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I. INTRODUCTION

Most of the traditional ab initio quantum chemistry methods represent the electronic
wavefunction as a linear combination of the Slater determinants. This leads to severe diffi-
culties in describing the Coulomb hole because the electronic cusp condition requires that
the electronic wavefunction behaves linearly in the interelectronic distance, r15, near the
coalescence points of the electrons*#. To overcome this difficulty explicitly correlated meth-
ods have been introduced which overtly include the 5 factor into the wavefunction®~.
Typically, the aforementioned r5 dependence is implemented trough the product of two
occupied molecular orbitals with the correlation factor, fi5. The correlation factor depends
solely on 715 and makes it possible to satisfy the cusp conditions, so that the description of
the Coulomb hole is dramatically improved. However, an important issue in the explicitly
correlated methods is the choice of the correlation factor itself. Originally, the straightfor-
ward choice fi5 = 15 was made which gave rise to the class of R12 methods®1?. The theory
which allows for an arbitrary correlation factor (F12) was formulated somehow later by
Manby2?. It was also found that the choice fi5 = 715 is responsible for the bulk of the error
in the early R12 methods®. In 2004, Ten-no proposed the exponential correlation factor?,

227 and was

which is nowadays routinely applied in various explicitly correlated approaches
shown to improve the results significantly as compared with R12. This suggests that the
actual form of the correlation factor is important and one should continue searching for a
more optimal form of fi5. In fact, Tew and Klopper®® investigated numerically the shape of
the correlation factor for the helium atom and helium-like ions and compared it with several
simple analytic forms. They found that in the short-range r;5 regime the exponential corre-
lation factor of Ten-no is close to the optimal but they did not have access to moderate and
long-range r15 distances. In a recent work, the form of correlation factor for the helium atom
has been reconsidered by using purely analytic methods??. It has been rigorously found that
the asymptotic (long-range) form of the correlation factor is fio — 77,5712, as ryy — oo, for
the helium atom with several plausible models of the electronic wavefunction. It is obvious
that none of the correlation factors which are used presently obey this asymptotic behaviour.
Therefore, we proposed the so-called range-separated correlation factor where the short- and

long-range 715 regimes are approximated by different formulae and sewed together by using

a switching function. A detailed functional form will be specified further in the paper.



One may wonder about the motivation behind the introduction of the range-separated
correlation factor. From a brief inspection of the problem it appears that the long-range
part of the correlation factor is completely irrelevant and the only thing that matters is the
ability to model the correlation hole. However, recent results have proven that standard
basis sets used for the conventional (determinants-based) calculations are suboptimal for
the F12 methods®?32. This is due to the fact that the cusp region is described reasonably
well by the explicitly correlated part of the trial wavefunction and basis set functions are
mainly necessary to model the longer-range part of the electronic wavefunction. Therefore,
one can expect that a correlation factor which includes a physically motivated long-range
ingredient can further reduce the basis set requirements of the current F12 approaches.
However, the largest gain in the accuracy can be reached with methods where the corre-
lation factor is responsible for a dominant fraction of the so-called dynamical correlation
effects. A prominent method of this type is the geminal-augmented CASSCF method of
Martinez et al. (G-CASSCF)%. In this method the wavefunction is modelled as a standard
CASSCF expansion, multiplied by a proper explicitly correlated part. Therefore, the situa-
tion is clear - the better and more physically motivated the correlation factor is, the larger
percentage of the (dynamical) correlation energy is retrieved which directly improves the
results. Note additionally that “guide” wavefunctions used in the Quantum Monte Carlo
(QMC) methods®3 35 also take the form of the Slater determinants multiplied by the (ex-
plicitly correlated) Jastrow factor. Unfortunately, it is not clear whether the present form of
f(r12), introduced in the context of F12 methods, is advantageous when applied to QMC as
well. Nonetheless, this possibility is worth investigating, particularly in the light of recent
remarkable improvements in the QMC technology and quality of the results that can be

routinely obtained (see Refs. 136-45 as representative examples).

However, before the actual performance of the range-separated correlation factor can be
tested, one needs to evaluate the necessary matrix elements. Efficient and stable evaluation
of molecular integrals is a constant challenge for the electronic structure theory and a lot
of efforts have been devoted to the development of fast and reliable integral codes. For
the standard electron repulsion integrals including the Coulomb potential, 1/ris, several
procedures were developed in the works of Dupuis, Rys, and King#¢ 48 McMurchie and
Davidson??2%, Pople and Hehre®!, Obara and Saika®?, and others®3:33 28 The review paper

of Gill?? is very informative in this respect. Introduction of the explicitly correlated methods



into the arsenal of quantum chemistry raised the number of types of molecular integrals which
need to be routinely evaluated. Typically, each specific form of the correlation factor was
handled separately by modifying the existing algorithms. The works of Klopper and Rohse®,
Bearpart et al.®!, Valeev and Schaefer®?, Ten-no2%22, Samson et al.%2, and Weber and Daul®
are prominent examples of this approach. In this paper we consider the evaluation of all two-
electron integrals that are necessary to perform F12 calculations with the range-separated

9

correlation factor??. They are far from being trivial, mostly due to a complicated from of

the correlation factor itself. We show that these integrals can be evaluated by applying

49,50 -~ Noteworthy, our work

the general idea of the McMurchie-Davidson recursive scheme
provides a large level of generality. In fact, with minor or no changes the present scheme
can be applied to an arbitrary correlation factor. Ahlrichs®® presented a method to compute
two-electron integrals with any kernel within the Obara-Saika technique, but his general
recursive procedure is multidimensional and complicated, especially when the analytical

form of the correlation factor is extensive. As far as we know, the present level of generality

has never been achieved thus far within the McMurchie-Davidson scheme.

This paper is organised as follows. In Sec. [IAl we introduce the two-electron molecular
integrals necessary for the F12 calculations and perform an initial reduction. Next, in Sec.
[ITAl the McMurchie-Davidson technique is applied which allows to express these integrals
trough the derivatives of the so-called basic integrals with respect to the orbitals locations.
In Sec. [T we establish an analytical equation for the basic integrals. Sections and [LE]
detail evaluation of the required derivatives of the basic integrals with the help of the Hobson
theorem. Section [[IIl presents application of the developed scheme to the range-separated
correlation factor. The generating integrals S(«, 3,) are introduced and their evaluation

is discussed. Finally, Sec. [Vl concludes our paper.
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II. MOLECULAR INTEGRALS WITH A GENERAL CORRELATION
FACTOR

A. Cartesian two-electron integrals

It is now a well established fact that in the F12 theories the following six types of molecular

two-electron integrals appear:

I = (ablriy'|ed) = // dry dry ®F(r) ®*(ry) 155 @p(ry) Py(rs), (1)
I = (ablr} alod) = [ [ vy des 3 (00) @3(02) 7 fa(ri) Ba(e) @u(r), 2)
Iy = (@b fualed) = [ [ vy des 3(10) @3(02) Fa(ri) Bu(e) Batr) 3)
Iy = (@bl fiafiled) = [ deydry @300 8:(52) falria) (i) Be0) Batra) (@)
Iy = (@b s Ti)ed) = [ disdey @ (00) @2(r) [ia(ri2) T2 u(r) i), (5)

s = (abl[[fro T floled) = / / dry dry 7 (r1) 82 (x3) [[fia(ria) To], i (r12)] Bo(r1) Da(ra),
(6)

where T} = —%V% stands for the kinetic energy operator of the first electron. We have addi-
tionally increased the flexibility of our approach by allowing two different correlation factors,
fi2 and f],, to appear simultaneously. Functions on the brackets are the (unnormalised)

primitive Cartesian Gaussian-type orbitals (GTOs)
®(r,a, A) = wiyizi exp (—ar}) . (7)

where a denotes the exponent and A = (A,, A,, A,) is the vector specifying the location of
the orbital. In the above expression x4 = x — A,, and similarly for the other components,
and 74 = 2% + y4 + 24. The same notation is preserved for the remaining orbitals present
in Egs. ({)-(6), which are located at centres B, C', D, and have the respective exponents b,
¢, d.

