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A QUANTITATIVE HOHENBERG-KOHN THEOREM AND THE UNEXPECTED REGULARITY OF
DENSITY FUNCTIONAL THEORY IN ONE SPATIAL DIMENSION

THIAGO CARVALHO CORSO AND ANDRE LAESTADIUS

ABSTRACT. In this paper we investigate the (Kohn-Sham) density-to-potential map in the case of spinless
fermions in one spatial dimension, whose existence has been rigorously established by the first author in
[ ]. Here, we focus on the regularity of this map as a function of the density and the coupling constant in
front of the interaction term. More precisely, we first prove a quantitative version of the Hohenberg-Kohn
theorem, thereby showing that this map is Lipschitz continuous with respect to the natural Sobolev norms in
the space of densities and potentials. In particular, this implies that the inverse (Kohn-Sham) problem is not
only well-posed but also Lipschitz stable. Using this result, we then show that the density-to-potential map is
in fact real analytic with respect to both the density and the interaction strength. As a consequence, we obtain
a holomorphic extension of the universal constrained-search functional to a suitable subset of complex-valued
densities. This partially extends the DFT framework to non-self-adjoint Schrédinger operators. As further
applications of these results, we also establish the existence of an exchange-only part of the exchange-correlation
potential, and justify the Gorling-Levy perturbation expansion for the correlation energy.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Motivation. Across disciplines such as chemistry, materials science, and solid-state physics, density-
functional theory (DFT) has become an indispensable tool for electronic-structure calculations [ ,

, , , , ]. By reformulating the many-body ground-state problem in terms of the
single-particle density [ , , ], DFT provides a conceptually simpler framework for describing
equilibrium states of many-body quantum systems. Its practical success, however, is largely due to the
Kohn-Sham scheme [ ], which introduces a fictitious non-interacting system that reproduces the same

ground-state density as the interacting (physical) system of interest. Implicit in this framework is the
notion of v-representability, i.e., that every interacting ground-state density corresponds to a ground state
density of some non-interacting system. Furthermore, of central importance in the Kohn-Sham scheme
is the exchange—-correlation (xc) energy functional, whose differentiability properties are closely tied to
the mathematical consistency of the entire framework. However, both the v-representability problem
and the differentiability properties of the xc functional are rather subtle questions which are not yet fully
understood [ , ]. In fact, in the mathematical formulation presented by Lieb [ ], it has
been shown [ ] that both the interacting- and non-interacting universal functionals are everywhere
discontinuous, therefore not differentiable. This raises the question of whether a differentiable formulation
of (exact) DFT is even possible.
While these issues remain largely open in the physically most relevant setting of three dimensional
systems, significant progress has been made in the one-dimensional setting [ R , ,
, ]. Indeed, by building on ideas of Sutter et al [ ], who considered a suitable class
of distributional potentials, a complete characterization of the set of v-representable densities has been
obtained by the first author [ ] in the one-dimensional setting. In particular, it has been shown that,
for said class of external potentials, the set of v-representable densities is independent of the interaction
potential and the xc-functional is (Gateaux) differentiable along this set. This shows that a differentiable
formulation of DFT is indeed possible, thereby providing a rigorous mathematical framework for KS-DFT
in this simplified setting. Moreover, with a differentiable framework in place, these results open the way
to a systematic study of the regularity of the Kohn—-Sham density-to-potential map. In particular, they
naturally lead to the following questions:

Date: December 5, 2025.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary: 35R30 Secondary: 35J10, 81Q10, 81V74.

Key words and phrases. Density-functional theory, pure state v-representability, Hohenberg-Kohn theorem, Kohn-Sham scheme,
exchange-correlation potential, Schrédinger equation, distributional potentials, many-body quantum systems.

Funding information: DFG - Project-ID 442047500 — SFB 1481. ERC - Project-ID 101041487. RCN - Project-ID 262695.

©2025 by the authors. Faithful reproduction of this article, in its entirety, by any means is permitted for noncommercial purposes.

1


https://arxiv.org/abs/2512.04726v1

2 T. CARVALHO CORSO AND A. LAESTADIUS

(i) How regular is the density-to-potential map? Put differently, if one varies the density, how does
the potential changes?
(if) Furthermore, how does the representing potential changes with respect to the interaction strength?

These questions are not only natural from a mathematical perspective but also highly relevant in several
applications of DFT.

The first question is crucial for the stability of the following inverse problem: given a target density,
how can one re-construct a potential that generates this density. When the target density is that of an
interacting density and the potential is an effective one of a non-interacting system, this procedure is
referred to as inverse Kohn-Sham (or Kohn-Sham inversion) [ ]. In a more general way, one might
rely on the Lieb maximization procedure to select a potential for a given ground-state density [ 1.
While a characterization of v-representability and the Hohenberg—Kohn (HK) theorem settle, respectively,
the existence and uniqueness of this inverse problem, the regularity of the density-to-potential map is
intimately connected with its stability, i.e., whether a slight variation in the density yields a considerable
change in the potential. Such stability can be observed, e.g., in the regularized inverse Kohn-Sham
approach [ , , ], where the variations of the potential can be controlled by variations
on the density and the inverse of the regularized parameter € > 0. In the limit € | 0, however, the stability
of the regularized scheme does not carry over to the exact setting, as previously derived bounds blow-up
in this limit (see [ ] Corollary 6.3). In fact, it has been shown by Garrigue [ ] that, within Lieb’s
DFT framework, the inverse problem is unstable (or ill-posed), due to compactness of the (ground-state)
linear response operator.

The second question is related to the so-called (density-fixed) adiabatic connection (AC) [ , 1,
which plays a central role in both the theoretical investigation of DFT and the design of exchange-
correlation approximations [ ]. More precisely, besides the implicitly assumed v-representability of
the density (for a range of the interaction strength), these applications of the AC usually rely on an exact
splitting of the xc-potential into exchange and correlation parts and on higher order regularity of the
adiabatic connection potential. This is the case, for instance, for the Gorling-Levy perturbation series for
the correlation energy [ , ], which is employed in practical computations [ ]. Nevertheless,
to the best of our knowledge, neither an unambiguous splitting of the xc-potential nor the higher regularity
(or even continuity) of the AC potential have been rigorously justified before.

In this paper, our goal is to address these questions in the simplified setting of spinless fermions
living in one-dimensional space. Moreover, we emphasize that although our main concern is to demon-
strate that several mathematical properties assumed to be true in standard (three-dimensional) DFT can
actually be rigorously proven in the one-dimensional setting, this setting is also interesting in certain
applications [ ].

1.2. Main contributions. The main contributions of this paper can be summarized as follows:

(i) We prove a quantitative version of the Hohenberg—Kohn theorem, i.e., we show that, for a general
but fixed interaction potential (or operator), the distance between external potentials can be bounded
by the distance between the corresponding ground-state densities in their natural Sobolev spaces.

(if) We show that the constrained-search functional, and consequently the exchange-correlation
functional, are real-analytic with respect to the density and the interaction strength.

(iii) As a surprising consequence of these results, we obtain a holomorphic extension of DFT to non-self-
adjoint Schrodinger operators with complex-valued distributional potentials. More precisely, we
show that the constrained-search functional and the density-to-potential map admit a holomorphic,
respectively, biholomorphic extension to suitable subsets of complex-valued densities and potentials.

(iv) We also present two further applications of these results. First, we establish the existence of an
exchange-only potential, thereby providing a rigorous splitting of the xc-potential. Second, we
justify the Gorling-Levy perturbation series for the correlation energy.

1.3. Outline of the paper: In the next section, we introduce the notation necessary to present our main
results. The precise statements of these results and their applications are presented in Section 2. We
then sketch the main ideas for the proofs in Section 2.2. In Section 2.3, we briefly clarify how our results
on the well-posedness of the inverse problem are related, and do not contradict, the ill-posedness result
by Garrigue [ ]. Sections 3, 4,and 5 are devoted to the proofs of our main results. More precisely,
in Section 3 we review some elementary results concerning the scale of Sobolev spaces induced by the
(Neumann) Laplacian, which are used throughout our proofs. Section 4 contains the detailed proof of
the quantitative Hohenberg-Kohn theorem (cf. Theorem 2.1). The analyticity of the density-to-potential
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map (Theorem 2.2) is proved in Section 5. The proofs of all applications discussed here are presented in
Section 6. In Section 7, we conclude by summarizing our results and highlighting some natural questions
that arise from these results. For the sake of completeness, we also recall the definition of (real) analytic
and (complex) holomorphic functions in Banach spaces, and some of their fundamental properties in
Appendix A.

Notation. Let us now introduce the notation necessary to precisely state our main results. First, we denote
by I = (0, 1) the open unit interval and by Iy = (0,1)" the open unit N-dimensional box. We set H'(I) for
the first Sobolev space of L? integrable C-valued functions with weak L? first derivative in I. Moreover,
H'(I;R) c H'(I) will be used for the subspace of real-valued functions. We denote by V(I) or simply V,
the set of distributional potentials

V(D) =H ' (LR),
where H™!(I;R) is the subspace of conjugate-linear continuous functionals in the Sobolev space H'(I)
that are real-valued, i.e., (f,v) € R for any f € H'(I;R), where the brackets are used to denote the dual
pairing between v and f. Moreover, we let VV/{1} be the quotient space of distributional potentials modulo
additive constants
V/{1} ={[v] : v,0" € [v] ifv -0’ =c for some constant ¢ € R}

endowed with the natural quotient norm

ooy = inf llo = - (1)
We also introduce the space WW(I) of distributional interaction potentials

W(I) = Ups, WP (I; R),

where W12 (I,; R) is the subspace of real-valued functionals in the anti-dual Sobolev space W~ (I,) =

(Wl’f’%1 (I;))*. Unlike V(I), the choice of interaction potentials is neither optimal nor essential for our
results; it merely serves to illustrate how general the assumptions on the interaction potential can be. The
reader can therefore think of the usual (translation-invariant) pointwise multiplication operators with
potentials of the form w(x, y) = w(|x — y|). In particular, this includes potentials like the soft-Coulomb,
Yukawa, and contact (delta) interactions.

