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The correct description of nondynamic correlation by et structure methods not belonging to the multirefeeenc
family is a challenging issue. The transition bf;, to D4, symmetry in H molecule is among the most simple
archetypal examples to illustrate the consequences ofngisendynamic correlation effects. The resurge of interes
in density matrix functional methods has brought several meethods including the family of Piris Natural Orbital
Functionals (PNOF). In this work we compare PNOF5 and PNQ@#fch include nondynamic electron correlation
effects to some extent, with other standard ab initio medtiothe H, D,/ D), potential energy surface. Thus far, the
wrongful behavior of single-reference methods atfhg — Dy, transition of H, has been attributed to wrong account
of nondynamic correlation effects, whereas in geminakHdagpproaches it has been assigned to a wrong coupling of
spins and the localized nature of the orbitals. We will shbat eictuallyinterpair nondynamic correlation is the key
to a cusp-free qualitatively correct description of PES. By introducingnterpair nondynamic correlation, PNOF6
is shown to avoid cusps and provide the correct smooth PHEBrésaat distances close to the equilibrium, total and
local spin properties along with the correct electron daliaation, as reflected by natural orbitals and multicenter
delocalization indices.

I. INTRODUCTION interpair electron correlation on the treatment of nondhyica
correlation by investigating the performance of PNOF5

The correct description of nondynamic correlation effectsand PNOF6 and several standaad initio computational
is a challenging task for electronic structure methods. Irmethods. To this end we will examine th&), / D, potential
wave function approaches, a multireference ansatz is deed&€nergy surface of the planarsHnodel (hereafter, simply
to properly account for these effects. The ComputationaPES)-
scaling cost of such methods limits their use to systems of
moderate size. Within density functional theory (DFT) the Ha4 has been extensively used to test single-reference post-
proper inclusion of nondynamic correlation effects is anHartree-Fock methodé?-*'and geminal-based theorig&®
open problend.In practice, a broken-symmetry calculation is Hartree-Fock, MP2 and MP3 show a spurious cusp on the
usually performed producing wrong spin densifies. PES of H, as the system evolves frofk, to Dy, symmetry.

The cusp is the maximum energy value along the symmetry

An alternative to both wave function and DFT methods istransition. ~ Conversely, traditional coupled cluster (CC)
natural orbital functional theory (NOFP®)® In recent years, Mmethods predicta cusp but this cusp is a local miminum in the
several functionals have been proposed by reconstructioR2r — Day transition. Recently, Bulilet al. have shown that
of the two-particle reduced density matrix (2-RDM) in @n improvement of the description of correlated systems can
terms of the one-particle reduced density matrix (1-REM). be also achieved by removing terms in traditional CC théory.
In particular, within the family of Piris Natural Orbital Variational CC approaches also improve this wrong behavior
Functionals (PNOF}& PNOF and PNOF& are among the  of the traditional CC implementatior$;>:1° however, most
best candidates to treat nondynamic correlated systeney. Thof these approaches revert the local minimum to a local maxi-
describe properly the dissociation limit of several molesy mum but most of them do not avoid the presence of a spurious
recovering the correct integer number of electrons on eachusp. Geminal-based theories predict a (maximum) cusp
fragment upon dissociatid®:! Both PNOF5 and PNOF6 at the square geometry. Jeszensakal 2 have attributed
belong to the family of orbital-pairing approaches, but thethis failure to an insufficient account of spin couplings and
former only includes intrapair electron correlation while the localized character of the orbitals. By including ipl
in the latter electrons on different pairs are also coreelat components in the geminals, the orbitals become delochlize
The inclusion of interpair electron correlation in PNOF6 and the characteristic cusp vanishes, but the resultant PES
allows a better description of correlation effects and soal is not completely smooth and wave function becomes spin
removes the symmetry-breaking artifacts that are present icontaminated. The authors also examined the locaf$gh

independent-pairs approaches such as PNOF5 when treatifif) the system using different geminal-based approaches.
delocalized system. Jeszenszket al.2? have found that singlet-coupled geminals

fail to describe correctly local spins at thg;Dgeometry. The

The purpose of this manuscript is to analyze the effect ofnclusion of triplet components improve the results but the
local spin values are not smooth along the PES.