In a majority of the explicitly correlated approaches three- and possibly also four-electron
integrals appear, as the result of action of the Coulomb, exchange, or strong orthogonality

814,17

operators on the pair functions However, all these difficult integrals are typically

not evaluated explicitly but rather approximated e.g. by the insertion of the resolution of

bt



identity (RI) in terms of an auxiliary basis set®® €. This approximation leaves only two-
electron integrals in the form (II)-(@). Other techniques for handling many-electron integrals
were also suggested? 72,

Let us first simplify the r5-dependent kernels in Eqs. (Bl) and (@]). Firstly, by applying

the second Green’s identity in Eq. (), the integral I5 can be rewritten as

% (Vi — Vi) L. (8)

Secondly, the kernel of Eq. (f) can be simplified by noting that

0f12 0115

87”12 87’12

[fr2(r12). T1). fla(r12)] = (Vifiz) - (Vifly) = 9)

so that the difficult double commutator was replaced by the product of the derivatives of
the correlation factors. Thus, Eq. (@) takes now a more explicit form

Of12 0f1s

87’12 87’12

= (abl 57=="=|cd). (10)

The above rearrangements are valid for any correlation factors, fi» and fi,, for which the

initial integrals exist.

B. Application of the McMurchie-Davidson scheme

Once the simplifications introduced in the previous section have been acknowledged, we
can attack the integrals (IJ)-(€) by using the McMurchie-Davidson (MD) scheme. Note that
our presentation of this well-established technique is necessarily brief and we consequently
do not immerse into the issues which are already solved in the literature. For a more

elaborate discussion of the MD method we address the reader to the original papersi®3, or

the excellent review of Gill??.
The main idea behind the MD method is the following expansion of the product of two

Cartesian Gaussian orbitals

i+j k+1 m4n
®(r1,a,A) &(ry, b, B) ZE” DB B Aw(rnp, P) =
u=0 v=0 (11)

Z tuvAtuv ry,p, P),

tuv



where the latter formulae is simply a shorthand notation for the former. In the above
expression the so-called Hermite Gaussian functions were introduced
d dv d’ ( )

r?
dpLdpydpy P ATPIE

Atuv(rlap>P) (12)

with the new exponent, p = a + b, and the displaced centre, P = %. The coefficients

Etij obey the following recursion relations which can be used to calculate them efficiently

Ego = exp <_aofb(Ax — Bx)z) , (13)
EShi — —g(Ax — B,)E7 + EY, (14)
Bt = %(Aw — B,)EY + EVE,, (15)
EV = o (B, 17 + BT, (16)

and analogous for E* and E™. Of course, a very similar formulae hold for the product of

orbitals of the second electron

i'+5' k41 m/+n’
Bulrz & Opalrz, d D) = 3 B D B 3, B A2, Q) =
w' =0 v'=0 (17)

Z t’u U/At’uv rs, q, Q)v

t'u'v’
with ¢ = c+d, Q = @ and an identical recurrence structure for the primed indices.
Let us now insert the expressions (1) and (I7) into Egs. (d)- ) and (@), taking into
account the simplified formula (I0). The integral 5 will be treated separately. Note that
the differentiation with respect to the coordinates of P can be replaced by the differentiation
with respect to the components of —Q, simply because of the translational invariance of the

resulting expressions. After some rearrangements we arrive at the following formulae:

L= Ep (—1)fte N g RGO =1.2,3,4.6, (18)
tuv 'y’
where
dt du dv
Riww — _— — B, 19
CT QL dQy dQy (19)

and B; are the basic integrals that are given by the following generic expression

B; = // dry dry €_pT%Pki(’/’12)€_qT§Q. (20)



In the above equation k;(r12) are the kernel functions dependent solely on 715 and, in general,
different for each i = 1,2,3,4,6. In the most general case, the kernel functions take the

following form

ki(r2) =15, (21)
ka(ri2) = 175 frz(r12), (22)
ks(riz) = fiz(r2) (23)
ka(ri2) = fi2(ri2) fia(r12), (24)
ke(ria) = %% (25)

Note that in some situations the functional forms of the kernels coincide or do not require
a separate treatment. For instance, when fio = f{, = 712 one has ky = k¢ = 1 and ky = rfz.
Note additionally that in this example I, I; and Ig reduce to a combination of one-electron
integrals.

As mentioned beforehand, the integral I5 does not follow the scheme given above and

requires a separate method. Let us recall Eq. (8) and follow the approach advocated by

l50

Helgaker et al®>® in the context of the geometrical derivatives. Firstly, the differentiation

with respect to the coordinates of A and B is rewritten as

i ad d
dA. ~ pdQ, T dAB, (26)
d b d d

- 22 % 27
dB,  pdQ, dAB,’ (27)

where the vector AB is simply A —B. With the above equations at hand, it becomes simple
to express the operator % (V4 — V3), present in Eq. (), trough the derivatives with respect
to the components of Q and AB. Next, by applying it to the integral I3, given by Eq. (I8)

with ¢ = 3, one obtains

a — b ’

_ ab t+u—+v 2 pt+t utu v+’

]5 - 9 § Etuv( 1) § t’u UIV R

P tuv t'u'v’ (28)
t+u+v § : cd t+t' utu v+o’
. Et’u’v’vQR3 5

tuv t'u’v’

tuv

where ﬁQ and V%Q are the gradient and Laplace operators with respect to Q, and v AB

stands for a gradient operator with respect to AB coordinates. The main difficulty now lies
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in the evaluation of the derivatives of Ry and the coefficients Ey,,. In the case of R one

simply recalls Eq. (I9]) which leads to

V?QR?“) — Ré—i—Q,uv + Rg,u+2,v + Rgu,v+2’ (29)
6QR§uv — [Ré—l—l,uv’Rgu—l—l,v, Rgu,v—l—l} ) (30>

Additionally, as pointed out by Samson et al.8, the action of the Vag on the E% can be

tuv

resolved by the following recurrence relations:

2ab

F’ = -"—AB,E, (31)
p
i+1,j b ij i b
FO Y= __ABLEFO + Fl - — Ly, (32)
p p
ij+1 _ @ ij ij | @ g
p p
ij Loicty | i1
F = ot (IR + ), (34)
where F}7 = jfgx and a similar notation (F* and F™) holds for the components y and z.

