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Conventional (or restricted) Hartree-Fock wave functions have been obtained for Ga*, Ge*+, Br—, Rb*,
and the neutral atoms Zn, Ga, Ge, As, Se, Br, and Kr. Analytic Hartree-Fock methods utilizing a version
of Nesbet’s symmetry and equivalence restrictions were used to obtain the solutions in analytic form (sums
of powers of 7 times exponentials). Results are given in the form of wave functions, one-electron energies,
and total energies. Comparison is made with the earlier results for Zn and Kr, the only atoms in this group

for which Hartree-Fock solutions exist.

I. INTRODUCTION

T has become increasingly apparent that Hartree-
Fock wave functions for free atoms and ions can
play a vital role in providing approximate descriptions
of molecular and solid state phenomenon. A striking
example of this, and one which was quite unexpected,
is the successful use! of free-ion Hartree-Fock wave
functions to describe the recent data on isomeric shifts
(i.e., total s-electron density at the nucleus) which have
been determined by Mdossbauer experiments. It goes
without saying that basic to any such applications is
not only the existence of such functions but their
availability in a form suitable for computation. In some
of our own studies involving the 4p atoms the complete
lack of H-F wave functions, for this part of the periodic
table, was only too obvious. In order to overcome this
difficulty, we have determined Hartree-Fock solutions
for Ga*, Get*, Br-, Rbt*, and the neutral atoms Zn,
Ga, Ge, As, Se, Br, and Kr. Of these, Hartree-Fock
(H-F) results have been previously available for only
Zn’ and Kr.? These are conventional or restricted
Hartree-Fock solutions in that one-electron functions
of the same shell are constrained to have the same radial
dependence.*

As we have said, aside from their own inherent interest
as a description of the electronic structure of free atoms,
a major purpose of such calculations is to supply a start-
ing point for further investigations. The spherical ion
results have been used to obtain the Sternheimer quad-
rupole antishielding factors® (v.’s) as these extend our
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knowledge of theoretical values of v., to ions for which
only estimates could be made previously® (except for
Rb+ for which Hartree calculations exist). The H-F
results have been utilized in several other investigations.
Atomic scattering factors have been obtained,” and the
Ge results have supplied a starting point in an effort
to improve on core and valence electron self-consistency
in orthogonalized plane wave calculations® for
germanium.

Analytic H-F methods,’ utilizing a version of Nesbet’s
symmetry and equivalence restrictions,!® have been used
to obtain the wave functions. Some details of the method
are discussed in Sec. II. A fuller discussion has been
given previously!! where H-F results for 3p-shell atoms
were reported. The H-F results appear in Sec. III
along with comparisons of the previously available Zn
and Kr functions.

II. DESCRIPTION OF THE CALCULATION

Six of the eleven atoms and ions, for which H-F results
will be reported, are closed-shell ions. These can be
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desirable form for closed-shell molecules. Nesbet, with his sym-
metry and equivalence restrictions, extended the method to non-
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where nonzero off-diagonal Lagrange multipliers occur. S. Huzi-
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straightforwardly handled,' but the remaining five ions
with their unfilled 4p and filled 2p and 3p shells raise a
problem of maintaining orthogonality between p orbi-
tals. We have discussed this matter at length when re-
porting! 3p-atom solutions and the reader is referred
there for a discussion of this. We have utilized the same
version of Nesbet’s symmetry and equivalence restric-
tions'® as was used in the 3p-atom investigation.! This
procedure does not yield the best possible H-F results
but it has been our experience,® and that* of investi-
gators who have used the numerical H-F method, that
the H-F eigenfunctions are insensitive to the way in
which the orthogonality “problem” is treated. Because
of this, application of the symmetry and equivalence
restrictions yields results which are only negligibly
inferior to the “best results.” The discrepancies intro-
duced are far smaller than the difference between the
Hartree-Fock and the “true” many-electron wave func-
tions. It is our opinion that if one requires superior
many-electron eigenfunctions or eigenvalues one should
be prepared to obtain these by going beyond the con-
ventional Hartree-Fock formalism.

As already noted, we have utilized the analytic
Hartree-Fock method to obtain our results. This method
uses standard matrix techniques to obtain orthonormal
analytic Hartree-Fock radial orbitals, U;(7), of the form

Ui(r)=2_; CsiR;(r). (1)

Their normalization condition is
[ 1o, @
0

and the basis functions, R;, are of the form
Ryr)= Ny G+Astog-, 3)

where / is the one-electron angular momentum quantum
number appropriate for the one-electron orbital of which
U(r) is the radial part. The N; is a normalization con-
stant and is expressible in terms of the other
parameters, i.e.,

Ni=[@zsars/ Q424491 (&)

Ui(r)’s of common [ value are constructed from a
common set of R;(r)’s. Given the basis sets, i.e., the

2See D. R. Hartree, The Calculation of Atomic Structures
(John Wiley & Sons, Inc., New York, 1957) for details concerning
the conventional Hartree-Fock formalism and for the derivation
of Hartree-Fock equations.