Thus far, the wrongful behavior of single-reference meth-
@Electronic mail{ eloy.raco@gmail.com, ematito@gmarco ods at theD,;, — Dy, transition of H, has been ascribed to
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a wrong account of nondynamic correlation effectg13:19

whereas in geminal-based approaches, the spurious (maxixchange integrals, respectively afdg, =

2

where7,, = (pqlpq) andK,, = (pq|qp) are the direct and
(pplqq) is the

mum) cusp has been attributed to a wrong coupling of spinexchange and time-inversion integf&MatricesA andII are

and the localized nature of the orbitdfsWe will show that
actuallyinterpair nondynamic correlation is the key to quali-
tative cusp-free correct description of RES. By introducing

auxiliary matrices proposé®ito reconstruct the 2-RDM in
terms of the NO occupancies. The diagonal elements of these
matrices areA,, = n? andIl,, = n,. The off-diagonal

interpair nondynamic correlation, PNOF6 is shown to avoid elements ofA andIT determine the different implementation
cusps and provide the correct smooth PES features, total amd the PNOFE (: = 1 — 6) series. In particular, PNOF5 and

local spin properties along with the correct electron dalloc
ization, as reflected by natural orbitals and multicentdéo-de
calization indices.

Il. THEORY
A. PNOF5/PNOF6

In this section we will briefly review the formulation of
PNOFZ and PNOF6? Both PNOF5 and PNOF6 belong to
the family of orbital-pairing methods, which divide the §ph
orbital space into subspaces (a set of orbitals) that cohiei
electron each. These methods couple each orplielow the
Fermi level ¢ = N/2, whereN is the number of electrons
of the system) withV, orbitals above it, being), the sub-
space containing orbital and its coupled counterparts. The
original formulations of both functionals were introduded
N. = 1 but subsequently extended version&. (> 1) were
reportec?’:28 The sum rule for the occupation numbers (s
fulfilled for each of thelV/2 subspaceg,,

anzl

PEQ

(1)

where p denotes a spatial natural orbital (NO) ang its
occupation number.

The PNOF5 and PNOF6 energy expressions for a singlet

state system can be written as

E= ZE 5330 o

f#9gpeEQy qeQy

(@)

The first term of Eq.[{2) corresponds to the sum of energies of

F independent pairs with enerdy,, namely,

>

P,qEQg,pF#q

Elnt

Ey = Z np (2Hpp + Tpp) + A )]

PEQ

whereH,,, is the matrix element of the kinetic energy plus

nuclear-electron attraction terms ag§), = (pp|pp) is the

PNOF6 differ on the treatment of the interaction between
electrons on different pairs.

In PNOF5, when orbitalp andq belong to the same sub-
spacefl,, the off-diagonal elements @k andIl areA,, =
ngn, and

. — —\/Nglp, P=9g O qg=4¢g 5
pq = )
VTqlp,  p,q>F,

respectively, and they vanish whgmandq belong to different
subspaces. Consequently, the second term dflEq. 2 becomes

Z Z Z Eznt (PNOF3 = ngny (275 — Kpq) . (6)

F#9 pEQly q€Qy

The expression above indicates that the interaction betwee
electrons in different pairs is treated at the mean-fieléllev
Therefore, PNOFS5 lacks correlation between electronsfin di
ferent pairs. In contrast, the PNOES,, andIl,, matrices
(whenp and ¢ belong to different subspaces these matrices
do not vanish) include terms that account for interpair-elec
tron correlation. The off-diagonal elements,, andIl,, in
PNOF6 read as

Agp | I, i | Orbitals
6—2Shth —e® (hghyp)? < Fp<F
YaVp . o q < va > F (7)
Sy ap q>Fp<F
1
e 2ngn, | e % (ngny)? g>Fp>F

whereh,, is the hole(1 — n,) in the spatial orbitap and S,

“p, S+, andll” are defined as

r -S
e hy, p<F
S:thv Oép:{esp p>F

np ,

So = Zaq, Yp = nphyp + 04127 —
qg=1

apSa

1

(hqnp + ’Yg_zp) 2

(8)

(NIEg

F
Sy =2
qg=1

I, = (nghy + 2422)

Coulomb interaction between two electrons with opposite

spins at the spatial orbital The termE;Zt contains the inter-
action energy between electrons in different spatial atjt,
andg,