The above expressions are the most straightforwardly obtained by a direct differentiation of
Eqgs. ([I3)-(I6). One may notice, that in the second term of Eq. (28) both gradient operators
produce vector quantities, but a scalar form remains afterwards as the dot product is taken.

To sum up, the integral I5 is also expressed as a linear combination of the quantities R{*™.

Let us summarise the progress made in this section by the use of the MD scheme. Firstly,
the integrals I;-I; and Ig have been reduced to linear combinations of the R!“Y functions.
We have shown that the latter quantities are the derivatives of B; with respect to the
components of Q. Finally, the integral I, resistant to the standard approach, has also been
written down as a linear combination of R{*¥. All the coefficients appearing in the expressions
obey simple recursive schemes and thus can be computed highly efficiently. Therefore, the
remaining issues which need to be addressed are the evaluation of the basic integrals, B;,
and their differentiation with respect to the components of Q. Note, that the approach
adopted in this section is similar, but more general, as compared to the work of Samson et

al.8 However, at this point our derivations separate completely.



C. Basic integrals

In order to evaluate the quantities R, i = 1,2, 3,4, 6, one has to establish an analytical
expression for the basic integrals, B;, given by Eq. (20). The main difficulty lies in the fact
that the form of the correlation factors, and thus the form of the kernels k;, has not been
specified yet. In typical situations, an analogue of the basic integral is evaluated with use
of the integral transforms of the kernel functions. For instance, in the case when k; = i’

the following transformation can be adopted

= \/7/ exp(—t*rs,)dt, (35)

and a similar one was used by Ten-no for the exponential correlation factor?%23. In the
case of an arbitrary correlation factor such an integral transform may not exist or can be
overwhelmingly complicated. Thus, another line of attack needs to be devised. As already
noted before, all basic integrals are translationally invariant. In other words, these integrals
are dependent only on the length of the vector P — Q but not on its individual components.
Therefore, without any loss of generality, let us make a shift and consequently put P = 0

further in the paper. The basic integrals now take the following form

Bi - // dI'l dI‘Q €_pT% ki(rlg)e_“%@, (36)

where the kernel functions, k;, are defined exactly in the same way as in the previous

subsection. Let us now recall the formula for translation of the 1s Gaussian function

0o +1
e = dre PN " iy (2qQra) Y Vi, (Q)Yim (1), (37)
=0 m=—I
where Q = |Q], i = /51, +1 I,(z) are the modified Bessel functions of the first

3 In fact, this formula is very well known

kind™, and Y}m(f) are the spherlcal harmonics
to the quantum chemists community, as it is routinely used in the evaluation of the matrix
elements of the effective core potentials (see, for example, the work of Kahn et al.™). Let us
now insert Eq. (37) into Eq. (36). An important observation here is that all terms, apart
from [ = 0 and m = 0, vanish due to the spherical symmetry of the integrand. Therefore,
one is left with

sinh(2qQr
B, = ¢™9¢° // dry dry e P73 % ki(r12), (38)
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where we have additionally used the well-known formula ig(z) = sinh(z)/z. Note that the
integrand in Eq. (B8] is essentially a one-centre distribution. Therefore, it is convenient to
utilise the variables 1, ro and 75 supplemented with three Eulerian angles. After the change
of variables and straightforward integration over the angles the following triple integral

remains

ro+r12

dris k;i(112) r12/ drs P sinh(?qug)/ drir e (39)
0 \

ro—r12|

e_qQ2 oo
29Q Jo

The inner two integrations in the above expression are elementary. After some rearrange-

Bi = 87T2

ments one arrives at

prq 2 prq 2

501 oo 6—m(r12—Q) _ 6—m(7’12+Q)
B; = —/ dryg ki(r12) T12 . 40
\/ p+aqaqp Jo (r1z) Q (40)

The above expression is universal ¢.e. it is valid for any kernel for which the initial integrals

exist. Additionally, only the terms in the square brackets in Eq. (40) are dependent on Q.

This fact is crucial for developments of the further sections.

D. Evaluation of the integrals R!*"

The integrals R!", defined formally as derivatives of the basic integrals, B;, with respect
to the components of Q can now formally be calculated by a consecutive differentiation of
Eq. (#0) with respect to @Q,, @, and Q,. However, this straightforward approach is quite
cumbersome since the differentiation produces very lengthly expressions. Apart from that,
the integrals B; depend only on the length of Q, but not on its individual components, which
automatically suggests that considerable simplifications are possible.

Let us designate by ¢(Q) an arbitrary well-behaved and sufficiently many times differen-
tiable function, which is dependent solely on the length of the vector Q. Now, the spherical
tensor gradient operators, V;,,(V), are obtained by taking the explicit formulae for the reg-
ular solid spherical harmonics, r'Y},,(#), and replacing the Cartesian coordinates, z, y, z, by

75,76

the differentials, 2, £, 2, respectively. A special case of the Hobson theorem reads

y dx? 8_y’ 0z
1 d
QdQ

Exactly the same formula is valid for the real versions of the spherical harmonics - one

Yin(V@)g(Q) = Q' [( ) g(Q)] Yin(Q)- (41)

simply takes a combination of the above expression with m and —m. This simple observation

11



removes the need to use complex variables in actual computations. Concerning Eq. (),
see the works of Weniger and Steinborn™ ™, for a more elaborate discussion of the Hobson

theorem.

The Hobson theorem makes it simple to operate with },,,(V), but the original definition
of RI*" is given in terms of the derivatives with respect to Cartesian coordinates. Therefore,
one has to relate an arbitrary differential with respect to the Cartesian coordinates with the
spherical tensor gradient operators. Obviously, the transformation formulae are exactly the
same as between Cartesian coordinates and the spherical harmonics, which follows directly

from the definition of },,,(V). In our notation, the necessary transformation reads

d dv d¥ -
— = N(l,t,u,v c(ly,m,t,u,v) YVim(V).
107 407 40 ( )K;M ( ) Yim(V) (42)

in accordance with the work of Schlegel™. For completeness, the analytical expressions for
the coefficients N(I,¢,u,v) and c(l,m,t,u,v) are given in Supplemental Material®. The
former are fairly simple and can be computed on the fly. The latter are very sparse i.e. a
huge number of combinations of the parameters gives zero value. Therefore, they can be

calculated in advance and stored in the memory for further use.