18 This observation is based on the work reported in reference 11
and in R. K. Nesbet and R. E. Watson, Ann. Phys. 9, 260 (1960).

4 Tn two cases [D. R. Hartree and W. Hartree, Proc. Roy. Soc.
(London) A193, 299 (1948); W. Hartree, D. R. Hartree, and M.
Manning, Phys. Rev. 60, 857 (1948)7] small off-diagonal”
Lagrange multipliers were included for orthogonality; otherwise
[D. R. Hartree and W. Hartree, Proc. Roy. Soc. (London) A164,
167 (1938); D. A. Goodings (to be published); and unpublished
work of D. F. Mayers (1958)7] the problem was ignored, i.e., the
multipliers were set equal to zero and orthogonality was reason-
ably maintained.
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R;(r)’s, the problem is reduced to solving the Hartree-
Fock integro-differential equations for the eigenvectors
(the Cis) and their eigenvalues. This is done by
straightforward matrix diagonalization and manipula-
tion and avoids the problems of numerical accuracy
inherent in the integrations of the numerical H-F
method.

Recently®1516 several workers have overcome the
problem of numerical integration accuracy. In particu-
lar, Mayers'® has not only obtained highly accurate
numerical H-F solutions but he has also accurately
evaluated (a not easy task) the one- and two-electron
integrals making up the total energy. This will allow
detailed comparisons to be made for the first time be-
tween numerical and analytic results.

In general the two approaches are complementary;
sometimes one and sometimes the other provides (a) the
more suitable method of computation and/or (b) results
in a more convenient form. We have found the analytic
approach to be very useful'” when going beyond the
conventional free-atom H-F formalism. We have also
found it convenient to have the resultant wave functions
in analytic form.

In using the analytic approach we have replaced the
problem of accuracy of numerical integration by the
problem of choosing adequate basis sets. Let us con-
sider this matter now. First there is the question of the
size of the set. A small set is desirable because of
economy in computer time and retains the advantages
of wave functions of analytic form. These advantages
come from the ease, accuracy, and convenience with
which matrix elements can be obtained if the functions
are in analytic form. Large basis sets allow greater
accuracy of solution (provided that we maintain suffi-
cient linear independence among the basis set, otherwise
errors accumulate during matrix diagonalization).
Having made the choice of the size of the basis set, there
is then the problem of choosing the individual R;’s. In
the present work we have relied heavily on earlier?
H-F investigations for the iron series ions and so we will
review these briefly. The first investigation!® involved
obtaining H-F solutions for iron series ions in 34" (i.e.,
no 4s electrons) configurations. The basis sets were the
largest that could be fitted onto the computer that was

15D, F. Mayers (to be published) has obtained, among others,
numerical Hartree-Fock results for Zn, but at the time of writing
these results were in a preliminary stage and thus were not avail-
able for comparison.

16 D. A. Goodings (to be published) has obtained accurate
numerical “unrestricted” Hartree-Fock solutions for a number of
low Z atoms.

17 For example, the analytic method was used to obtain Hartree-
Fock solutions (1) for ions in external “crystalline” fields [R. E.
Watson, Phys. Rev. 117, 742 (1960) and R. E. Watson and A. J.
Freeman, Phys. Rev. 120, 1134 (1960)7]; (2) for a nonmagnetic
ion in the “exchange field” of neighboring magnetic ions [A. J.
Freeman and R. E. Watson, Bull. Am. Phys. Soc. 6, 234 (1961) ];
and (3) to obtain one-electron orbitals which are not separable
into a product of a radial and an angular function [C. Sonnen-
schein (to be published)]. In (2) and (3) the analytic method has
several advantages in making the computations possible.

18 R, E. Watson, Phys. Rev. 119, 1934 (1960).
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HARTREE-FOCK WAVE FUNCTIONS FOR 4p-SHELL ATOMS
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TasLE III. Hartree-Fock one-electron energies (e;), one-electron nuclear potential-+kinetic energies (K;), total energies,
and two-electron F*(4p,4p) integrals. All energies are in atomic units (1 a.u.=2 ry).