For N € N, we denote by Hx the space of spinless (or spin-polarized) fermionic wave-functions, i.e.,
the N-fold anti-symmetric tensor product

Hy = ANLA(I).
In addition, we define H}V as the subspace of fermionic wave-functions with finite kinetic energy, i.e.,
Hy =H'(Iy) N Hn
endowed with the H' norm. We denote by # ' the associated anti-dual space. In other words, ' is the
subspace of continuous conjugate-linear functionals £ € H™!(Iy) that are anti-symmetric, i.e., satisfy
(SO () = £(SLP) = £(¥), forany ¥ € H (Iy),

where 3, : H'(Iy) — ), is the anti-symmetrization operator

(S5 W)(x) = Z sgn(0)¥(ox), x € Iy,

1
VN! oce€PN

and Py is the set of permutations of N variables.
Forv € V(I) and w € W(I), we denote by Hy (v, w) the self-adjoint operator

N N
Hy(v,w) =-A+ Z w(x;, xj) + Z v(x;) with form domain Qn = H},.
i#j j=1
More precisely, Hy (v, w) is the unique self-adjoint operator associated to the sesquilinear form a,,, :
H) X "y, — C given by

Qo1 ) = [ TG - T + (pran0) + (pifp ) (12)

IN
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where py ¢ and p\([,% are respectively the mixed (or overlapping) single-particle and pair densities,

pyva(x) =N W (x, x2, ..., xN)P(x, X2, ..., xn)dxz...dxN,
In-1
P\(YZ(;(X, y) =N(N-1) ¥ (x, Y, X3, .ens xN) @ (x, Y, X3, ..., xn)dxs...dxy.
In—

Here, (p,v) and (p?), w) stands for the dual pairing in the respective Sobolev spaces. This notation agrees
with our convention for the inner-product in Hx, which is conjugate-linear in the left entry and linear in
the right one. The fact that this pairing is well-defined and the quadratic form a, ,, defines a semibounded
self-adjoint operator Hy (v, w), relies on the regularity of the reduced densities and the KLMN theorem,
see, e.g., [ , Section 3]. To simplify the notation, we set a1, (¥) = . (¥, ¥).

2. MAIN RESULTS

We now turn to the main results of this paper and then discuss some of their applications. For this, we
first recall that, for a fixed number of particles N € N and a fixed interaction potential w € W(I), the set
of V-representable densities is defined as

Dn(w) = {py : ¥ is a (normalized) ground-state of Hy (v, w) for some v € V}.

According to the results in [ ], the set of V-representable densities is in fact independent of the
interaction potential and given by

Dn(w) =Dy = {p e H(L;R) : /p(x)dx =N and p(x) >0 foranyx € [0, 1]} (2.1)
I

Moreover, it was shown there that, for a fixed interaction potential, any density in this space is represented
by a unique (modulo additive constants) potential v € V, i.e., the Hohenberg-Kohn (HK) theorem holds. In
particular, this establishes the existence of a well-defined and bijective density-to-potential map

p € Dy = v(p;w) € V/{1},

where p is the unique (by [ , Theorem 2.1]) ground-state density of Hy (v(p, w), w).
Our first result here then shows that this map is Lipschitz continuous.

Theorem 2.1 (Quantitative Hohenberg-Kohn Theorem). Let w € W(I), then for any p € Dy there exists a
constant C = C(p;w) > 0 and a neighborhood U C Dy of p, such that

lo(psw) —o(p"sw)llvyy <Cllp = p 'l )y foranyp’ € U.

Theorem 2.1 can be seen as a quantitative version of the Hohenberg-Kohn theorem (QHK). Indeed, it
quantifies the distance between representing potentials in terms of the distance between the represented
densities. In particular, it shows that, if p = p’, then v(p; w) = v(p’; w) modulo additive constants, which
is precisely the statement of the HK theorem. Moreover, this result shows that the inverse problem of
retrieving the potential that generates a given density is not only well-posed in the Hadamard sense but
also Lipschitz stable, for both the interacting and non-interacting cases.

The next result is about regularity properties of the density-to-potential map beyond the Lipschitz
continuity stated above. To state it precisely, let us, for a fixed w € W(I), set

v(p;A) =v(p;Aw) for a real parameter A € R. (2.2)

Note that v(p; 1) is related to the so-called adiabatic connection in DFT, i.e., v(p; A) is the unique potential
such that the Hamiltonian Hy (v(p; A), Aw) has ground-state density p. The following result shows that
this map is remarkably regular.

Theorem 2.2 (Analytic density-to-potential map). The map (p, 1) € Dn X R — v(p; A) is real-analytic, i.e.,
belongs to C* (Dy X R; V/{1}).

Remark 2.3 (Tangent space of Dy). The set Dy is an open subset of the affine space Xy = N + X, where

X, = {f eH'(IR) : ‘/If(x)dx = o} . (2.3)

Therefore &} can be naturally identified as the tangent space at any point p € Dy;.
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Remark 2.4 (Analytic maps). By analytic, we mean that locally around any point (p, 1) the map o(-;-) can
be written as an absolutely convergent series of multi-linear functionals on the tangent space Xy X R, i.e.,

v(p+o,d+p) =o(p )+ Z ongm ((0, 1), - (0, 11)),  (for small enough (o, 1)),

nx>1

where U((Z,)A)
Remark 2.5 (Periodic case). For an odd number of electrons N, the same results can be proved in the
periodic case, i.e., when I = (0, 1) is replaced by the torus T = R/Z, or equivalently, the spaces of densities,
potentials, and Sobolev wave-functions are replaced by their periodic counterparts. We conjecture that, up
to degeneracies, the result still holds for an even number of electrons. However, in this case we cannot
immediately apply the results of [ , ] to carry out the proof.

: (X xR)™ — V/{1} is n-linear and continuous. For the precise statement, see Definition A.1.

2.1. Applications. Let us now present some immediate corollaries of the previous results. For this, recall
that the exchange—correlation (xc) functional is defined as

AEyc(p;A) = FiL(p; A) — Tks(p) — AEu(p), (2.4)
where F1 is the the Levy-Lieb constrained-search functional
Fir(ps ) = min{(¥, Hy (0, Aw)¥) : ¥ € Y, py = p}, (25)

Tks is the the Kohn—Sham kinetic energy functional
Tks(p) = min {||VT||§2(IN) : ¥ Slater determinat with py = p} ,
and Eg is the Hartree functional
Eu(p) ={p ® p,w),
with the corresponding Hartree potential vy (p) = D,Ex(p) € V given by
(S, o(p)) =(0®@p+pRJ, W)+ (pQJ5w). (2.6)
Remark 2.6 (Kohn-Sham kinetic energy). In the particular setting studied here, the original Kohn-Sham

kinetic energy defined in terms of Slater determinants agrees with the non-interacting Levy-Lieb functional
on Dy, i.e,, Txs(p) = Fi1(p;0) for any p € Dy (see [ , Lemma 6.1]).

In [ ], it was shown (in full generality) that the exchange energy can be defined as the right
derivative of A — Fy1(p;A) at A = 0 minus the Hartree functional, i.e.,

Fiu(p;A) — Fu(p;0)
A
In particular, this provides a rigorous way to define! the exchange energy without a reference to the

function spaces of the densities in question and allows for a well-defined splitting of the xc-functional in
exchange and correlation parts

Ex(p) =1i E .
(p) ﬂg u(p)

AExe(p; ) = AE(p) + AEc(p3 A).

The authors from [ ] then raised the question of whether a rigorous definition of an exchange-only
potential is possible. Here we show that, in our setting, this is indeed the case.

More precisely, in view of (2.4) and Remark 2.6, an immediate application of Theorem 2.2 shows that
the exchange—correlation functional is actually analytic. This allows us to define the exchange energy as
the total derivative at A = 0 and to establish the existence of an exchange-only potential. To the best of our
knowledge, this provides the first rigorous proof of an exact splitting of the xc-potential into exchange and
correlation parts for continuum systems. We summarize these results in the next corollary.

Corollary 2.7 (Analytic exchange—correlation). For any N € N and w € W(I), the exchange—correlation
energy defined in (2.4) belongs to C®(Dyn X R;R). Therefore,

Ex(p) = %FiL(p;0) — En(p), and Ex € C”(Dn;R).
In particular, there exists a unique exchange potential defined as

ux(p) = DyEx(p) € V/{1}, and it satisfies vx(p) = —d30(p;0) — vu(p). (2.7)

1This definition of Ey also agrees with the coordinate-scaled, high-density limit definition of standard DFT in three dimensions.
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Another immediate consequence of Theorem 2.2 is that the xc-functional admits a series expansion
around A = 0. In the physics literature, this expansion is known as the Goérling-Levy perturbation series
and was formally derived in [ ]. Here, we show that this expansion can be made rigorous, i.e., the
series is absolutely convergent even at the level of potentials.

Corollary 2.8 (Gorling-Levy perturbation expansion). For A € R small enough, the series
AEc(p; A) = A2ES¥2(p) + Z ESY(p) Ak,
k>3

where ES'2(p) is the second-order Gorling—Levy perturbation term

(%o, (W — b (p) — 611 (p)) ¥)) |2
EGL2 __ J
SL2(p) JZ o

and ES™ are the higher order terms, is absolutely convergent. Here, vp(p) is the Hartree potential (2.6),

0= ijvzl o(xg) and w = 25{ w(x;, xi) are the N-particle operators associated tov and w (see Section 3.1),
and ¥; and w; are respectively the N-particle eigenfunctions and excitation energies of the Kohn-Sham
Hamiltonian Hy (v(p, 0), 0).
Moreover, each term ESLk(p) is analytic in Dy and the series
Roe(psA) = D" Ao (p),  where ol (p) = D,ESX(p),
k>2
is absolutely convergent in V [{1} for A small enough.

Remark 2.9 (Splitting of AC potential). The typical splitting of v(p; A) in the Kohn-Sham approach leads to

vgs(p) :==v(p;0) =ov(p; A) + Aog(p) + Avye(p; A),

where vy, = D,Ey. and vy = D,Eq. Note that here v(p; 1) refers to the potential of the system with
interactions modeled by Aw having p as the ground-state density. In applications, v(p; 1) is usually the
potential of the physical system of fully interacting fermions. In our case, based on the above results, we
can further split the exchange—correlation potential as

vxe(pi A) = 0x(p) +0c(p; A),
where the exchange part is independent of A.

As a last application of Theorem 2.2, we can extend the DFT framework to complex-valued potentials
and complex-valued densities. To state this precisely, let us introduce the affine space of complex-valued
densities,

X}S = {p e HY(I) : /p(x)dx = N}, (2.8)
I
and the corresponding space of complex-valued potentials modulo additive complex constants,
H'(D)/{1} ={[v] :0,0’ e HY(), v~0v' &= v-0 =a forsomea € C}. (2.9)

Then the following holds.