Making use of Eqgs. (AIl) and (42]) one can write

d* dv d’ _
R = —— RY = N(I,t,u,v c(l,m, t,u, v) Yy (V)R =
dQé dQZ ng ( )lSH—Zu—H} ( ) l ( )
N (43)
= N(l,t,u,v) Z c(l,m,t,u,v) Q" [(@@) Bi| Yin(Q),
I<t4+u+tv

where the identity R = B; has been used. By inspection of the above expression one
immediately recognises that only the derivatives of B; with respect to () are necessary,
rather than with respect to @), ), and @), separately. Evaluation of the derivatives with
respect to @) is handled in the next subsection. Other quantities appearing in the above
expression are the spherical harmonics but they can be efficiently computed with help of the

well-known recursive formulae’.
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E. Evaluation of the radial derivatives

Due to the advances presented in the previous subsection it becomes clear that a major
effort of the whole scheme lies in evaluation of the following terms
PN
1 d

QdQ
additional attention must be paid to the numerical issues. In fact, the ()-dependent factor

where the notation Dg = has been implied. In the evaluation of the differentials (44]) an
in Eq. ([@Q) consists of two terms which are of opposite signs and nearly equal in magnitude
when the value of () is small. Therefore, a significant digital erosion can be expected when
Eq. (Q) is evaluated as it stands for small @). This problem is also largely magnified when
a direct differentiation of Eq. (40) is attempted to calculate the radial derivatives, Eq. (44).

Therefore, we need to adopt a special approach when the value of @) is small.

1. The case of small ()

Let us rewrite the Q-dependent part of the integrand in Eq. (0] as follows

o E0r12-QP _ g—€(r2+QP €7, +Q?) —E02,4Q?) i (26r1,Q)*"

5 — 0 sinh(2£r12Q) = Q e (2n+1)! 7

where £ = pq/(p + q). The above infinite series is everywhere convergent. Therefore, it

(45)

can be inserted back into Eq. (@0) and the order of summation and integration can be
interchanged. This leads to the following series expansion of B; around @) = 0

3/2 oo 2n oo
T 2
Bi = 271' 6_5Q2 <m) % A dr12 kl (TIQ) T%;H_z e_ET%Q‘ (46>

n=0
Passing to the evaluation of the differentials ([@4]), it is now straightforward to apply the
operator Q'Dy, to both sides of Eq. (@G) which gives
3/2 oo 2n 00
Il l T (2¢) ! ( 2n —5Q2> / Wm+2 _—¢r?
D,B; =2 — ——> 7D dris k; iz,
“Pa e (p+ q) 2 EIESRCACAN , Mrekilre)risTe

n=0

(47)

The action of DZQ on the term Q*e~$9” is conveniently resolved by means of the following

recursion relation
Dl (Qe™?") = n Dy (@ 2749") — 26 iy Q™) (48)
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which is sufficiently numerically stable for small (). Let us conclude by noting that the series
expansion (A7) converges reasonably well provided that the values of @ and £ are simulta-
neously small. In the opposite situation the approach developed in the next subsection is

appropriate.

2. The case of moderate or large ()

In this subsection we shall attack the evaluation of the radial derivatives, QlDlQBZ-, by
means of the recursive techniques. Since the problem of small values of () has already been
resolved, we can perform separation of two terms in the square brackets in Eq. (40). To do

so productively let us introduce the following quantities

£(r12+Q)?
Mo = \ p+qqp/ Az iy hi(2) Do ( Q* ) ’ (49)

leé?Bi = Ql (z T Hlll) (50)

so that

We assume here that the values of i?—[%o are available at the start and their evaluation will
be considered in details further. It is obvious that i?—[j-[ko are trivial to obtain from the initial
H]007 so that our task is to increase the value of [ at the cost of j and k. Let us first inspect

the action of Dy on the @-dependent part of the integrand in Eq. (49) with [ =0

e—f(T’lziQ)2 6—5(7“12:|:Q)2 6—5(7“12:|:Q)2 e—E(T’lziQ)2
DQ T = F26r Qk+1 —2£ Qk —k Qk+2 . (51)

Let us now multiply both sides of the above expression by 7’{2 k;(r12) and integrate over 7o

on the interval [0, +00]. One obtains the following relation

Hgkl 2 H+1 k10 — 26 ijO k Hgk+20’ (52)

which can be further generalised by applying DZQ_ ! to both sides

ijl F2¢ Hj-i—lk—',—ll 1 — 26 ijl 17 ij+2l 1 (53)

since the coefficients in this expression are independent of (). This gives us the desired

recursion relation which can be used to calculate 7—[ 1, Starting only with 7—[] wo- Note that

14



the recursive process (B3] is rather simple, despite operating in three dimensions, and can
be implemented efficiently. Therefore, the presented recursive method offers an attractive
way for the evaluation of the radial derivatives.

No progress can be made now unless a concrete functional form of the correlation factor
is specified. In the next section we apply the theory developed here to the case of the
range-separated correlation factor. However, before passing further let us observe that i?—[%o
can be reduced to well-known quantities when the kernel k;(r15) is a familiar function. For
instance, when k;(r12) = 1/r12 i.e. for the standard electron repulsion integrals, we obtain
up to a trivial multiplicative constant, i,H;'t-i-l,OO ~ J7 drigriy e 612¥ @ These integrals are
reduced to a combination of the so-called Boys functions®®, F},(z), with different arguments.
Therefore, we conclude that for a familiar kernel function our scheme requires no new starting

quantities, as compared with the dedicated procedures which are in a widespread use.

III. THE RANGE-SEPARATED CORRELATION FACTOR
A. Preliminaries

Let us now consider the so-called range-separated correlation factor??

1
fra(r2; co, p, B, ) = (1 + 57"12) e M 4 S (W%) COTf2€BT12a (54)

where cg, p, B, i > 0 are variational parameters and

n k
—z x
k=0

is the Tang-Toennies damping function®. The integer n is assumed to be greater than

—£ —1,if p < =2, or n = 0 otherwise [note that S,(z) = O(z"*!)]. It is clear that the
term (1 + %7”12) e~#T2 is responsible for the short-range correlation and necessary to fulfil the
cusp condition. Even greater flexibility can be achieved if the exponential formula of Ten-
no is used in the short-range regime?’. The long-range part 77,e512 represents the correct
asymptotics, as found for the helium atom2?. The role of the Gaussian and Tang-Toennies
damping functions is to interpolate smoothly between these two regimes, providing at the
same time a large degree of flexibility. It is important to note that the parameters p, B can

be arbitrary real numbers. In particular, it was found for the helium atom that the value of
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B is always positive and the value of p depends significantly on the orbital part of the wave
function. In the case when p is negative the damping function S,, removes the corresponding
singularity as rio — 0. This is the reason why the aforementioned constraint on n strictly
holds.

Before the theory developed in the previous section can be applied, one mathematical
difficulty needs to be addressed. Let us consider the kernel k3(ri2) given by Eq. ([23]). To
calculate the necessary molecular integrals by using the recursive method, one starts with
the quantities 37{%0. One can formally insert the explicit form of the correlation factor, Eq.