Emt qp) (2~7pq - ’Cpq) + quﬁpq (4)

(ngnpy —

Recently, PNOF5 has been proved equivalent to an
antisymmetrized product of strongly orthogonal geminals
(APSG)2:22Conversely, PNOF6 is not related to geminal the-
ories but it keeps the orbital-pairing scheme, Bg. 1. In this



work we have used thé&/, = 1 version of the functionals. 1ll. COMPUTATIONAL DETAILS
That is, each orbital subspace contains two spatial ogbital

and then onlyN spatial orbitals are correlated. In this sense, |n this work we have computed the,pD., PES of
both functionals take into account most of the nondynamiqy, employing the following methods: Hartree-Fock (HF),
correlation effects, but while PNOFS5 includes only intriapa cC singles and doubles (CCSD), CCSD with perturbative
correlation, PNOF6 incorporates also the interpair catieh,  estimation of triple excitations (CCSD(T)), complete eeti
throughA andIl matrices defined in EQ] 7 (see Eq.4) space self-consistent field CASSCF (with a 4 electrons in 4
orbitals active space), PNOF5, PNOF6 and full configuration
interaction (FCI). This benchmark data set includes method
B. Local Spin And Electron Delocalization that mostly include dynamic correlation effects (CCSD and
CCSD(T)) or nondynamic correlation effects (CASSCF) and
Local spins can be obtained by decomposing the expectavill be used as benchmark references to measure the amount
tion value of the total spin square opera(€r2> into atomic  of dynamic and nondynamic correlation effects included in

or fragment contributions as PNOF5 and PNOF6.
(§2) = Z<g 24+ Z (S?)aB, (9) All calculations based on wave function methods have been
1 AZB performed with the Gaussiart¥3et of programs except those

at the FCI level that were performed with a modified version
where<§2>A is the local spin on fragmemt and <g2>AB of the program (_)f Knowles. and Han&%23 NOF calculations _
accounts for the coupling between spins on fragmeinasid have been carne_d out using DoNOF program. The matrix
B. Recently some of us have presented a general formulatigfléments of the kinetic energy, the nuclear-electronettoa

of the local spin that fulfills a set of physical constra?4€5 ~ energies, and the one- and two-electron integrals needed to
For singlet systems, the formulation reads as perform the PNOF calculations have been obtained from

GAMESS#45 The correlation-consistent aug-cc-pV{§Z
basis set has been employed for all the calculations. Tla loc

N 3 A A spin analysis has been performed using D¥Idd compute
2y 2 1 _ 1 1
(550a= 4 (2Tr( DS™) -Tr(DS D)) (10) the 2-RDM and APOST-3f§ to calculate the local spins
1 Aoa 1 A aA using the topological fuzzy Voronoi cells to define the atomi
D) Zrij;klsmsu 3 Z Lok Sii Skj regions®?
ijkl ijkl
and

A 1 1 IV. RESULTS

2 _ A ¢B AgB
(5%ap =3 ;;lrij;klskislj ~3 %Fij;kl‘gli Si; (11)

The PES of H is characterized using two parameters, R
where!D, ', andS# are the spinless 1-RDM, the spinless and ¢ (see Fig. [). The former, controls the distance be-
cumulant of the 2-RDM, and the fragment orbital overlaptween each H atom and the center of mass while the latter
matrix24 The correct description of local spins has beenmeasures the angle formed by two neighbor H atoms and the

recently put forward as a stringent condition to test natura center of mass (see Figl 1). At= 90°, the system possesses

orbital based cumulant matrix (or 2-RDM) approximatiéhs, Daxn Symmetry and two configurations with symmetrig#,

and has been used to characterize and quantify the diradicandagb?,,u become degenerate. By modifyiigone can con-

and triradical character of molecul&* In this work, we  trol the degree of symmetry distortion with respect to thg D

will use the local spin analysis to study the effect of the(f# = 90°) structure, thus modulating the multireference char-

interpair electron correlation in PNOF5 and PNOF6 on theacter (and hence the nondynamic correlation) of the system.

spin coupling of electrons located at different atoms. In this sense, the HPES represents a challenging system for
most electronic structure methods as it combines nondyaami

The calculation of electron delocalization among différen correlation and dynamic correlation effects.
fragments can be performed through the NO-weighted over-

lap multiplications involving the different fragments. i$hs The relative energies with respect to the minimum energy
commonly known as Giambiagi’'s multicenter ind2and its atf = 70° for each method of the Hmodel keepingR
expression read$ constant for different distances and modifyfihgre shown in
Fig.[2. The system is symmetrictt= 90° and it is described
Ingep = anjnkmsﬁ.sﬁcsggﬁ (12) by two degenerate configurations, which correspond to the
ikl ' minimum HF solutions a# < 90° andf > 90°, respectively.