Theorem 2.10 (Holomorphic extension of DFT). Let N € N and w € W(I), then there exists a relatively
open set U C Xﬁ x C and a holomorphic function Fc : U — C such that the following holds:
(i) (Extension) We have Dy X R c U and
Fc(p,A) = FiL(p, Aw)  forany (p,A) € Dy X R, (2.10)

where Fy1, is the Levy—Lieb functional defined in (2.5).

(ii) (Uniqueness) The map Fc is unique in the following sense. For any other holomorphic map F(. : U" — C
satisfying (2.10) we have Fc = F{. on the connected component of U N U’ containing Dy X R.

(iii) (Bijective density-to-potential map) The set

V= {(=DpFc(p,4),4) : (p,4) € U} c HH (D) /{1} x C,
is open and the map G : U — V given by
(p, 1) €U = G(p,A) = (vc(p, V), 1) = (=DpFc(p; Aw), ) € V

is a bi-holomorphic bijection.
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(iv) (Potential-to-density map via Hamiltonian) There exists a rank one projection-valued holomorphic
map Pc : V — S} such that

G0, ) = (ppc(on), A, for (v,4) €V,
where pp.(v.1) is the density associated to the projection Pc (v, 1) (see Section 3.3). Moreover Pc satisfies
[ (0.1w) = (Fe(G™(0,)) + (p(0, 4),)) 1] Pe(e,2) =0, (21
forany (v, A) € V, where 1 is the identity operator in H .

Let us now try to explain the results of Theorem 2.10 in a few words. The first property states that the
constrained search functional Fiy, has a holomorphic continuation to an open subset of complex densities
and complex interaction strengths. Property (ii) shows that such extension is essentially unique. These
are the standard extension and uniqueness statements for analytic functions, which still hold in infinite
dimensional Banach spaces (see Propositions A.4 and A.5 in Appendix A).

Properties (iii) and (iv) are more interesting and justify the name holomorphic DFT. The first one
establishes the existence of a one-to-one mapping between complex densities and interaction strengths to
complex potentials and interaction strengths. This provides an extension of the density-to-potential map
in (2.2). Property (iv) then shows that, like in the real-valued case, for any fixed interaction strength A € C,
any density in the sector U N (H!(I) X {4}) of the domain of F¢ is the density of a spectral projector of the
Hamiltonian Hy (0, w) with associated eigenvalue Fc(p, A) + (p,v), for any representative v € H™1(I) in
the equivalence class —D,F(p;A) € H™'(I)/{1}. Moreover, the equivalence class of representing potentials
is unique by property (iii), which can be understood as a complex counterpart of the HK theorem.

However, in contrast with the real-valued case, the Hamiltonian is no longer self-adjoint. Consequently,
the projection is not necessarily self-adjoint and the corresponding density not necessarily real-valued and
positive. In fact, the density corresponds to the overlapping single-particle density of the left and right
eigenfunctions of Hy (v, w) and can attain any complex value. Moreover, we note that the meaning (or
physical interpretation) of the associated eigenvalue

EC(U, /1) = FC (PC (U> /1)’ A) + <PC(U, A)’ Z))

is not clear, since there exists (to the best of our knowledge) no natural definition of a ground-state energy
for non self-adjoint Schrédinger operators. In fact, it is clear that for (v, 1) close enough to the real sector
V/{1} X R, the energy Ec (v, A) corresponds to the (unique) eigenvalue of Hy (v, w) with the smallest real
part. However, when (v, A) is far from the real sector, it is not clear (to us) whether this is still the case.
In particular, we are not aware of a variational principle to evaluate the holomorphic constrained-search
functional Fc(p; 7).

2.2. Proof strategy. Let us now outline the main steps in the proofs of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2. The proof
of the quantitative Hohenberg-Kohn theorem relies on three main steps. In the first step, we obtain
two estimates: a bound on the distance between the ground-state wave-functions generated by two
potentials in terms of the difference between their densities times the distance between external potentials
(see (4.13)), and a locally uniform bound on the representing potential (cf. Lemma 4.4). The former estimate
follows from an application of the variational principle and a standard energy-to-state estimate for general
self-adjoint operators (see Lemma 4.2). We emphasize, however, that this estimate relies on the non-
degeneracy of the ground-state (or existence of a spectral gap), which is proved in [ ] for the systems
considered here. The local uniform estimate on the representing potential relies on its connection with
the Levy-Lieb functional and well-known upper and lower bounds for this functional in terms of the
density. In the second step of the proof, we revisit the proof of the HK theorem but with potentials that
generate different ground-state densities. More precisely, we consider the difference Schrédinger equation
(D, (Hn (v, w)¥ — Hy(v', w)¥P’)) and apply the previous estimates to obtain a bound on {py ¢, v — v’) in
terms of the difference between the densities and the potentials. The last and key step of the proof then
consists in showing that the derivative of the wave-function-to-density map, i.e., the map

® € Hy N{¥}" > By(®) = poy € X, (2.12)

is, in fact, invertible from a suitable subspace of {¥}+ N ’H}V to the set of density variations &j (see
Lemma 4.5). This step crucially relies on (maximal) regularity properties of the reduced densities of
general states, the strict positivity of the density, and the unique continuation property of the ground-state
wave-function obtained in [ 1.



8 T. CARVALHO CORSO AND A. LAESTADIUS

The main idea of the proof of Theorem 2.2 is to study the potential-to-density map and apply the
implicit function theorem (IFT). The main advantage of studying the potential-to-density map instead of
the density-to-potential map is that the latter is rather explicit and can be shown to be analytic by standard
perturbation theory arguments (i.e., resolvent expansions and contour integrals). The key difficulty in
applying the IFT theorem then consists of showing that the derivative of this map, namely the potential-to-
density linear response operator D,p (LRO), is invertible in the appropriate spaces. The injectivity of this
operator is a consequence of the unique continuation of the ground-state wavefunction and the crucial
Lemma 4.5 establishing the surjectivity of the map By in (2.12). The dense range property then follows
from the fact that D,p is a symmetric operator from V/{1} = (X})* to X, i.e,, (Dyp)* = D,p. Finally, to
show that the range of D,p is closed, and therefore (D,p)~! is bounded, we rely on the quantitative HK
result in Theorem 2.1.

The proofs of Corollaries 2.7 and 2.8 are immediate applications of Theorem 2.2. The proof of Theo-
rem 2.10 relies on Theorem 2.2 and some elementary results on the theory of holomorphic functions in
Banach spaces, which we collect in Appendix A.

2.3. Connection with a previous result on the instability of the inverse problem. To conclude this

section, let us briefly clarify the relation between our results and the work by Garrigue [ ] on the
ill-posedness of the inverse problem.
First, we recall that, in [ ], Garrigue shows that the inverse Kohn—-Sham scheme, i.e., the problem of

computing the effective potential whose corresponding non-interacting system generates a given ground-
state density is ill-posed (in arbitrary dimensions). This is achieved by showing that the linear response
operator D,p is compact, and therefore, the inverse map is unbounded. In particular, this leads to the
conclusion that the inverse Kohn-Sham scheme is unstable.

In stark contrast, our results here show that the inverse Kohn-Sham scheme is very well-posed, i.e.,
the inverse map p + v(p; w) is not only Lipschitz but also analytic. This apparent contradiction can be
resolved by taking a closer look at the topologies considered for the space of potentials and densities. More
precisely, in [ ], Garrigue considers L? and W'! topologies respectively for the space of potentials and
densities. While this choice is presumably motivated by Lieb’s classical framework of DFT [ ] (and
the available unique continuation results for the specific range of exponents considered there [ D,
such topologies are not well suited for the study of the (inverse) Kohn—Sham scheme (in the continuum
case). Indeed, in our setting of one-dimensional systems, one can see that the compactness of the linear
response operator in the L? spaces arises from the Sobolev embedding, rather than from any inherent lack
of continuity of the inverse operator. More precisely, we note that, by the standard Sobolev embedding
theorem in 1D, the space L!(I; R) is compactly embedded in V = H™!(I; R). Therefore, the LRO operator
Dyp : V — X becomes compact when restricted to an operator from L!(I) to X, as investigated in
[ ]. Similarly, this operator becomes compact if we enlarge the co-domain to any space on which Xj is
compactly embedded, e.g., L*°(I). These observations highlight the importance of considering appropriate
topologies for the space of densities and potentials when studying the inverse problem.

3. MATHEMATICAL PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we set-up some additional notation and recall some elementary results regarding the
N-particle Sobolev spaces 73! and their reduced densities.

3.1. Operators and resolvents on the Sobolev scales. Throughout the paper, we denote by By 41 =
B(Hj', Hy') the spaces of bounded linear operators from Hj/' to H}' endowed with the respective
operator norms. Similarly, we use, respectively, the abbreviations B.1, By +1, and By for the space of
bounded operators B(Hxy!, Hn), B(Hn, Hy'), and B(HN, HN) = B(HN).

Recall that any ¥ € Hx can be identified with an element in the anti-dual #}; via the (Riesz-Fréchet)

mapping
(@, Ry) = (D, V)1 - (3.1)

Consequently, we have the sequence of continuous C-linear inclusions

Hy o Hy S Hy > Hy
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Here, 7—[;,1 is chosen as the anti-dual of "H}\, precisely to make the above inclusions C-linear. Moreover,
these inclusions induce the following diagram of C-linear inclusions in the space of operators:

B_ii <= By — By

) ) !
B_oio — By <— DB (3-2)
) ! !