(B4), into the expression ([@9). After several simplifications, this leads to the formula

3”Hjioo = N[/O dria e~ (WtErty FAr2Q 4 5 /0 dris T{gl e~ (Htori; oF2r12Q

Y

o0
L / dria 337 5, (ur%y) e BFHQr2
0

where N = p”—;e*;f. An obvious move now is to insert the explicit form of the damping
function, Eq. (BH), into the above expression. However, the summation present in Eq. (53]
cannot be straightforwardly interchanged with the integration in Eq. (56]) since some of the
resulting integrals can become singular. Therefore, we need to change the integration range
from [0,400] to [e,+o0] and take the limit ¢ — 0" once the separation of the individual

terms is performed. This gives

o0 o0
37_[%0 — _/\/'[/ dris 71{2 e—(u-l-i)r%z e F2r12Q + % / drs T{;H e—(#-l—i)r%z e T2r12Q
0 0

(57)
00 n k o)
: i+p (B r H i+p+2k (B g —pr2
+ ¢o lim (/E drio Tizpe( F2£Q)r12 _ § F/6 dris T{2p e(BF2AQ)r12 o —p 12>]_
k=0

e—0t

These findings suggest that the all necessary integrals can be expressed trough the following

family of functions

S(a.f.7) = /0 " o a® exp(B — 70, (58)

where «, ( are arbitrary real numbers and v > 0 and R denotes the finite (regular) part
of the integral. The precise meaning of the symbol fR is defined as follows. When o > —1
the integrals (58)) are regular and can be treated with standard methods. For a < —1 they

are divergent and have to be understood differently. Therefore, when o < —1 we proceed
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as follows. First, the integration range is changed to [, +00] and this modified integral is
evaluated. Next, the small € expansion is considered and one obtains an analytical result
which consist of a regular, e-independent part of the integral plus terms which contain e.
The latter terms split into two groups: vanishing as the limit £ — 0 is taken and singular
terms which are finite combinations of inverse powers of ¢ and possibly logarithms of ¢.
In the present regularisation scheme all singular terms are simply dropped and the limit
e — 0 is taken. The result is a finite, regular part of the otherwise diverging integrals.
This approach is justified because in all expressions for the relevant integrals, such as Eq.
(57), the integrals S appear in specific combinations, inherited over the form of the damping
functions. In these combinations, all singular terms must cancel out since the expressions
for the initial molecular matrix elements are regular. In other words, there is no need to
keep track of the terms containing € because we know in advance that they must cancel out
exactly when the final expression, such as (57]), is evaluated.

As a simple example, let us consider S(«, 5,7) with « = —2, v = 0 and § < 0. Integration
over the range [, +o0], followed by a small € expansion gives

2

/oo eﬁx 1 5 2
to 5 =~ +lo(-) -1+ = plogle) - Tt OEA, (69)

where g is the Euler-Mascheroni constant. One can see that the exemplary integral consists
of the regular part (terms in the square bracket), a finite number of singular terms (% and
loge) and an infinite number of terms which vanish as e — 0. As the singular terms are

dropped and the limit ¢ — 0 is taken one obtains in our notation

0 Bz
S(-28.0 =% [ = -5 [wE +1og(~) — 1. (60)

Clearly, this technique is a fairly straightforward way to manage the spurious singularities.

Let us note in passing that in practical situations the form of the correlation factor is
fixed i.e. one adopts some recommended values of the parameters in Eq. (B4). By recalling
Eq. (B7) as an example, one finds that in actual computations a set of basic integrals in
the form S(ag + N, 3,7) is required, where aq is a real parameter, 0 < ap < 1, and N
is an arbitrary integer. The values of 8 and ~ depend on the nonlinear parameters of the
GTOs, whilst «aq is inherited over the adopted formula for fi5. This observation is rather
obvious, but important in the context of the next subsections where calculation of S(«, 3, 7)

is discussed in details.
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14 we give the analytical forms of the kernel functions, k;, with

In Supplemental Materia
the range-separated correlation factor, and express the corresponding basic integrals, B;,
through the S(«, 5,7). These expressions are long but very regular, and can be turned into

an efficient computer code.

B. Calculation of S(«, ,7) for a > —1

In the case when the value of « is larger than —1 the integrals S(a, 3,7) can be re-
duced to the Tricomi’s confluent hypergeometric function, U(a,b, z), by a simple variable

transformation ¢t = \/2vz. In this way one obtains

Sl B.7) = (2y7) " 'Tla+ 1)U

5 72 (61)

At this point the problem is solved because methods of calculation of U(a, b, z) for arbitrary
real (or even complex) values of the parameters a, b, and z exist®2%2. However, here we
deal with an exceptionally special case of U(a,b, z) where b = %, a > 0 and z > 0. This
signals that a dedicated procedure for the calculation of U(a, b, z) in this special case should
be designed. In fact, the general algorithm is considerably more complicated and connected
with a large computational overhead. Our method for the evaluation of U(a, 1/2, z) with
a > 0, z > 0 is presented in Supplemental Material®*. To utilise the expression (B1I)) it is
also necessary to compute the Euler Gamma function, I'(z), for the positive real values of z

but efficient methods exist™.

C. Calculation of S(«, 3,7) for a < —1

A slight inconvenience connected with the adopted regularisation scheme for the integrals
S(a, B,7) is that they are not continuous as a function of «. Strictly speaking, there are
discontinuities for each negative integer value of a. As a result, negative integer and nonin-
teger values of a have to be treated separately which is pursued in the next subsections. Let
us note, however, that once the summation such as in Eq. (57) is performed, the result is a

continuous function of all parameters, as it should be, and as we also checked numerically.
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1. Noninteger values of o

By integrating Eq. (58]) by parts and dropping the singular terms one obtains the follow-

ing recursion relation

Sla—1,8.7) = 280,09 + Zs(a+1,6,9) (62)

when « is a noninteger number, o < —1. At this point it becomes advantageous to introduce

a slightly simplified family of integrals
*“d
T3 (z) = DC{/ Z_z e (63)
0

with © > 0 and (noninteger) real s > —1. The above integrals are related to the initial

S(a, B,7) by an elementary exchange of variables, giving

S(a, B,7) = |B]7* T8 (v/87), (64)

where sgn denotes the sign function. Starting with Eq. (62]) it becomes simple to show that

the integrals T=(z) obey the following recursion relation
s T () = £ T (2) — 20 T2, (2), (65)

which is more straightforward to handle than the initial Eq. (62)). Let us now consider
numerical evaluation of T*(z) with the help of the recursive process (65). Firstly, one
requires two starting values, TE(z) and T, _,(z), with so € (0,1). These integrals are
regular and can be evaluated with methods described in the previous section. Namely, one

has

T () = (23" 'T(1 - so)U (1‘T 3 4i) , (66)

and similarly for the second starting value. The next issue that needs to be addressed is
numerical stability of the recursive process (63). We tested the reliability of Eq. (65]) for
the calculation of T(x) up to s = 30 which is sufficient for the practical purposes, and
for a broad range of x. The general conclusion, both for 7" and T, , is that Eq. (G3) is
numerically satisfactory only when x > 1 and a significant loss of digits is observed for the
smaller values of x. However, it is natural to expect that for x < 1 the downward recursion
is stable, so let us rewrite Eq. (63]) as follows:

2

Tl sr¥(z)’ (67)
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where r¥(z) = T, (x)/T*(x) is the Miller-like quotient®. Since rF vanishes quickly with
increasing s one can initiate the downward recursion at some large s with r= = 0. The
recursion is carried out until a value, sq, is reached for which 0 < sy < 1. The desired
quantities T are then recovered consecutively by using the definition of rZ i.e. Tsi0 =

rETE T T+

rETE Ty =re 1 To . etc., where the starting value, T, is given by Eq. (G0).