—551.658
—75.250
—12.333

—1.721
—68.107
—9.688
—1.009
—4.933

—684.336

—168.973
—68.438
—27.247

—168.336
—66.384
—23.954
—62.233

0.5229
0.2750
—2938.220

—520.167
—69.904
—10.850

—1.153
—63.011
—8.332
—0.524
—3.826

—647.838

—159.878
—64.457
—24.695

—159.238
—62.386
—21.052
—58.071

0.4643
0.2406
—2752.056

—489.719
—64.858
—9.530
—0.684
—58.214
—7.138
—0.137
—2.880
—621.339
—151.033
—60.598
—22.216
—150.391
—58.508
—17.976
—54.014
0.3975
0.2005
—2581.539

—490.052
—65.194
—9.869
—0.992
—58.548
—7.476
—0.457
—3.218
—621.339
—151.035
—60.602
—22.631
—150.301
—58.518
—19.035
—54.022
0.4293
0.2221
—2572.443

—8.931
—0.837
—54.266
—6.661
—0.403

—2.649

—60.666
—577.841
—142.441

—56.860

—20.586
—141.795

—54.760

—17.068

—50.042

0.3942
0.2038
—2399.867

Se(4s24p43P) Br(4s24p52P) Br-(4s%4p51S) Kr(4s*4p61S) Rbt+(4s%4p5,1S)
—460.862

—56.306
—8.029
—0.686

—50.150
—5.880
—0.370
—2.112

—544.343
—53.241
—18.540
—133.449
~51.123
—15.198
—46.140
0.3605
0.1867
—2234.239

—432.578
—134.098

—405.235
—32.145
—7.189
—0.553
—46.231
—5.160
—0.287
—~1.633
—511.845
—126.005
—49.746
—16.531
—125.351
~47.613
—13.056
—42.304
0.3162
0.1623
—2075.354

—405.988
—52.887
—7.926
—1175
—46.973
—5.893
—2.368
—511.845
—126.007
—49.754
—17.748
—125.353
—47.584
—42.390

GetT(4s25S)  Ge(4s%4p%32P) As(4s%4p34S)
—2074.529

Ga(45%4p 2P)
—378.811
—48.165
—6.394
—0.424
—42.490
—4.482
—0.208
—1.192
—480.346
—118.163
—46.381
—14.470
—117.509
—44.233
—10.749
—38.505
0.2650
0.1340
—1923.260

Ga* (42,1S)
—379.120
—48.469
—6.607
—0.688
—42.795
—4.783
—1.494
—480.346
—118.164
—46.384
—15.140
—117.508
—44.206
—38.541
—1923.059

—35.635
—0.291
—38.921
—3.837
—0.780

—449.848

—44.358
—110.571

Zn (4s2,1S)
—353.299
—43.155
—12.218
—109.913
—40.981
—34.722
—1777.841

€15

€25

€3s

€45

€2p

€3p

€4p

€34

Kls

Kzs

Kss

K4s

K,

Kip

KSd
Fo(4p,4p)
F*(4p4p)

Total energy
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used.!® Their size fixed, they were obtained by an exten-
sive series of computations where the basis functions
were varied. This search concentrated on obtaining good
basis functions for V through Ni. This investigation was
followed by a series of H-F calculations for the neutral
3d"24s? iron series atoms. These were done on a com-
puter of larger capacity, and the basis sets were obtained
by adding additional s-like R/s (for the construction of
the outer loop of the 4s orbitals) to the otherwise un-
modified basis sets of the first investigation. An exten-
sive basis function search was thus avoided at the cost
of building in the shortcomings of the first effort. Sub-
sequently, more accurate analytic H-F calculations
were done for Zn (3d"%4s%S), which are reported here,
and for Fe (3d%s%,°D), Mn*+ (3d5,5S), and Cu™* (3dY,1S),
which appear elsewhere.® The greatest discrepancies
between calculations for the same state occur for Cut
and Zn, which lie outside the group emphasized in the
first basis-function search.

The present computations were done on the IBM 704
computer at Avco whose capacity (32000 words)
allowed the use of larger basis sets and we have taken
advantage of this capability. In fact, the choice of R;’s is
based on the iron series R;’s and on an extensive basis-
function search for Kr followed by tests on the resultant
sets for other atoms. As a result the H-F functions
appearing in this paper are more accurate than the
earlier>!8 iron series solutions. The parameters defining
the R;’s appear in Table I. We have reported (and used)
screening constants (Z;’s) with four digits after the
decimal point. This does not mean that Zjs were
uniquely established to this many digits. The investi-
gations varying the Z;’s carried this many digits, and
since these were kept in the final calculations they are
reported here.

III. RESULTS

The eigenvectors (C;;) which define the U,;(R) in
terms of the R;(») appear in Table II. Note that the
C;j’s are given for normalized R;(r)’s. The C;;’s have not
been uniquely established to the number of digits
quoted, but with these digits they provide well-ortho-
normalized, well-defined Hartree-Fock orbitals. Total
energies, one-electron energies (e;), one-electron kinetic
plus nuclear potential energies (X;), and two-electron
F*(4pAp) integrals®® are listed in Table III. The
quantities appearing there are accurately evaluated for
the functions defined in Table II. The Hartree-Fock
one-electron and total energies have not been rigorously

¥ The Massachusetts Institute of Technology Whirlwind I
computer was used.