Boi-1 = Byoi — B

Let us now briefly clarify our convention for adjoints on the different operator spaces defined above.
First, for any A € B, we define the adjoint A* € By in the usual way, i.e., via the identity

(¥, AD)y,, = (A", D)py -
For A € B_1,1, we can similarly define the adjoint A* as the unique operator in the same space, B_; 1, such
that
(AF,G) = (A*G,F) forany F,G € H, (3.3)

where the overline denotes complex conjugation. The existence and uniqueness of the adjoint is guaranteed
since 7/ are Hilbert spaces (hence reflexive). Likewise, we define the adjoint of an operator A € By _; as
the unique element A* € B; _; such that

(®,AY) = (¥, A*D), forany ¥,® € H},.
Again, existence, uniqueness, and boundedness of the adjoint is guaranteed. In fact, it follows that
[[All = ||A*|| by duality. In addition, note that taking adjoints commute with the (diagonal) inclusions
B_11 = By — Bi,-1 depicted in diagram (3.2).
We now discuss the relation between L?-orthogonal projectors and resolvents with the above scale of
spaces. First, we note that, for any ¥ € HL | the Lz—orthogonal projector, defined as
Py (®) = (¥, P)3,, ¥, forany ® € Hy, (3.4)
can be extended to an operator in B_;; whose kernel is precisely the annihilator set
ker Py = Hy' N {¥}* = {F € Hy' : (¥, F) = 0}. (3.5)
Indeed, this simply follows by using the extended formula
(PgF) = (¥,F)¥, foranyF € H!, (3.6)

which agrees with (3.4) via the Riesz identification (3.1). For later reference, let us summarize this observation
in the next proposition.

Proposition 3.1 (L-orthogonal projectors on Sobolev scale). Let ¥ € HY,, then the projector Py in (3.4)
admits an extension to 3_11 given by (3.6). In particular, Py belongs to all of the operator spaces in the
diagram (3.2). Consequently, the complementary projection Py = 1 — Py belongs to B_y 1, Boo and By ;.
Moreover, Py (hence also Py ) is self-adjoint in the sense that Py, = Py, where the adjoint is defined via (3.3).

Another useful consequence of the anti-dual convention is the following. Recalling that the forms
in (1.2) are Laplace bounded (see [ , Section 3]), the Hamiltonian Hy (v, w) can be seen as a linear
bounded operator in B; ;. Precisely, Hy (v, w) € By _1 acts as

(®, Hy (0, w)¥) = a5, (P, ¥) with a,,, defined in (1.2).
In particular, for any z in the resolvent set of Hy (v, w), the resolvent operator
R:(0,w) = (z— Hy(o,w)) ™"

admits an extension to 3_;; given by the inverse of z — Hy (v, w) as an operator in 13; ;. This extension
can be given explicitly in terms of the extended spectral projections in (3.6) as
o1
R, (v, w)F = Z ——P;(F), foranyF e Hy', (3.7)
= z— Ej
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where E; denotes the j* eigenvalue of Hy (v, w) and P; the associated spectral projector. Recall that
Hn (v, w) has discrete spectrum? so that P; is a sum of finitely many rank one projectors of the form (3.4).
Similarly, the operator Eg—Hy (v, w), where E; is the ground-state energy of Hy (v, w), is an isomorphism
from the space 7—[11\, N {¥}* to the annihilator space 7—[;]1 N {¥}* defined in (3.5), where ¥ denotes the
ground-state wave-function of Hy (v, w). Its inverse is given by the restriction of the reduced resolvent

1
R*(v,w) = lim PgR,(0,w)Py = Z —P; (3.8)
z—Ey " —Wj
Jjz1
to the annihilator space 7—[;]1 N {¥}*, where w; = E; — E, are the excitation energies (or frequencies) of

Hpy (v, w). Let us also turn these observations into a proposition for later reference.

Proposition 3.2 (Reduced resolvent). Let R* (v, w) be the reduced resolvent defined in (3.8). Then R* (v, w) :
HY VAP — Hy, N {Y} is an isomorphism, i.e., is bounded and has a bounded inverse. Moreover, the
following holds:

(i) (Symmetry) The reduced resolvent is self-adjoint (R*)* = R* in the sense that

(R*(v,w)F,G) = (R (v,w)G,F), foranyF,G € H}, (3.9)
(ii) (Strictly negative) There exists ¢ > 0 such that
—(R*(v,w)F,F) > c||P\IL,F||2 i, foranyF e Hi}l. (3.10)
N

Similarly, we can associate to any external potential v € )V and any interaction potential w € W(I), the
N-particle one-body and two-body operators o € By _; and w € B; _; via

2
é’é,, w). (3.11)

These are the usual second quantization versions of v and w restricted to the sector of N particles. They
will be frequently used in the next sections. We collect some of their properties in the next proposition.

(D,09) = (pow,v) respectively (D, w¥) = (p

Proposition 3.3 (Quantized operators). The map v — 0 is an injective and bounded operator from H™!(I; C)
to Bi—1, from L2(I) to By, and from H'(I) to By 1. Moreover, the adjoint operator 6* is given by

Ak
0

=0 whered is the complex conjugated functional {p,v) = (p,v), forp € H(I). (3.12)

3.2. Trace class operators in the Sobolev scale. We now introduce a scale of trace-class operators in the
Sobolev spaces. First, we denote by S; () or simply S; the standard space of trace-class operators in
Hn, i.e., the set of compact operators A € By, with finite trace norm

lAlls, = Tr|A]l < oo.
Next, let us define Cp : B_11 — By as the conjugation by (-A + 1)%, ie.,
CaA = (A + DIA(-A +1)2,
where —A denotes the Neumann Laplacian on Hy. Note that, since (—A + 1)% is an isomorphism? in both

Bo,—1 and B, the conjugation map Cp : B_11 — By is also an isomorphism between operator spaces.
The inverse Cy' : Byg — B_1, is given by the inverse conjugation

Cil(A) = (A + 1) 2A(=A +1)7.
We can thus introduce the following space of trace-class operators with finite kinetic energy
511 ={A€B_11:CrA € 51}, (3.13)
endowed with the norm
IAlls: = ICA(A)lls1 = Tel (<A + 1) 2 A(=A +1)2.
Note that, since S; is a Banach space and C, is an isomorphism, the space S! is also a Banach space.

We now recall the well-known duality between trace-class operators and bounded operators. Precisely,
any element in F € S} can be uniquely identified with an element in Br € By via the duality relation

(A,F) = Tr A"Bp,
2The representation in (3.7) still holds in the case of continuous spectrum by replacing sum by integrals.

3This follows from the same arguments used to show that —A + 1 is an isomorphism in B; _;, namely, an application of the
spectral theorem.
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where A* € BB, is the usual Hilbert space adjoint. Using this result, we can identify the anti-dual (5])*
with the space B; _; as follows. For any F € (Sll)* there exists a unique Br € B _; such that

(A, F) = Tr (CAA)*(C5'Br) = Tr A*Br.

In a similar way, one could define S;! C B _; as the pull-back of the trace-class operators via the
inverse conjugation CA‘l : By,—1 — By, and identify the dual (S, 1y* with B_; ;. However, these spaces
will not be used here.

3.3. The density map. We now introduce and discuss a few elementary properties of the density map.
First, the density map can be defined for rank one operators of the form Py ¢(y) = ¥(®D, y)2, as
Py — dens(Pyg) = pyo € L' ().
Since (by Cauchy-Schwarz)
lpwolls < NIy [l = NTr|Pygl,

the density map can be continuously extended by linearity to the space of trace class operators. Moreover,
this extension satisfies the duality relation

TrA* = /pA»« (x)v(x)dx = /pA(x)v(x)dx for any v € L*(I;C) and A € S;(Hn). (3.14)
I i

In a similar way, for any ' € S}, we can define the associated complex-valued density pr € H!(I) via
the Riesz representation theorem. More precisely, by the Riesz representation theorem in H™!(I), there
exists a unique element pr € H!(I) such that

(pr,v) = Tr{l"0} =Tr {(CAF*)(CA_lé)} , foranyov e H™(I). (3.15)

In particular, this yields a C-linear continuous map dens : S; — H'(I) sending an operator T to its
density. Note that, by the duality relation in (3.14), this map agrees with the density map defined for trace
class operators. Moreover, it is not difficult to check that for positive T', the density pr is just the usual
single-particle density of the density matrix I'.

Let us now introduce the following operator:

By : ’H}V — HY(I), @ By(®) =N W (x, X3, ..., xN)D(x, X2, ..., xN)dx2...dxN. (3.16)

In-
This operator can be seen as the (real) differential at ¥ of the wave-function to density map, ® — pg, i.e.,
dens(¥ + e®) — dens(¥)

m

li = By® + Bp¥ = 2Re By .
e\,0 €
Moreover, let us denote by By, : HY(I;C) — 7-[;,1 the adjoint operator, which acts as
(P, Byv) = (By®,0) = (pow,v) = (P,0¥). (3.17)

The adjoint operator can also be restricted to H!(I). In this case, it defines a bounded operator from H?(I)
to 7—[11\], as shown next.

Proposition 3.4 (Adjoint operator). Let ¥ € Hy,. Then for any f € H'(I), we have

N
(Byf)(x1, ..o xN) = Zf(xj)‘l’(xl, s XN). (3.18)
7=

Moreover, By, : H'(I) — M\, is bounded. In particular, the operator By extends to a bounded linear operator
from By : Hy' — H (D).

Proof. Since H'(I) ¢ L*(I), the function }, j f(x;)¥ is clearly square integrable. To see that it has finite
kinetic energy, note that

3, (Byf) = 0 f (x)¥ + D f(x,)0, Y.
J
Again, the second term is square integrable because f € L*°(I). For the first term we have
1
[ 10 IR ) Plsdrsdi = 5 [ 1000 0 pua)d
In I

Since py € H!(I) ¢ L™(I), this term is also square integrable. [



12 T. CARVALHO CORSO AND A. LAESTADIUS

The operators By and By, will play a fundamental role in the proofs of the next section.
Finally, we recall that X} is defined as the space of real-valued H! functions with average 0:

Xy = {f e H(I;R) : /f(x)dx = 0}.
I
As mentioned in Remark 2.3, this corresponds to the space of density variations.

4. A QUANTITATIVE VERSION OF THE HOHENBERG-KOHN THEOREM
In this section, our goal is to prove the following version of Theorem 2.1.

Theorem 4.1 (Quantitative Hohenberg—Kohn Theorem). Letw € W(I) and N € N. Let v(p;w) € V(I)
be the unique modulo additive constants potential such that p is the ground-state density of Hy (v(p; w), w).
Then the map p € Dy +— v(p;w) € V(I)/{1} is locally Lipschitz, i.e., for any p € Dy there exists § > 0 and
C =C(p) > 0 such that

llo(ps w) —o(p” s w)llv/1y < Cllp = o'l (4-1)
forany p’ € Dy with ||p — p’||lm < 9.

For this proof, we shall use a few auxiliary lemmas. The first lemma is a standard estimate showing that,
if a wavefunction has energy close to the ground-state energy, then it must be H!-close to the ground-state
wavefunction.