Let us also note that for § equal to zero, which corresponds to S(«,0,7), the strategy
adopted in this subsection is no longer valid since the relation Eq. ([64]) becomes ill-defined.

However, one can return to Eq. (62) which immediately leads to

10(%)

5(0,0.7) = 3= i (65)

by imposing proper initial conditions.

2. Integer values of o

Similarly as for the noninteger values of «, one starts with the definition, Eq. (58]), and
integrates it by parts. However, as now the values of « are restricted to the negative integers,
boundary terms in the integration by parts give e-independent, finite contributions. Because

of that, the corresponding recursion relation is inhomogeneous

Y2 aaca (N 9

With formally the same definition of T (z), Eq. (63)), one can derive the corresponding

recursion
+ (_z)l + +
STs+1(x) == Z l'il + Ts (SL’) —2x Ts—l(x)7 (7())

which is more compact and numerically convenient. To initiate the recursive process one

needs two starting values, 7:°(z) and 75 (x). The expression for the latter is rather simple

Ti(x) = \/geu {uErf(fg:)} (71)

where Erf(x) is the error function. To bring the former integral into a more convenient form

let us introduce the following family of functions

i (z) = /0 4z K log(2)e— (72)
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With help of these integrals 7:(z) can be rewritten as

TE(z) = F wo (i%) + 2w (i%) : (73)

Note, that in contrast with the left-hand-side of the above expression, the integrals present on
the right-hand-side are regular and can be understood in the ordinary sense. We developed
a dedicated procedure for the calculation of the integrals wy(z) and w(z), which is based
on the series expansions and polynomial interpolation. All necessary expressions are given
in Supplemental Material®?, along with comments and a sketch of the algorithm.

The remaining issue is the numerical stability of the recursive process ({0). For x > 1 the
expression ([{0) can be used as it stands i.e. in the direction of increasing s. However, for
x < 1 it is necessary to apply the downward recursion. Unfortunately, since the recursion
(7Q) is inhomogeneous, a trick similar as in Eq. (67)) cannot be utilised here. Therefore,
one has to start at some large S, (significantly larger than the maximal desired s) with
TE i(x) =0and T (z) =1, and carry out the recursion downward (70) until s = 0
is reached. A slight inconvenience connected with this approach is that the results of the
recursion are not directly 7= (), but rather 77 (z) multiplied by a constant (the same for
each s). To determine this constant one simply evaluates T; () independently by using
Eq. (), compares with the corresponding result of the downward recursion and rescales

all values properly.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We have presented how six types of molecular integrals, necessary for the explicitly corre-
lated electronic structure calculations, can be reduced to simple quantities. We have applied
the McMurchie-Davidson scheme first, and reduced all two-electron integrals to combina-
tions of the derivatives of the basic integrals. The differentiations were carried out, without
specifying the correlation factor, with the help of the Hobson theorem. Finally, the resulting
radial derivatives were evaluated recursively starting with a class of ordinary one-dimensional
integrals.

When the developed scheme is applied to the range-separated correlation factor, all basic
quantities can be written down as linear combinations of the integrals S(c«, 5,7). Their

calculation is not trivial and we have discussed in details the necessary numerical procedures
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applicable for specific values of the parameters. We would like to stress that virtually all novel
expressions presented in this work were extensively checked with the help of the symbolic
environment of MATHEMATICA package®®. Implementation of the production code is in
progress.

The present work opens up a possibility for the practical use of the range-separated factor
in explicitly correlated calculations on many-electron atoms and molecules. We believe that
the introduction of this new correlation factor will noticeably improve the level of accuracy
which can routinely be reached with these methods. Extensive benchmarks will be reported

shortly.
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A. Transformation between spherical and Cartesian differentials

An arbitrary mixed Cartesian differential can be rewritten as an adequate linear combi-

nation of the spherical tensor gradient operators by means of the following formula

(%)lw (%)ly (%)ZZ:N(z,zz,zy,zz) S ellomln by L) Vn(V), (1)

1<lyp+ly+1.
where
1
237 (1 + 1120 (20 )!1(20)1 2
N(l7lmul 712): ( L , (2)
! (20 + 2)!1,17,!1.!
and

Ly + 0, + LN+ 1)
C(l,m,lm7l7l)_ Z ( + )(y+y)( + )

yrbz) =
Lo+l s ly+l / lz-‘rlzl
L+ + =l ( 2””>!< 5 )75 )!
|

NN — |m))
20120 (20, (20N + [m])!

_Im 3
1 “'Z')/z(Z)( i )( 1)1(21 — 2i)! )
’NTT . lw/—l—l /—\m|
20 = \i/\—45—) (I—|m| = 2i)!
lw,+ly/7\m\ ; . | ‘
ot Y/ —Im ml—
2 B E— |m| (_1)_(\ \ l21/+2k).
k lyr — 2k
k=0
. lz"rl / ly+l / lz+l /
Note, that the term under the outer sum is zero unless =5+, ==*, and “5= are the all

integers. The above expressions can be compared with the relevant formulae from the work

of Schlegel®.

B. Computation of U(a,1/2,2) with a > 0 and z > 0

Before presenting the detailed algorithm let us recall several useful formulae which are
obeyed by the desired quantities, U(a,1/2,z). Details and comments on these expressions
can be found in Ref. 2 and references therein. Firstly, the small z expansion of the Kummer’s
hypergeometric function, M(a, b, z), is

n

= (a)n
M/(a,b, z) Z ol (4)
n=0 n

\)



where (z), are the Pochhammer symbols. The corresponding expansion for the Tricomi’s

hypergeometric function can be written in terms of M(a,b, z) as

M(a,1/2,2) M(a+1/2,3/2,z)
Tla+1/2) 2z T(a)

Let us also recall the following recursive formulae for increasing the value of a

U(a,1/2,2) = /T

()

Ua—1,1/2,2)+ (1/2 = 2a — 2)U(a,1/2,2) + ala+1/2)U(a+1,1/2,2) =0, (6)

and the corresponding continued fraction (CF)

Ula+1,1/2,2) a1 a
Z/l(a,l/2,z) n b1—|— b2+ 7

a,=—(a+n—1/2)(a+n—1), (7)

b, = (1/2 —2a — z — 2n).
Note additionally, that for very large values of z the Poincaré-type asymptotic formula can

be used to simplify the computation. This formula is a simple inverse powers series in z
o0

Ua12,7) = o3 (@lat U2, 1

' _ Y
— s! (—2)8

(8)

and can be efficiently implemented.

Let us now present the complete algorithm for calculation of U(a,1/2,z). First of all,
when z < 1/2 the small z expansion is supposed to be used, see Eqgs. (4) and (5). Typically,
these series converge fast in this regime and give accurate results despite a cancellation
between two terms in Eq. (5). An exception is the region when the value of a is very large
but such case is unlikely to occur in our applications.