20 For definitions see E. U. Condon and G. H. Shortley, The
Theory of Atomic Spectra (Cambridge University Press, Cam-
bridge, 1953), p. 177.

2L The Mn™** results appear in an investigation [R. E. Watson
and A. J. Freeman (to be published)] of hyperfine effects, those
for Cut in an investigation of quadrupole polarizabilities [A. J.
Freeman and R. E. Watson, Bull. Am. Phys. Soc. 6, 166 (1961)],
and the Fe results are unpublished.



HARTREE-FOCK WAVE FUNCTIONS FOR 4p-SHELL ATOMS

TasrLe IV. Kr one-electron energies (in atomic units) for the
present calculation and as obtained by Worsley.?

Worsley’s results? Present calculation

€1s —520 —520.167
€25 —69.9 —69.904
€3¢ —10.85 —10.850
€45 —1.151 —1.153
e —63.1 —63.011
€3p —8.335 '—8332
e —0.53 —0.524
€4a —3.80 —3.826

a See reference 3.

established to the number of digits quoted. More ac-
curate solution of the Hartree-Fock equations (e.g.,
through the use of larger improved basis sets) will affect
the last one or two digits of these quantities. Note that
Hartree atomic units have been used (1 a.u.=2 ry).

The K,’s, which do not include interelectronic terms,
offer a sensitive test of wave function behavior. For
fixed Z, a contraction in a U;(r) causes an increase in the
magnitude of its K;. Inspection of the K,’s of Table IIT
shows in general that the U/’s of any one element con-
tract when going to a state of higher positive ionization.
This is, of course, not surprising. Of greater interest is
the exception to this rule which occurs for the 2p and
3p orbitals on going from a state with one or more 4p
orbitals (such as Ga or Ge) to a state with none (such
as Gat or Ge*t™t). The requirements of obtaining three
simultaneous (hence orthogonal) p-like eigenfunctions
for the former state and the partial relaxation of this
for the latter has caused a reverse trend in K, and K3,.
It should be noted that the resultant 2p and 3p orbital
variations are small.

Let us now compare the present results with those
previously available for Kr and Zn. Worsley’s numeri-
cally obtained? ¢;’s for Kr appear in Table IV. K,’s and
the total energy were not obtained by her. We see that
there is substantial agreement between the two sets of
results. More detailed comparisons can be made with the
earlier obtained? analytic Zn results where K/’s, €;’s, and
the total energy are available. These appear in Table V.
Comparison of ¢’s show larger discrepancies than were
seen for Kr. This is due to the previously discussed
deficiencies in the basis set of the earlier calculation. If
one chose to inspect the €’s to learn of orbital variation
as has often been done (out of necessity) in the past,

1123

TaBLe V. Zn one-electron energies (¢;), one-electron kinetic
~+nuclear potential energy integrals (X;), sums of one-electron
energies, and total energies for the present and earlier® analytic
Hartree-Fock calculations, in atomic units.

Earlier Present
calculation® calculation
€15 —353.261 —353.299
€25 —44.319 —44.358
€35 —35.600 —5.635
€45 —0.286 —0.291
€25 —38.882 —38.921
€3p —3.804 —3.837
€34 —0.751 —0.780
K —449.849 —449.848
Koy —110.569 —110.571
K, —43.136 —43.155
Ky —12.060 —12.218
K, —109.912 —109.913
K;p —40.996 —40.981
Ksq —34.842 —34.722
Total energy —1777.823 —1777.843
30
P —1070.558 —1071.514

=1

a See reference 2.

one would conclude that the 4s orbitals have changed
least (the ess’s being in best agreement between calcula-
tions) and that the 3d orbital of the present calculation
is the more contracted (since its e3¢ is more negative).
On the other hand, inspection of the K,’s shows that
neither conclusion is correct. The 4s orbitals show the
greatest, not the least, modification and the present
calculation’s 3d orbital is expanded and not contracted
relative to the earlier results. In addition to inspecting
individual €;/s, sums® of ¢’s (which also appear in
Table V) have in the past been used to estimate the
variation in total energy. Such sums suggest that there
has been a 1 a.u. change in total energy when in reality
a change of one fiftieth that size has occurred. In other
words the one-electron energies supply an often mis-
leading “yardstick” to wave-function behavior.
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2 Such a sum counts interelectronic interaction term twice and
so is not the correct expression for total energy.