Lemma 4.2 (Variational principle). Letv € V(I), w € W(I), N € N and ¥ be the normalized ground-state of
the operator Hy (v, w). Let Eg = min o (Hy (v, w)) be the ground-state energy. Then, there exists a constant
C = C(v, w) such that, for any normalized state ¥’ € H; satisfying

ayw(¥) < Ey+e, (4.2)
there exists a global phase a € C, |a| = 1 such that
¥ — ¥l (1) < CVe. (4-3)
Proof. First, note that
Eo (¥ ¥)° + Erl|Pg ¥ [1” < a0 (¥7) < Eo + € = Eg (K8, ¥)|* + [Py ¥[|") + e
where E; is the energy of the first excited state of Hy (v, w). Thus,
IPg¥'|I” < €/ (4.4)

where w; = E; — Ey > 0 is the first excitation energy of Hy (v, w). Since ¥’ is normalized we can assume
without loss of generality that € > 0 is small. To see this, note that by (4.2)

1" = @l < 1l + 1%l S Vaouw(¥) + (1= E) ¥ [l + Wl s Ve + 1+ ¥/l (45)

where we used in the second inequality that the H! norm is equivalent* to the norm

IDIl5,., = Qow(®) + (1 = Eo)[®]1%.

Ay
From (4.5), we see that (4.3) holds for € > ¢, with C given by the implicit constant in estimate (4.5) times
Ve+1+|¥
C(€&) = sup Ve 1+ Wl < o0
e>e \/E

Hence, we can restrict our attention to € < ¢y for some ¢, > 0 fixed. So let us set €y = w1, where w; is the
first excitation energy of Hy (v, w). Then, we find from (4.4) that

12 (Y] = 1= IPg¥|I? > V1 —€/w1 > 1-€/or. (4.6)

In particular, the inner product (¥, ¥’) is nonzero and we can define
— <\II’ \II/>
(e, ¥
Then, from (4.6),

|9 — a¥||? = 2 — 2Re{a(¥’, ¥)} =2 — 2|(¥", V)| < 2€/w;. (4.7)

4The equivalence of norms follows from the KLMN-type estimate used to show that the quadratic form ay,,, is closed.
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To conclude, we can use the equivalence between the H! and the a,,, norms together with (4.2) and (4.7)
to obtain

¥ — a®||Z) Sow ¥ - a\lf’lliw = Qg (F) + gy (') — 2EgRe{a(¥’, ¥)} + (1 — Eo)||¥ — ¥’ ||*
<Eo(2-2[(F, ¥+ (1 -E)||¥ —a¥'|> + ¢

2
=¥ —a¥|®+e< (1 + —) €,
w1

which concludes the proof. [ ]

Remark 4.3 (Degenerate case). Note that, in the case of a degenerate ground-state, the result from Lemma 4.2
still holds, but with a¥ replaced by the normalized projection of ¥’ on the ground-state space of Hy (v, w).

The next lemma shows that the representing potential function p +— v(p; w) is locally bounded.

Lemma 4.4 (Locally uniform bound on representing potential). Let p € Dy, then there exists a neighborhood
p € U c Dy and a constant C = C(p) > 0 such that,

lo(p", w)llv/1y <C, foranyp” €U. (4-8)

Proof. The proof here uses two important facts. First, the potential v(p; w) € V/{1} is, up to a sign, the
subgradient of the Levy-Lieb functional Fi (p; w) defined in (2.5). Second, this functional satisfies the
bounds

~15 Fr(psw) s IVplig (4-9)

with implicit constants that may depend on w and N but are independent of p.

The first fact was proved in [ , Lemma 6.1], and we refer to that paper for the proof. The upper
bound in (4.9) follows from a well-known N-representability upper bound due to Lieb [ , Theorem
1.2] (see also [ , Lemma 4.6] for the simpler estimate in the current 1D setting) and the fact that the
interaction is Laplace bounded in the sense of forms. The lower bound holds because the interaction w is
infinitesimally Laplace bounded and the kinetic energy is non-negative. Indeed, using the fact that w is
Laplace bounded with bound < 1/2, we get

1
(¥, Hy (0, w)¥) = [[VE]2, + (p{), w) = 5||W||iz -C>-C

for some constant C > 0 depending on the norm ||w||y-1.r. (Note that, if the interaction is positive, i.e.,
repulsive, then it can be completely neglected for the lower bound and Fyp(p; w) > 0.)

We can now combine these facts to prove the lemma as follows. Let p € Dy and € = €(p) > 0 be so
small that p + § € Dy and

Vo +d|lm <C for any § € B,c(0) € X) and some C > 0. (4.10)

Note that explicit bounds on € and C > 0 can be found, for instance, in terms of the smallest value
¢ =inf p > 0 and the implicit constant in the Sobolev inequality || f||L~ < ||f|lg:. Then, since v(p’; w) is
the subgradient of Fiy (p’; w), we have

Fii(p'sw) = (8, 0(p";w)) < FpL(p’ + ).

As v is a real-valued distribution, we can now use (4.9) and (4.10) to obtain

ello(p'swlllvyy = sup ~(o(p'iw) < (1+ VP i) s 1+C,
€Bc(0

for any ||p” — p|lm < e. This concludes the proof. [

For the proof of Lemma 5.3, we need one additional lemma, which is the key lemma in the paper.
Lemma 4.5 (Invertibility of ByBy,). Let'¥ be the ground-state of Hy (v, w). Then the map B\prI,p%P X = X
is invertible in B(X,), where 1/ py denotes the operator of multiplication by 1/ py. In particular, the operator
By : {¥}* NHy, — X, is surjective.

Remark 4.6 (Lagrange multiplier). The surjectivity of By shows that every admissible infinitesimal density
variation can be realized by an admissible variation of the wave-function. Note that this is a sufficient
regularity condition for the existence of a Lagrange multiplier for the constrained optimization in Fiy.(p),
see [ , Chapter 9]. A similar strategy was employed to investigate the constrained-search functional
(and existence of Lagrange multipliers) in a simplified model in the QEDFT setting [ ].
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To prove this lemma, we shall need some properties of the operator K defined as

(2)
K(xy) = % (4.12)

where V¥ is the ground-state of Hy (v, w).

Lemma 4.7 (The pair density operator). The operator K defined in (4.11) is a bounded operator in B(L3(I))
(where Lg is the space of real-valued L? functions with zero mean) and in B(X,). Moreover K is also bounded
from L= (I) to H(I) and from LZ(I) to W"!(I), i.e., it satisfies

IKfllur s fllis and  [[Kfllwer < [1flle,

with implicit constants independent of f.

Proof. Since /1 p\(I,Z) (x,y)dx = (N — 1)py(y), it is easy to see that K maps functions with zero mean to
functions with zero mean. Moreover, since H! ¢ W1 c 1L® c 1.2 by the Sobolev embedding, to show that
K € B(L3(I)) N B(Xp) it suffices to prove that K maps bounded functions to H' functions and L? functions
to WL1(I) functions. The L*(I) to H'(I) bound is proven in [ , Lemma 5.1] and we refer to that
paper for the proof. For the W"! bound, we note that by Fubini and two times Cauchy-Schwarz we have

lox (Kf) Lty = 2(N — I)N‘/I /I(/I Re{o ¥ (x,y, x3,...)¥(x, y, x3, ...) }dxs.. de) fgy; ‘dx

SZ(N—I)\/_ PO )4 (/ |8x‘P(x,y,...,xN)|2dxdx2...de) dy
ply) Ny

< 2(N - 1)W||1/p||5m(,) £z llox llez iy )

which proves the desired bound. The bound ||[Kf||;: < ||f]li2 can be proved in a similar way (or using the
derivative bound and the Poincare inequality since the range of K has zero mean). [

Proof of Lemma 4.5. First, from (3.16), (3.18), and straightforward calculation we find

(BWB; p%{f) () = f(x) + /I () LY.

py(y)
where K is the operator with integral kernel defined in (4.11).
Next, we show that I + K is injective in L(Z). To this end, we first note that

(fs B¥Byfirer = ||B\if||iZ(IN)-

As the multiplication operator 1/py is an isomorphism in both L2(I) and H!(I) (recall that py > ¢ for some
¢ > 0), the above equation implies that f € ker(I + K) if and only if

dy = ((I + K)f) (x), (412)

(Bfi,pi\yf) (x) = ; pj;(()z])) ¥(xy,...,xny) =0 forae. (xq,..,xn) € In.
However, from the unique continuation proved in [ , Theorem 2.1], we have ¥ # 0 a.e., which implies
that Z _, f(x;)/pw(x;) = 0. This in turn implies that f = 0. Hence, we have shown that I + K is injective
in L2 (I) and therefore also injective in Xj.

To complete the proof, it suffices, by the bounded inverse theorem, to show that I + K is surjective in
AXp. For this, we first show that I + K is surjective in LS (I). To this end, first note that K is compact as
an operator in B(L?). Indeed, this follows from the fact that K maps L2 boundedly to W"! and the latter
is compactly embedded (by the Sobolev embedding) in L%. Since K is compact and I + K is injective, the
range of I + K is closed. Thus, it suffices to show that I + K has dense range, or equivalently, the adjoint
operator I + K* is injective. For this, let us first compute the adjoint operator. Note that, the adjoint in
L%(I) is simply

o 2 )

Hence, the adjoint operator on LZ(I), is given by the restriction

1
(I+K)" =P p—\I’Bq/Bfi,ng :La(I) — L(D),
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where Py is the L?-orthogonal projector on LZ(I). Indeed, this follows from the simple calculation
1

f=9> . for f,g € Li(D),
Py

1 % 1 K *
<f Pz —BWBW> = <f : —BWB\p9> = <Bwa
Py L2(I) L2(I) L2(I)

Py

and the fact that the adjoint in LZ(I) must map LZ(I) to LZ(I).

Now suppose that f € LZ(I) belongs to the kernel of I + K*. Then, since the orthogonal complement of
L3(I) in L*(I) is span{1} (where 1 here denotes the constant function 1(x) = 1), we have

(I+K")f=0 <= ByByf =cpy, forsome constantc e R.

Since ByBy1 = Npy, this implies that By B}, (f — ¢/N) = 0. As we already showed that By B}, is injective,
we must have f(x) = ¢/N. Since f has average zero, we conclude that f(x) = ¢/N = 0. This proves that
ker(I + K*) = {0}, and therefore, I + K is surjective in LE(I).