The second ingredient of the algorithm is supposed to be used when z > 1/2. Let us
assume we would like to compute U(a, 1/2, z) for a fixed z, up to some predefined value a4,
Firstly, we compute the ratio U(amaz, 1/2, 2) /U(@max — 1,1/2,2) by using the continued
fraction formula (7). The evaluation can be performed with the Steed’s algorithm and
convergence of CF is acceptable for virtually every z > 1/2 and any reasonable a,,,,. The
only inconvenience is the fact that the consecutive numerators and denominators in Eq. (7)
grow very fast with n and need to be scaled by a small number from time to time to avoid
overflows. Once the ratio U(amaz, 1/2, 2) /U(@maz — 1,1/2, z) has been obtained, we rewrite

the recursion relation (6) as follows

1
ro1(?) = AR D ta@ T 1) )




where the ratio r,(z) = U(a + 1,1/2,2)/U(a,1/2,2). One sees that the value obtained
from the CF formula is simply amez 74,,.,—1- Starting with this value we carry out the
recursion (9) downwards, until a minimal value, ag, is reached which satisfies 0 < ag < 1.
At this point, U(ag,1/2, z) can be computed with expressions Eqs. (4) and (5) for z < 10
and Eq. (8) for z > 10 since the corresponding series converge acceptably for small a.
Finally, using the definition of r,, one can see that U(ag + 1,1/2, z) = ra,U(ao, 1/2, z), then
Uag +2,1/2,2) = rog1lh(ag + 1,1/2, z) and so forth, until the value of a4, is reached.
This furnishes the computation of the U(a, 1/2, z) functions.

C. Basic integrals with the range-separated correlation factor

Before expressing all basic integrals, B;, trough the S(a, f,) integrals, let us introduce
a notation that makes the expressions more clear and succinct. Supposing one has two
distinct correlation factors in the form given by Eq. (54) in the paper, with two sets of the
parameters: ¢, p, B, p and ¢, p', B, i/, respectively. Firstly, the operator ¢’ acting on an
expression changes all unprimed quantities into their primed counterparts (and vice-versa),
for instance:

Ik, 2K

1 ! ! - ’ ’
fia(r) = ¢ fra(r) = <1 " §T> e 4 ¢ (1 —e Y : /-5 ) e (10)
k=0 ’

Hereafter, the notation [ . ] (and {} ), should be considered as exactly the same

expression as in the bracket before, but with £ — —¢ in the second argument of S e.g.

S(p, B+26Q,¢) + = S(p, B+2£Q,€) + S(p, B —26Q,¢). (11)

Finally, S(c, ...) should be considered as integral S with exactly the same /3 and v arguments

as in the preceding integral S, for example:

S(a, B,7) +5(,..) + 5(a”,...) = S(e, B,7) + S(d, B,7) + S(a”, B,7). (12)

With help of this notation one can represent the basic integrals as follows (note that Bj

expresses similarly as B3 and thus a separate treatment is not required here):



B _1 1 @[ g _ _ 13
Bu= | oo |5(0.260,6) — 5(0,-260.9)] (13)

_ 11 e
p+qqu

—cOZ%S@HK,BHSQ,sw
=0

S(0,26Q.€ + ) + 55(1,26Q, €+ 1) + coS(p, B +2Q.6)

(14)
+1..

S(1,26Q. €+ ) + LS(2.26Q,6 4 1) + S (p-+ 1, B +26Q.6)

_ L1 e
p+qqu

—COZ%S(p+2H+1,B+2£Q,§+M)
=0

+

(15)

= i 1 —£Q? }
vg:;wQ {(1%Q€+u+u%ﬂl+p)5@ D+ 8@, )+

1
2
+(1+p’)00[S(p+1,2§Q+B,€+u )+ S,o+2 ]

R Y

—_— / J—
2 {S(p+2m+1,2§Q+B,f+,u +,u)+25(p+2f£+2,...) + (16)
n' k 1k’

+c0cgzz T S 0 2k 4 2K+ 1,26Q + B+ B+ ot )+

—Hmw@+ﬂ+L%Q+B+B£%+{~},
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™ 11 _p2f1 , , , ,
Bg = — 8 _S(1,26Q, &4+ ) + A’ S(3, ) 4 ! S (5, ) + App’ S(4, )+
p+qqp@ 4

+(1+ p’)( —uS(2,...) — g5(3, )) +(1+¢") [c@(%B’S(p’ +1,26Q + B', &+ p)+

1 / / / / / /
+5p S(p,...) —2uB'S(p' +2,...) —uB'S(p' +3,...) =2up'S(p' +1,..) — up'S(p +2, ))] +

+ cocly {BB’S(pﬂL p+1,26Q+ B+ B +ppS(p+p —1,..)+

+(1+¢) (B,o’S(,o +7, ))] +(1+¢) {CO i %T

k=0

B
<§S(p +26+1,26Q + B, {+p+ i) — pS(p+26+2,...) + kS(p + 2k, ...)—
—2u'BS(p+2k+2,..)+2uu'S(p+2k+3,..) —4'kS(p+ 26+ 1,...)—

— W' BS(p+2k+3,..) +2u/'S(p+2k+4,..) — kS (p + 2k + 2, ))] +
+ cocy(1+ ¢) [Z %(BB’S(p+p' +2k+1,26Q + B+ B, £+ p)+

k=0

+2uB'S(p+p +26+2,...) +26B'S(p+ p' + 2k,...) + P'BS(p+p + 2k, ...)—

—2up'S(p+p +26+1,..) +26pS(p+p + 2k —1, ))} +

n n w 1K
D) P [BB/S(p—l—pl—i-Q(fiiji/)+1,2£Q+B+B/,§+u+,u/)+

KK/
k=0 k'=0
+4pp' S(p+p +2(k+K)+3,...) +4r'S(p+p +2(k + ) — 1,...)+
+(1+ ﬂ)( —2uB'S(p+p +2(k+K)+2,..) —4us'S(p+p +2(k + &) +1,...)+

+QB’/~€S(p+p'+2(/{—l—/{'),...))} } + {} ,

D. Calculation of the w; integrals

Before passing to the actual algorithm let us note that for evaluation of the desired
molecular integrals one requires wo(x) and wi(z) with arbitrary real x. Herein, we present
the algorithm for = > 0 only since the treatment of negative values of x is completely

analogous. Considering the evaluation of wy(z) and wy(x) let us first note that the following

6



small z expansions hold

S () ()

z D)o (be) o

where 1(z) is the digamma function. The above expressions can be derived by simply

expanding the exponential term in the integrand and integrating term by term. These
series converge reasonably well for small x and the coefficients can be tabulated in advance
or computed on the fly recursively. Let us also recall that for the half-integer values the
digamma function takes the following closed form

in+1/2) = —vE—210g2+22k_1,
k=1

(20)

where v is the Euler-Mascheroni constant.

