J >l sy = 0

No entanglement between the impurity
and the orbitals other than the bath

Y
V71 =0
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1RDM in the Householder representation

Theorem: As the electrons are non-interacting, the turns out to be
entangled only with the impurity

Proof

No entanglement between the
and the orbitals other than the impurity!

Vi = <‘Po|0?j6?1 | W) =0

o — E—
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1RDM in the Householder representation

Theorem: As the electrons are non-interacting, the turns out to be
entangled only with the impurity

Proof 750 (1= 7o0)

Y10

Yy =

J =1

U

Vi1tV =1
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1RDM in the Householder representation

Theorem: As the electrons are non-interacting, the bath turns out to be
entangled only with the impurity

Proof
Vi1t Voo = <‘P0|C§J{6?1 |Po) + (‘POIc?gc?OPPO) =1

The “impurity+bath” cluster contains exactly one electron (per spin)

S. Sekaran, M. Tsuchiizu, M. Saubaneére, and E. Fromager, Phys. Rev. B 104, 035121 (2021).
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1RDM in the Householder representation

Theorem: As the electrons are non-interacting, the bath turns out to be
entangled only with the impurity

Proof
Y11+ Voo = <\P0|C§IC?1 | W) + (‘P()Ia?gcfol‘PO) =1

The “impurity+bath” cluster contains exactly one electron (per spin)

The cluster is a closed quantum system that can be described
with a two-electron wave function ¢

S. Sekaran, M. Tsuchiizu, M. Saubanére, and E. Fromager, Phys. Rev. B 104, 035121 (2021).
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1RDM in the Householder representation

(., -
‘ . H o Yo {00 ... ... 0
| | o l=v0 100 ... ... 0
L
Closed Householder 0O O /}/;2 ------------- —\\
cluster 0 0
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Energy evaluation by fragmentation

H= 2 El 7 6;6‘ I Localised representation
1J
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Energy evaluation by fragmentation

X0
//\ f\\
@ @ @ H= ZEU @;6‘ I Localised representation

\G} 1)
| Energy contributions
@ involving the impurity

(w) \
oe A O AL
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Energy evaluation by fragmentation

X0
//\ =~
@ @ @ H= ZEU &le I Localised representation

I
\G} 1)
| Energy contributions
@ involving the impurity

(w) \
oe A O AL

Householder representation ~—> =2 Z < Z ho, P JK> (P | c?gc? « 1 ¥o)
K J
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Energy evaluation by fragmentation

X0
//\ /f\\
@ @ @ H= ZEU &le I Localised representation

I
\G} 1)
| Energy contributions
@ involving the impurity

(w) \
oe A O AL

=2 Z < Z ho, P JK>@P0 | C?Z)C?[d ‘I’08
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=2 2 ]7;07100 7oo + o 701)
K
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Energy evaluation by fragmentation

Determined from the cluster

2 Z hos (Pl 6(T)31| ¥o) {2 (7100 7oo + To1 71 )]
J




Approximate embedding for interacting electrons

The present embedding approach is useless for non-interacting electrons (!)
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Approximate embedding for interacting electrons

The present embedding approach is useless for non-interacting electrons (!)

occupied spin—MQOs

— .doc _
We need Y=Yy — Z CipChp
P
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Approximate embedding for interacting electrons

We have to solve the Schrédinger
equation for the full system!

occupied spin—MQOs

— .doc _
We need Y=Yy — Z CipChp
P
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Approximate embedding for interacting electrons

The present embedding approach is useless for non-interacting electrons (!)

However, it can be used for describing electron repulsions (within the cluster)
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Approximate embedding for interacting electrons

The present embedding approach is useless for non-interacting electrons (!)

However, it can be used for describing electron repulsions (within the cluster)

H=Y hpod,d, + = D Grors 4y} dsdy
PQ PORS

Full Hamiltonian in the Householder representation
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Approximate embedding for interacting electrons

The present embedding approach is useless for non-interacting electrons (!)

However, it can be used for describing electron repulsions (within the cluster)

A ~ Ay A 1 Ay A AA
— f _ 5 gt
H= Y hppdid, + . D Grors i} dsdy

PQ PORS

| Projection onto the cluster

<

106



Application to the 1D Hubbard model

107



The “Householder embedding” project

From left to right: S. Sekaran (Strasbourg, France), E.F. and M. Tsuchiizu (Nara, Japan).
M. Saubanére (Montpellier, France),
L. Mazouin (Strasbourg, France), and E.F.

A. S. Householder, J. ACM 5, 339 (1958). 108
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Prototypical ring of L hydrogen atoms
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Prototypical ring of L hydrogen atoms

Hubbard model

T At & At & phata
H~ -1 (CiaC(H'l)G + C(i+1)aci0> + UZ i Cilcit
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Prototypical ring of L hydrogen atoms

Hubbard model

H~|—1 Z Z < C(z+1)0 + C(H_l)gcw

. o=1,] =0

A'}' /\T/\
+ UZ CinCi| zlczT

kvj

Hiickel model —t=p
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Prototypical ring of L hydrogen atoms

Hubbard model
L—1 (-1 )
At A AT A’r AN
—1 (Cmc(lﬂ)a + C(i+1)oci0>+ UZ Cir€iCilCin
oc=1,] =0 . =0 )

Two-electron repulsion
on each atom only
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Prototypical ring of L hydrogen atoms

Ult < 1 Weakly correlated regime
U / [ > 1 Strongly correlated regime
Hubbard model
L—1
] ~ AT AT /\T A
H~ —1 < (l+1)0+c(+1) >+UZ ZT il llclT
o=1,| i=0
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Bethe Ansatz (Lieb and Wu)

E/L .
Y/
— exact (BA)
— Ht-DMFET
- Ht-DMFET (NIB)
5
) -
C | -0.6 Y i g
]2
% | .0.9 e
) X /
é 15 // Full lines: chemical potential on the impurity
| n=1
-1.5
0.0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8
U/(U+4t1)
L = 400 atoms
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Ht-DMFET per-site energies away from half-filling (n < 1)
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