We can now prove that I + K is surjective in B(X,) as follows. Let g € X, c Li(I) and set f =
(I +K)~'g € L3(I). Thanks to the regularity improving property of K, i.e., since K maps L? to W' ¢ L*
and L*® to H!, we have

K*f € Xy, forany f € L(I).
Hence, Kf = Kg— K2f € Xy, and therefore f = g— Kf € X,. Thus, (I +K)"'g € X, for any g € X}, which
completes the proof of invertibility. [ ]

We can now proceed with the proof of Theorem 2.1.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Let p, p’ € Dy, then we denote by v, respectively o', a representative of the class
v(p; w), respectively v(p’, w). Moreover, let ¥ and ¥’ be the ground-states of Hy (v, w) and Hy (v’, w).
So first, we use the variational principle to obtain

w(P) =ay w(¥) +(p,o—0") < ay w(¥) +{p,0—0") = a,,(¥) +{p — p,o—0").

Since p — p’ has zero mean (i.e., belongs to &}), the last term is invariant under adding or subtracting a
constant from v or v’. Therefore,

Ao () < apr(¥) + o =0 llvay/yllp” = pllae.
As ¥ is the ground-state of Hy (v, w), by Lemma 4.2 we find that (up to a constant phase factor),
¥ = W11 Sow ll0 =0 vy aylle = 2l (4.13)

Moreover, after possibly shifting the potentials v and o” by a constant, we can assume that both ground-state
energies are zero. Consequently, we have

0= av’,w(q)s \P,) - av,w(q)a \P) = av’,w(q)s lIl, - lP) + av’,w(q)s ‘IJ) - av,w(q)s ‘II)

=0y w(®, ¥ —¥) + (Byd, 0" —0). (4.14)
We now note that, for any p’ in a sufficiently small neighborhood of p, by Lemma 4.4 we have the uniform
bound |0 || = |[o'(p";w)|lmm < C with a constant that may depend on p but is independent of p’.

Consequently, the first term in (4.14) can be estimated by (4.8) and (4.13) as

1 1
0 =¥, 0)] 5 ¥ =¥ [0l < o~ 0'l15 0y 1 = 215 19
with a constant independent of v’ (provided that p’ lies in a sufficiently small but fixed neighborhood of p).
Using this bound back in (4.14), we conclude that
1 1
[(Bet” = 0)] = [0y @ ¥ = ®)] 5 [0l ll0” — 0llE ;) 10 = P (415)

for any @ € H},.

The result now follows from the following observation: since B\nyI,pLT is invertible in B(X;) by
Lemma 4.5, we can test against enough functions ® to estimate the norm of v’ — v. More precisely,
by Lemma 4.5, the image of all ® = B, piwf with f € &j and ||f||i: < 1 under By contains a ball centered
at the origin in X with some radius § > 0. Therefore, by (4.15)

feXo

* f ’ >
ByBy—,0" -0
< \FP\II
llgll<é lIfll<1

which completes the proof. [

1 1
b “U, - 0”12)(1)/{1}”,0/ - P“ﬁlp

’ 1 ’ 1
lo” = ollvy 1y =5 sup [{g,v" —v)| < 5 sup
g€ Xy
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5. ANALYTICITY OF DENSITY-TO-POTENTIAL MAP

In this section, our goal is to prove Theorem 2.2. As previously mentioned, the key idea in the proofis
to study the potential-to-density map p : V(I)/{1} x R — Dy sending a potential to the density p(v, 1) of
the unique ground-state of Hy (v, Aw).

To this end, we shall study the following nonlinear operators. For fixed N € N and w € W(I), we define

P:V/{1} xR — S} asthe mapping (v,1) — P(v, 1), (5.1)

where P(o, ) is the L?-orthogonal projection on the ground-state space of Hy (v, Aw) and 8] is the trace-
class space introduced in Section 3.2. Moreover, we introduce the mapping

R :V/{1} xR = By, (0,1) > R (0, 1),

where R*(v, 1) is the reduced resolvent of Hy (v, Aw) introduced in (3.8). Note that both P(v,1) and
R*(v, ) are invariant under a constant shift of the potential; in particular, these maps are well-defined in
the quotient space V/{1}.

The first step here is to show that the map P is analytic on the appropriate function spaces and obtain
an explicit expression for its derivative.

Lemma 5.1 (Analytic projection map). The map (v, A) +— P(v, 1) is in C°(V/{1} X R;S]). Moreover, the
(Frechet) derivative of P at (v, ) is given by

DyaP(u, 1) = R+ (0, A) (@ + pw) P(v,A) + P(v, A) (@t + pw) R (v, ), (u,p) € V/{1} XR, (5.2)
wherel = ), ;uj and w = ) W are the N-particle operators defined in (3.11).

Proof. The proof here is essentially an application of resolvent formulas. To simplify the notation, we shall
occasionally omit the arguments (v, 1) and simply write P and R* for P(v,A) and R* (v, A).

We start by noticing that, since P(v + a,A) = P(v,1) for any @ € R, it suffices to show that the
map (v,4) € VX R — P(v,A) is analytic. For this, we first recall (see [ , Theorem 2.1]) that the
ground-state of Hy (v, Aw) is a simple isolated eigenvalue. Thus, assuming without loss of generality
that the ground-state energy is zero, we can find § > 0 so small that C = dBs(0) encloses no excitation
energy of Hy (v, Aw). Moreover, from standard perturbation theory, the same contour encloses only the
ground-state energy of Hy (v + u, (A + p)w) provided that ||u||y and |¢| are small enough. Therefore, using
the well-known resolvent (or Neumann) series

R.(v+ud+p)=(z-Hy(@w+u (A + [l)w))_l =R, (v, 1) Z (@ + pw)R, (v, )",
n>0

we find that

1 1
Plo+uA+p) = —jg R, (v +u A+ p)dz = E —?{ R,(v,A) (&t + pw)R, (v, 1))" dz.
aB;5(0) 4 211 JoBs(0)

211

We can now use the spectral decomposition
Pj (U, A)

p
R, (v,}) = p +R;(v,4), where Ry (v,A)= Z P (5.3)
j

j=1
and the residue theorem to find that

P(o+uA+p) =P+R(0+ pw)P + P(d + piw)R* + Z Po (), oo (1)),

nx2

where P, : (V X R)" — B_y are the n-linear operators

B (o ) om (11 1)) = faB D)+ pIR (o 1)

21

Therefore, according to Definition A.1, the map P is analytic from V X R to S} if and only if we can show
an estimate of the form

IPn ((w ))llsr < R*(llully + [p))™  for some R > 0 and any n > 1, (5.4)
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where we abbreviated P, ((, p), ..., (u, ir)) to P, ((u, #)™). To establish this estimate, we claim it suffices
to show that the rank of P, ((u, #)") grows at most exponentially with n. Indeed, if we can show that
rank (P, ((u, p)")) < C™ with a constant independent of u and y, then from the simple estimates

||T||511 <rank(T)||T||-1,;1 and M := r;}gax IRz (v, A)]|=1,1 < o0,

we find that

n

C A ~ n
1P () )llsy < CUHIPw ()l -10 < IRz (v, ) (& + pw)Rz (0, 4))"[|-1,1dlz]
7 J oBs(0)

< C"M™ N S(N[ully + pllwll-1,1)",
which implies (5.4).
To obtain a bound on the rank of P, ((u, 1)), note that from the spectral decomposition (5.3) we can
rewrite

1 FEN PN
@)= Y g d L@@ L@, @d = Y T 69
se{onynn 27 JaBs(0) se{0,1}n+1
where Ty (z) = P/z, T; (z) = R} (v, 1), and
1

T, = — Ty, (2) (@ + AW) T, (2) (@ + AW)... T, (2) (it + AW) T,

. (2)dz. (5.6)
21 9B (0)

Let us now bound the rank of each T. First, note that T(; ;) = 0 because Ti(z) (thus also the integrand
in (5.6)) are holomorphic inside Bs(0). On the other hand, if at least one s; = 0, then T; can be written as

1 1
T = —y{ —A(z)PB(z)dz
2m z

for holomorphic functions A(z) € By and B(z) € B_;,_; and ¢ < n. Expanding A(z) as a power series up
toorder n — 1, ie., A(z) = ZZ;OI Az + 2"A, (z) we find that

AkP jg B(Z)
27‘[1 aBs(0) 25 k
As P has rank one, each term in the sum has at most rank one, and therefore rank(T;) < n. Using this

bound for any element T; in (5.5), we conclude that

rank (P, ((u, )")) < Z rank(Ty) < n2™! < C",

se{0,1}n*1

for any C > 2 exp(2/e), which completes the proof. [ ]
We can now prove the following lemma.

Lemma 5.2 (Analytic potential-to-density map). The density map (v, 1) — p(v, A) belongs to C*(V/{1} x
R; DN). Moreover, its derivative with respect to v at (v, A) is given by

Dop =By (o) R (0. 1)By 5y + By R (0. )By ;) € BV/{1}: X)), (5.7)

where By (y2) : 7—[1 — HY(I;R) is the map defined in (3.16), B,
and the complex-conjugated of an operator is defined as

By (o) R (0, 1)By, 1) (f) = Bean) R (0, 1) By, 5, (f),
where? is defined in (3.12).

W) :V — Hy is the adjoint map in (3.17),

Proof. By definition, we have
p(v,A) = dens (P(v, 1)),

where dens : S] — H'(I;R) is the map defined in Section 3.3. As dens is linear, the map (v,1) €
V/{1} Xx R — p(v) is the composition of an analytic map (by Lemma 5.1) with a linear one and therefore
belongs to C®(V/{1} x R;H!(I;R)). Moreover, one can easily check that p is normalized as

/Ip(z), ) (x)dx = {p(v,1),1) = Tr P(v,A)1 = Tr P(v, )N = N,

and therefore, (v, 1) — p(v, A) is analytic from V/{1} X R to the density space Dy.
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To compute the derivative, let us again simplify the notation by setting P = P(v, 1), R* = R*(v, 1), and
¥ = ¥(v, 1). Then note that for any f,g € H™!(I;C) we have

(Dup(f).g) = (dens DoP(f), gy ™ 72" 07 e | (R fP + PR )
—Tr { Pf R{q} +Tr {Rl Fpg } = (¥, f*REGY) + (¥, GR* f*¥)

by (3.11), (3.12), and (3. — e ——— A
y (3.11), (3 g) and (3.17) (Bregu'¥, f) + <BRLf*\P\P> g) = (ByRL4¥, f) + <B\11le*‘l’,g>

Y S T N )

which gives us formula (5.7). Moreover, since By, (1) = N¥, we have D,p(1) = 2ByR*NY = 0 so that D,p
is a well-defined map in V/{1}. Similarly, one can show that fI Dyp(u)(x)dx = (N¥, R*Bu) = 0, which
shows that D,p is indeed a bounded linear operator from V/{1} to Aj. [ ]

Remark (Linear response operator). The operator D, p gives the linear variation of the ground-state density

with respect to a variation on the external potential. Hence, we shall call it the linear response operator
(LRO).