By performing a linear exchange of variables the integral wy(x) can be rewritten as

wo(z) = / dz log(z)e % = —/ dt logte 70/ — ﬁ/ dte =0/ (21)
0 0 0

T T

By expanding the exponential terms containing 1/2? in both integrals the following large

expansion is obtained

> (—1 ¢(2k +1)
= x2k+1 IngZ x2k+l ' (22)

k=0 0

The above series is clearly divergent i.e. it provides asymptotic information about wg(x)
when z is large. In practice, the above expression is very useful for calculations with x > 50,
say, when typically only several terms are necessary to converge to the machine precision.
Calculation of the individual terms is fairly straightforward, taking into account that for the

integer values of n the digamma function is given by

—_

| =

3

¥(n) = — V- (23)

B
Il

1

A completely analogous expression to Eq. (22) holds for the second integral, w;(x).
Having resolved the cases of small and large x, let us discuss the calculation of wy(x) and

wi(x) for moderate = where neither of the above schemes give a sufficient accuracy. After

7



numerical experiments we found that the following expansions give reasonably accurate
piecewise fits for the desired quantities

n n

F,(x) :ZC—k%—logazZ%. (24)

k=0 k=0
Our scheme for calculation of wy(x) and wy(z) goes as follows: for z < 3 we use the small-z
infinite series expansion described above, where it converges to the accuracy of 15 digits in
less than 50 terms. Obviously, for x > 50 the aforementioned large-z asymptotic expansion
is used, which gives the machine precision after about 20 terms. For the remaining values

of z we use the following approximations:
o 3<x <5 Fy(x) withn = 6,5 for wy(z) and w;(x), respectively,
e 5 <x < 10: F,(x) with n = 6 for both wy(z) and w;(z),
e 10 < x < 20: F,(x) with n =5 for both wy(z) and w;(x),
e 20 < x < 50: Fj(x) with n = 4,5 for wy(z) and w;(z), respectively.

The coefficients ¢y, d; are different for each interval and are obtained from the least-squares
fit on a equally spaced (A = 0.001) grid. These reference data were obtained by integrating
numerically wy(x) and wi(x) in an extended arithmetic precision. In the following Tables
we report the values of the coefficients ¢y, dy for each interval. Accuracy of these fits is at
least 13 significant digits and much better on the average, which is sufficient for the present

purposes. Tests were performed on a large sample of randomly generated points.
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TABLE I. Coefficients ¢j and dj, in the analytical fits of wo(z) and w;(z) with the functional form

given by Eq. (24) for 3 < 2 < 5. The symbol [k] denotes the powers of 10, 10,

n

Cn

dn

wo(7)

- W N

—2.79 418 516 254 156[—01]
—2.90 713 893 948 490[+01]
—4.95 348 276 834 514[+02]
—1.87 541 627 996 346[+03]
—2.97 088 892 758 365[+02]
+2.15 515 331 846 835[+03]
+5.41 315 200 857 445[+02]

+4.35 827 381 193 435[—02]
+6.03 123 542 136 014[+00]
+1.90 103 007 336 098[+02]
+1.37 709 919 986 376[+03]
+2.88 186 650 129 034[+03]
+1.58 883 573 230 859[+03]
+1.45 477 988 235 751[+02]

wi(x)

—6.81 608 673 256 649[—03]
—6.03 136 412 874 311[+00]
—1.23 965 414 329 573[+02]
—2.92 393 636 456 307[+02]
+2.42 606 911 139 842[+02]
+1.79 651 772 296 869[+02]

—7.81 053 598 547 109[—04]
+1.26 540 880 331 240[+00]
+4.59 860 722 344 580[+01]
+2.90 445 255 218 630[+02]
+3.44 114 756 369 323[+02]
+5.59 224 732 011 467[+01]




TABLE II. Coefficients ¢ and dj, in the analytical fits of wp(x) and w; (x) with the functional form

given by Eq. (24) for 5 < 2 < 10. The symbol [k] denotes the powers of 10, 10%.

n

Cn

dn

wo(7)

- W N

+2.67 336 306 337 877[—02]
+4.47 174 316 838 360[+00]
+1.69 542 503 617 498[+02]
+1.39 875 310 206 529[+03]
+2.02 964 879 213 659[+03]
—2.17 744 743 464 807[+03]
—1.42 551 927 395 417[+03]

—3.83 390 302 078 230[—03]
—2.09 112 260 860 070[+00]
—5.29 464 781 748 209[+01]
—7.03 047 033 787 913[+02]
—2.77 647 534 682 290[+03]
—2.80 275 812 247 144[+03]
—4.46 967 011 675 890[+02]

wi(x)

- W

+2.89 074 504 802 456[—02]
+4.44 902 630 985 788[+00]
+1.08 226 256 016 102[+02]
+4.27 985 618 179 230[+02]
—7.33 719 621 295 158[+02]
—6.13 015 358 740 435[+02]
+8.04 702 720 006 004[+02]

—4.23 814 942 235 530[—03]
—1.00 783 068 266 863[+00]
—3.85 434 024 325 027]+01]
—3.17 198 102 880 598[+02]
—3.53 983 894 638 774]+02]
+7.33 534 471 812 601[+02]
+3.22 960 340 787 190[+02]
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TABLE III. Coefficients ¢; and dj in the analytical fits of wp(x) and wi(z) with the functional

form given by Eq. (24) for 10 < z < 20. The symbol [k] denotes the powers of 10, 10,

n

Cn

dn

wo(7)

- W N

+9.85 170 564 088 696[—04]
—3.14 495 326 884 370[—01]
+1.14 410 655 314 381[+01]
+1.01 789 460 952 360[+02]
+5.99 368 814 053 674[+01]
—1.74 101 744 430 719[+02]

—1.34 352 155 222 340[—04]
—1.05 330 699 931 180[+00]
—3.35 296 508 844 390[+00]
—4.91 298 273 165 823[+01]
—1.75 836 403 023 178]+02]
—7.11 820 445 035 004]+01]

wi(x)

+1.79 379 586 198 002[—04]
+4.80 466 657 853 673[—03]
—2.08 437 134 302 115[+00]
—6.61 049 670 065 573[+01]
—2.02 378 315 248 675[+02]
+2.61 597 803 283 919[+02]

—2.67 961 445 256 187[—05]
—2.80 747 000 711 979[—03]
—5.01 274 816 607 827[—01]
+2.30 089 102 665 028[+01]
+1.79 404 122 905 036[+02]
+1.59 307 953 057 555[+02]
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TABLE IV. Coefficients ¢, and dj in the analytical fits of wp(x) and wi(z) with the functional

form given by Eq. (24) for 20 < z < 50. The symbol [k] denotes the powers of 10, 10,

n

Cn

dn

wo(7)

+1.39 870 024 574 414[—05]
—5.70 280 882 024 327[—01]
+5.28 077 445 114 726[—01]
+5.54 783 065 129 888[+00]
—2.07 952 101 488 230[+00]

—1.76 030 960 012 356[—06]
—1.00 126 191 147 610[+00]
—1.35 267 549 073 835[—01]
—1.14 510 519 374 110[+00]
—1.13 489 580 958 509[+01]

wi(x)

- W N

—8.04 790 438 983 053[—06]
—4.83 240 835 649 057[—03]
—4.74 103 840 956 836[—02]
—9.57 722 093 234 973[+00]
—2.32 473 977 612 046[+01]
+4.72 702 979 536 110[+01]

4+9.92 668 209 243 167[—07]
+8.49 304 239 905 638[—03]
—8.86 737 271 752 571[—01]
+3.53 498 860 651 889[+00]
+2.77 433 057 711 969[+01]
—5.06 583 892 061 286[+00]
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