The FCI curve has an energy maximun¥at 90° and the
The quantity has been successfully used to account foraleverenergy curve is smooth along the entire range of angles. The
multicenter delocalization phenomena including multteen energy needed to change fr@m= 70° to the D,;, geometry
bonding¥’ conjugation effec and aromaticity49 decreases gradually as the radisncreases until the PES



H """ H TABLE I. Relative energies (kcal/mol) as the differencevietn the
R absolute energies dt = 90° and® = 70° for different values of
R(A).
e Method R=0.80 R=1.00 R=1.20 R=1.40 R=1.60 R=1.80
FCI 68.75 61.54 48.92 3558 23.79 14.72
HF 99.15 99.43 93.38 85.20 76.59 68.33
H """"""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""" H CASSCF 66.61 5819 4544 3268 21.66 13.27
PNOF5 87.63 78.67 61.88 43.67 27.94 16.47
FIG. 1. Dy,/Ds;, Ha model. PNOF6 74.19 68.98 57.74 44.48 30.68 18.17

becomes considerably flat. The CASSCF curves show thbeing almost indistinguishable.
right qualitatively featured,e., a maximum a# = 90° and
a smooth transition from = 70° to # = 110°. However, Tablel gathers the relative energiegat 70° with respect
due to missing dynamic correlation energy that becometo the energy af = 90°. For R = 0.8 A, R=1.00 4, and
important at the? > 90° andf < 90° regions, CASSCF R = 1.20 A PNOF6 improves PNOF5 (as to compared to
relative values are downshifted to lower energies. FCI) by 13.44, 9.69 and 4.14 kcal/mol, respectively. At &arg
values ofR, PNOF5 improves over PNOF6 but the difference
At § = 90° two configurations become degenerate andoetween them does not exceed 3 kcal/mol. CASSCF results
the HF solution presents symmetry-breaking artifacts thagre closer to FCI than PNOF6 for all the distances. The
result in a maximum cusp in the energy profileTherefore, difference attains its maximum & = 1.20 A, in which
it is only natural that most post-HF single-reference métho CASSCF is 12.29 kcal/mol closer to FCI than PNOF6. These
based on the RHF reference also fail to qualitatively descri deviations put forward the current limits of PNOF6 to fully
this PES. Although at smalk values CCSD and CCSD(T) account for correlation effects.
mimic the FCI PES, as the radidgincreases first CCSD(T)
(at R = 0.804) and then CCSD (aR = 1.204) break down In table[Tl we collect FCI, PNOF5, and PNOF6 absolute
and show a cusp of the PES @t= 90°, which —unlike energies foR = 0.804, 1.204, and1.704. PNOF5 energies
the HF cusp— is a local minimum with respectéo Since  are in all cases closer to FCI than PNOF6. This is due to the
CASSCF with a (4,4) active space shows a qualitative rightepulsive electron-electron interpair correlation epetgym
result and dynamic-correlation-including methods praduc that is included in the PNOF6 functional. PNOF6 improves
an artifact ath = 90°, one attributes this feature to the lack of qualitatively the shape of the PES, provides good relative e
nondynamic correlation effects. Consequently, at shduega  ergies at the price of higher absolute energies.
of R and for thed values considered, the CC results are in
perfect agreement with FCI. APSG, which is the antisymmetric wavefunction behind
PNOF52! has been shown to also exhibit this spurious max-
PNOF5 —a nondynamic-correlation-including method—imum cusp a# = 90°.2% The failure of APSG has been at-
shows a maximum cusp at= 90°, like VCC23 OQVCCD tributed to the localized nature of its orbitals and the vgron
and OQVCCD(T}® and the lately introduced CCDO and account of spin coupling. Szabados and cowodéehsve
CCSDO, which are single-reference CC variants that excluddemonstrated that APSG using delocalized orbitals, which
certain excitationd.This result suggests that PNOF5 is miss-correspond to a solution of the ASPG equations, eliminates
ing some nondynamic correlation and it is only this fractionthe cusp. In Fig. 4 we plot the orbitals that arise from PNOF6
of nondynamic correlation that is responsible for the spusi  and PNOF5 at? = 1.0 A andf = 90°. PNOF5 NO are
cusp. localized onH — H bonds and each bonding orbital is cou-
On the other hand, PNOF6 which —at variance withpled with its antibonding counterpart. At this valueffthe
PNOF5— includes interpair correlation, shows a smooth PESame picture with the orbitatwrizontally localized is equiv-
for R < 1.54, suggesting that only interpair nondynamic cor- alent. On the other hand, the PNOF6 NO present the expected
relation is actually needed to obtain a cusp-free, quadiggt ~ delocalized character and mimic the canonic orbitals abthi
correct description of the HPES at values close to the min- in a HF calculation. Importantly, both solutions showed in
imum energy geometry. WheR = 1.704 and1.904, the  Fig.[3 for R = 1.70A4 and1.90A present delocalized orbitals.
PNOF6 solution is not perfectly smooth. This behavior is dueUnlike PNOF5, PNOF6 equations do not lead to a stationary
to the crossing of two solutions of the PNOF6 equations asolution that corresponds to a set of localized orbitals.
can be seen in Fid.] 3. In this graphic, the minimum PNOF6 The inclusion of interpair correlation also affects the
solution is showed in solid lines. One can see the crossing afccupation numbers of the corresponding NO (see fable 111).
two solutions a¥ ~ 80°,90°, and100° for B = 1. 70Aandat  For small values of? at the CASSCF level, the, orbital
6 ~ 70°,90°, and110° for R = 1.90A. At largeR only one  remains almost doubly occupied along the PES. Fheis
solution (labeled Sol. 2 in Fid. 3) of the PNOF6 equations isdoubly occupied fof < 90° and there is a smooth transition
found, there is no longer a crossing and the PES smoothnef®m these structures to tiles> 90° ones in which the doubly
is recovered, the shape of PNOF6 and FCI relative energiesccupied orbital is thés,. At 8 = 90° both orbitals become
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FIG. 2. Relative energies in kcal/mol with respect to thedetvenergy found for each methéd= 70°, along theD-;, /D4), PES of H, .