Remark (Simplified formula in the real-valued case). The LRO as defined in (5.7) can be seen as a C-linear
operator from H™!(I)/{1} to X(;C. However, note that, when v and w are real-valued, the Hamiltonian
Hpy (v, w) is real. In particular, the ground-state ¥ has a global phase and the reduced resolvent commutes
with complex conjugation. Consequently, formula (5.7) simplifies to

Dyp(f) = 2ByR* By f, for f € V/{1}. (5.8)
We now prove that the LRO is invertible.

Lemma 5.3 (Inverse linear response). For any (v,4) € V/{1} X R, the linear response operator Dyp €
B(V/{1}; Xy) is invertible.

Proof. First, we note that, since the map p — v(p, A) is Lipschitz in p by the QHK Theorem 2.1, we have

lleDop ()l = [lp(0 + €u) = p(0) + o(e)ll 2 €llully/1y +o(e),

where o(e) denotes a remainder R(e) satisfying lim\ o R(€)/e = 0. Hence, dividing by € and taking the
limit € Y\, 0, we conclude that

IDop (W)l 2 llullv/q1y, foranyu e V/{1}. (5.9)

Thus D,p is injective and has closed range in Aj. Hence, to complete the proof, it suffices to show that
D,p has dense range in Xj}. For this, let u € V/{1} be such that

(Dyp(g),uy =0 foranyge V/{1}.

Then, it suffices to show that u = 0. For this, note that by the simplified formula (5.8), equation (3.17), and
estimate (3.10), we have

0= ~(Dop(u),u) = =2(R" By, 1y By )4 2 1Py Byully .

and therefore Py By,u = 0. As B\yp%y continuously maps Xj to H), N {¥}*, this implies that

1 1
<B\yBi;,—f,u> = <B§,—f P¢B§,u> =0 forany f € Xj.
Py Py

However, by Lemma 4.5, the image of BWBTP'% is the entire space Xj. This implies that u = 0, and therefore
the range of D,p is dense, which completes the proof. ]

We can now complete the proof of Theorem 2.2.

Proof of Theorem 2.2. Let (po, Ag) and U C &} be an open neighborhood of 0 such that py + U € Dy and
vo = 0(pg, Ao). Define G : (U X R) x V/{1} — X} as

G ((0,14),0) = p(v + v, A+ Ag) — po — 0,
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where p(v, A) is the potential-to-density map. By Lemma 5.2, the map G is analytic and satisfies G((0, 0), 0) =
0. Moreover, by Lemma 5.3, the Frechet derivative

D,G ((0,0),0) = Dyp(vo, Ao) : V/{1} — X

is invertible. We can therefore apply the implicit function theorem (cf. Theorem A.6) to conclude that
there exists a unique analytic map ¢ : V X J — V/{1} on a neighborhood (0,0) € V X J ¢ U X R such
that G ((0,1),9(0, 1)) = 0. By the uniqueness of the representing potential (cf. HK Theorem 2.1), it follows
that v(py + 0,4 + 1) = 3(0, 1) + vy and therefore v is analytic around (po, A9). As (po, Ao) € Dy X R is
arbitrary, we have v € C?(Dn X R;V/{1}) thereby completing the proof. [

6. PROOF OF COROLLARIES
We now prove Corollaries 2.7 and 2.8, and Theorem 2.10.

Proof of Corollary 2.7. As v(p, A) is analytic, the map (p,A) — Hn(v(p, A), Aw) € B;_; is analytic since it
is a composition of linear and analytic maps. Similarly, the map sending (p, 1) to the ground-state projector
P(ov(p, A), Aw) € S} is analytic, as it is a composition of analytic maps (see Lemma 5.1). Thus

(6.1)
is analytic. Recalling that Txs(p) = Fi.(p, 0) for p € Dy (see [ , Lemma 6.1]), we see that

Fi(p,A) — Fu(p, 0)
A
and therefore, Ey. is analytic. Consequently, Ex(p) = %l 1=0 is well-defined and analytic in p.

Identity (2.7) simply follows from the fact that the derivative order does not matter, i.e., 9D Fi1 =
D,dFy. [ ]

Exc(p’ /1) = _EH(p),

Proof of Corollary 2.8. From the expression
AExe(p; 4) = FiL(p; ) — Tks(p) = AEu (p),

and the definition of Ey as the right derivative of Fip(p;-) at A = 0, we can deduce the expansion of E.(p; -)
from analyticity given by Theorem 2.2. In addition, analyticity on a neighbourhood || < r(p) implies the
Cauchy estimates
|akFLL(p'0)| < L
AT r(p)k
up to some multiplicative constant M = M(p). Hence the series Y-, AKES™(p) is dominated by a
geometric series Y ;-,(|A]/r(p))* and therefore absolutely convergent for every |A| < r(p). The same
argument applies to the potential expansion v(p; 1) = 0(p;0) + Y5, AX0S%(p), because the map A +—
v(p; A) is analytic (Theorem 2.2) and the coefficients are obtained by differentiating the analytic map. =

We now turn to the proof of Theorem 2.10.

Proof of Theorem z.10. First, from Proposition A.5, there exists a holomorphic extension of the Levy-Lieb
functional Fe to a suitable complex neighborhood U c X }\C] x C of Dy X R. After possibly shrinking U,
we can assume this set is connected. The uniqueness of F¢ follows from the corresponding uniqueness in
Proposition A.5. We have thus established properties (i) and (ii).

To prove properties (iii) and (iv), we first note that, by applying Proposition A.s5, there exists a holomor-
phic extension P¢ of the ground-state projection map (5.1) to an open subset V. H™!/{1} X C containing
V/{1} x R. Now define G: U - H'/{1} xCandL:V — XJS x C as

G(p,A) = (=D,Fc(p,A),A) and L(v,A) = (densPc(v, 1), 4).
Next, note that V/{1} xR ¢ L™!(DyxR) because the map v — dens Pc (v,~/1) mapsj//{l} bijectively to Dy
for each A € R. We can thus define V as the open connected component of VNL™Y(U) containing V/{1} xR
and consider only the restriction L : V + U. By construction, the composition Go L : V + H™!/{1} x C
is well-defined. Moreover, we have
GoL(v,4) = (-DyFiL (dens P(v,4),4),4) = (v,4) for any (v,1) € V/{1} x R. (6.2)

Since V is open and connected, from the identity principle (cf. Proposition A.4), the identity (6.2) holds
everywhere in V. We can now define U as the open connected component of G~ (V) containing Dy x R.
Note that, since L(V) is connected (as L is continuous), contains Dy X R, and satisfies L(V) c G~1(V)
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(since (6.2) holds in V), we must have L(V) c U. Thus G : U — V is surjective. On the other hand, we can
again apply the identity principle to conclude that L o G(p, 1) = (p, A) for any (p,A) e U. ThusG: U —» V
is in fact a holomophic bijection with holomorphic inverse G™! = L. This proves (iii).

The remaining statements in (iv) now follow from the identity principle. More precisely, as

Pc(v,A)Pc(v,A) — Pc(v,4) =0 and TrPc(v,A) =1, forany (v,1) € V/{1} X R,

and V is connected, these equations hold for all (v, 1) € V by Proposition A.4. Hence, recalling that any
(norm) continuous projection-valued map has locally constant rank, we conclude that P¢ (v, 1) is the desired
rank one projection-valued map in (iv). Similarly, equation (2.11) follows from the identity principle. m

7. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we established a quantitative version of the Hohenberg-Kohn theorem for spinless
fermions living in a compact one-dimensional interval subjected to external potentials in a specific class of
distributions. Applying this result, we then showed that the universal (constrained-search) functional and
the density-to-potential map are analytic with respect to both the density, endowed with the natural Sobolev
topology, and the interaction strength. As applications, we derived the existence of an exchange-only
potential and justified the Gorling-Levy perturbation series in this simplified setting.

As a remarkable consequence of these results, we showed that the DFT framework can be extended
to the complex domain. More precisely, we showed that the density-to-potential map can be extended
to a bi-holomorphic map between suitable subspaces of complex-valued potentials and complex-valued
densities. This seems to be the first result in this direction in the literature. In particular, it raises several
questions that we could not address here.

(1) What is the (physical) interpretation of the eigenvalue associated with the holomorphic spectral
projector in Theorem 2.10 (iv)? For instance, for complex potentials that are small perturbations
of real-valued ones, it is clear that such eigenvalues correspond to the eigenvalues with lowest
real-part. In particular, the associated spectral projector corresponds to the dominating mode in
the large time asymptotics of the heat semigroup. However, it is not clear whether this is the case
for all potentials in the domain of F¢.

(2) Can one characterize the maximal extension domains of Fi;,? A similar question is, can one solve the
V-representability problem in the complex-valued case, i.e., characterize the set of all ground-state
densities of Hamiltonians with complex-valued potentitals and fixed complex interaction? To
properly pose this question, one first needs to clarify the notion of ground-state in the complex
case.

(3) How can one leverage the analyticity of Fi, to construct new (and justify current) xc-approximations?
Here, we made a first small step in this direction by justifying the GL perturbation formula. In this
regard, a natural follow-up question is whether one can estimate the radius of convergence of this
series, which is intimately connected with the previous question of characterizing the maximal
extension domains of Fg.

Another important consequence of our results is that the inverse problem of retrieving the external
potential that generates a target density is not only well-posed in the Hadamard sense but also Lipschitz
stable, for both the interacting and non-interacting cases. This result also raises some interesting questions:

(1) Can one give explicit estimates for the Lipschitz constant in Theorem 2.1? Note that our proof relies
on a compactness argument (see Lemma 4.5), and does not provide an estimate on this constant.
Such estimates could be useful to obtain error estimates in numerical implementations of the
inverse scheme.

(2) What is the connection of the QHK presented here with the Moreau-Yosida-regularization of DFT
studied in [ ]? More precisely, the result in [ , Corollary 6.3] could be interpreted as a
regularized version of the QHK presented here. However, in the regularized setting, the choice of
topology is rather flexible. In particular, it is not clear how the constant in [ , Corollary 6.3], for
a chosen topology, relate to the Lipschitz constant for the unregularized setting in the limit ¢ | 0?

However, we emphasize that the results presented here are restricted to the one-dimensional setting with
Neumann boundary conditions, and we do not know how (or if it is possible) to extend them to higher
dimensions. In fact, even an extension to the one-dimensional case with Dirichlet boundary conditions
seems to be non-trivial.
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Finally, let us conclude by mentioning that the results obtained here should also have implications
for the time-dependent variant of DFT (TDDFT) [ , ]. More precisely, the invertibility of
the linear response operator (cf. Lemma 5.3) can likely be extended to the dynamic (or time-dependent)
linear response operator in the frequency domain, which appears in the Dyson equation of linear response
TDDFT [ , , ]. This result could potentially be used to establish a rigorous foundation
for TDDFT in the linear response regime, at least in the one-dimensional setting, for which no consensus
on a (formal) proof seems to exists to this date [ , R R ]. However, investigating
this question would go far beyond the scope of this paper, and we reserve it for future contributions.
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APPENDIX A. ANALYTIC FUNCTIONS IN BANACH SPACES

In this section, we recall the definition and some elementary properties of analytic functions between
Banach spaces. We then state and briefly sketch the proof of the implicit function theorem for such functions.
These results are well-known and can be found in standard references, e.g., [ , , ].

Definition A.1 (Analytic functions). Let X,Y be real Banach spaces and F : U — Y a function defined
on an open set U C X. Then we say F is analytic at xy € U if there exists a sequence of R-multi-linear
operators F)’C‘O : X*¥ — Y and a constant R > 0 such that

IFE (1, oo i) ly

||F;]c€0||xk—>y = sup X <Rk, for any k > 0, (Aa)
xnxeexiior el llxellx
and
F(x) = Z Ffﬂ (x — %o, ..., x —x0), forany x € By/p(x) NV for some neighborhoodxo € V.C U. (A.2)

k>0

We say that F is analytic in U if it is analytic at every point in U. Moreover, we denote the space of analytic
functions from U to Y by C*(U;Y).

Throughout the paper, we shall mostly deal with functions defined on a relatively open subset of an
affine closed subspace of a Banach space X. In this case, the definition of analytic function should be
understood as follows.

Definition A.2 (Analytic functions on affine spaces). Let F : U — Y be a function from a relatively open
set U C V, where V is an affine closed subspace of a Banach space X. Then we say that F is analytic around
xo € U if the shifted function 7, F : U — x9 — X, (7x,F) (x) = F(x + x), is analytic around 0 as a function
from the Banach space V — xy to Y. If F is analytic around any point x, € U, then we say that F is analytic
in U and belongs to C* (U; Y).

Remark (Symmetric multi-linear operators). Since only terms of the form (x — xy, ..., x — x9) € X" are
used as arguments in the Taylor expansion of F, we can always assume the multi-linear operators Fy, to
be symmetric, i.e., F;’U (x1, ..., XN) = F)’}O (X5(1)s --» X (n)) for any permutation o € Py. Moreover, with this
convention, the Taylor series uniquely determines each Fy; via the polarization formula (A.3) stated below.

A.1. Complexification and the identity theorem. For a real Banach space X, we define its complexification,
Xc, as the complex Banach space

Xc =X xX, endowed withthe norm [|(x,y)llx. = +/lIxlI% + [lyll%

and the scalar multiplication by a complex number
AMax,y) = ((ax - py), (fx + ay)), forA=a+1pe€C.

Following standard practice, we use the notation z = x + 1y € X¢ for an element z = (x,y) € Xc.
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On complex Banach spaces, the definition of analytic functions can be extended by replacing the R
linear functionals by C linear ones in (A.2).

Definition A.3 (Holomorphic functions). Let X¢ and Y¢ be two complex Banach spaces, and U € X¢ an
open subset. Then we say that a function F : U € X¢ — Y¢ is holomophic on the open set U ¢ X¢ if and
only if, around any point xy € U, F can be locally written as a power series as in (A.2) with symmetric
C-multi-linear operators satisfying estimate (A.1).

We now recall two algebraic facts. First, for any symmetric multi-linear functional, we have the

polarization formula (cf. [ , Theorem 1.10] or [ , Corollary 1.6])
1 n n n
F(x1, .., xp) = o Z $1...5,F Z $jX;j, Z SjiXj, oo Z sjixj] . (A.3)
se{-11)n j=1 j=1 j=1

Second, for any C-multi-linear functional F : X¢ X ... X X¢ — Y¢ we have

0, 1.0, 1 0, 1y _ T (ST S 0 L1
F(x] +1x7, %5 + 1%y, ..., X, +1X,,) = Z ZZSJF(xll,xzz,..., x;"), forany xj,x; € X. (A.g)
se{01}n

Using these facts, we can prove the following simple Banach space variant of the well-known identity
principle in complex analysis.

Proposition A.4 (Identity principle on real sets). Let U C Xc be a connected open set and F,G : U — Y¢
be holomorphic functions such that F = G on a subset U' ¢ U N X with non-empty interior in X. Then
F(x) =G(x) foreveryx € U.

Proof. 1t suffices to show that, if F = 0 on some U’ as in the proposition, then F = 0 everywhere in U. For
this, let xo € U’ and note that
14"
Conldtn
where Fy are the C-linear operators in (A.2). As Fg is symmetric, by the polarization formula (A.3) we
have Fy, (x1,...,x,) = 0 for any x; € X. In particular Fy (xy,...,xx) = 0 for any x; € Xc by (A.4). Hence
F)'C’O = 0 for any n € N, and therefore, by (A.2), F = 0 on a complex neighborhood Bg (x9) € U. Hence, the
set V := {x € U : F has identically zero Taylor series around x} is open. Since U is connected and V # 0,
to complete the proof it suffices to show that U \ V is open as well.

For this, note that U \ V are the points with Taylor series that are not identically vanishing. Hence, for
any x € U \ V, there exists m € N such that F # 0. Since the Taylor series is uniquely defined at each
point, by regrouping the terms in (A.2) and using the symmetry we find that

Fe (%, %) F(xo + tx)|t=0 =0 forany x € Bs(0) C X,

m times m times
— —
F;”(z,..., z) = Z (:)Ff(z,...,z,y—x,...,y—x) =F'(z,..,2) + Z (;:)Ff(z,, Z,Y =X, Y — X).
k>m k>m+1

Hence, using the bounds in (A.1), it follows that
IFY" = Fy'll < Rlly —x|l,  for |ly — x|| small enough.

Therefore, the Taylor series around y does not vanish identically, for any y close enough to x. This shows
that U \ V is also open, which completes the proof. ]

As a consequence, any analytic function can be extended to a holomorphic function on a sufficiently
small complex neighborhood of the original domain.

Proposition A.5 (Holomorphic extension). Let U C X be an open subset of the real Banach space X and
F : U — Y analytic. Then there exists an open set Uc C Xc and a holomorphic function Fc : Uc — Yg such
that U C Uc and

Fc(x) =F(x), foranyxeU.

Moreover, the extension is unique in the sense that, iqu': : Ué — Y is another holomorphic extension, than
Fc = F{. on the connected component of Uc N U containing U.



A QUANTITATIVE HK AND THE UNEXPECTED REGULARITY OF DFT 23

Proof. For any xo € U and k € N, we can extend FX to a C-linear functional FX  via formula (A.4). It is
X0 C,xo

easy to verify that IIFé’x0 || < 2”||F)’§0 ||. Hence, the extended function

FEO — Z FéxU (x = X0y ooy X — xo),
k>0
defines a holomorphic function on the complex neighborhood By g, (x) = {x € Xc : |lx — xollx. <
1/Ry,} C Xc, where Ry, is the radius of convergence of the series around xy. Since this extension is
independent of the basis point xo, i.e., FZ’(x) = F' (x) on By /g, (o) N By/g,, (x1) (by the identity principle
in Proposition A.4), we obtain a holomorphic extension F¢ to the neighborhood Ug = Uy, B; /Ry (x0).
The uniqueness statement follows from Proposition A.4. [ ]

A.2. Implicit function theorem. The following version of the implicit function theorem for analytic
functions on real Banach spaces will be useful here. For the sake of completeness, we briefly sketch the
proof below.

Theorem A.6 (Implicit Function Theorem - Analytic version). Let X,Y, Z be real Banach spacesU C X and
V C Y open subsets and F : U XV € X XY — Z be a function such that F € C*(U x V;Z), F(0,0) =0, and

DyF(0,0) € B(Y,Z) has a continuous inverse.
Then there exists a ball centered at the origin Bs C X, and a unique continuous function f : Bs — Y such that
f(0)=0 and F(x,f(x))=0, foranyx € Bs.
Moreover, f € C*(Bs; Y).
Proof sketch of Theorem A.6. Let Fc be a holomorphic extension to an open set (0,0) € Uc X Ve C X¢ X Yg,

which exists by Proposition A.5. Now note that the partial derivative of Fc with respect to Y¢ at (0,0) can
be represented as

DyF(0,0) 0

0 DoF(0,0)
in the block decomposition with respect to X¢ = X @ X. Thus since DyF(0, 0) is invertible in B(Y, Z), it
follows that DyFc(0,0) € B(Yc; Zc) is also invertible in the complexified spaces. Hence, by the standard

implicit function theorem on Banach spaces (cf.[ ][Theorem 3.4.10]), there exists an open ball Bg C X¢
and a unique Frechet differentiable function

fc: Bg(O) — Yc  such that fc(0) = 0 and Fc(x, fc(x)) =0 for any x € Bg(O).

DyFc(0,0) =

Similarly, applying the same theorem to F, we find a unique continuous f defined on Bs(0) C X satisfying
F(x, f(x)) =0. Asy = f®(x) is the unique solution of F¢ (x,y) for any x € Bg(O) close enough to 0 (which
follows from a contraction fixed point argument), we have fc(x) = f(x) for any x € X N Bg(O) = Bs(0).
In particular, f is the restriction to Bs of a Frechet differentiable function on an open set of the complex
Banach space X¢. It then follows from [ ][Theorem 13.16] that fc is holomorphic, and therefore, f is
analytic. [
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