TABLE Il. FCI, PNOF5, and PNOF6 Habsolute energies in a.u. for different value® @ind R

90

R=080A

FCI

R=120A

PNOF5 PNOF6

FCI

PNOF5 PNOFG6

R=170A

FCI

PNOF5 PNOF6

70
72
74
76
78
80
82
84
86
88
90

-2.20639
-2.19498
-2.18305
-2.17071
-2.15805
-2.14523
-2.13244
-2.12005
-2.10881
-2.10023
-2.09683

-2.16625
-2.15467
-2.14247
-2.12970
-2.11639
-2.10259
-2.08832
-2.07358
-2.05839
-2.04273
-2.02660

-2.1417%
-2.129]
-2.117%
-2.104]
-2.091]
-2.0771
-2.0641
-2.051]
-2.039

-2.029]
-2.023f

[72.14307
[2.13184
?&.12105
842.11077
122.10104
[42.09195
?&.08364
172.07635

2.07046
162.06652
p.06512

-2.11972 -2.0681
-2.10876 -2.055f1
-2.09810 -2.0431
-2.08772 -2.0314
-2.07760 -2.0201
-2.06773 -2.009]
-2.05809 -2.000
-2.04864 -1.9911
-2.03936 -1.9844
-2.03019 -1.9791
-2.02111 -1.9761

P .04310
p4.03759
?2.03271
132.02840
?2.02462
[2.02135
£.01855
$42.01626
15.01451
?62.01339
?8.01300

-2.03505 -1.93271
-2.02993 -1.92448
-2.02533 -1.91722
-2.02118 -1.91097
-2.01744 -1.90572
-2.01404 -1.90165
-2.01094 -1.89992
-2.00809 -1.89823
-2.00543 -1.89659
-2.00294 -1.89499
-2.00055 -1.89423

degenerate in terms of occupancies. The PNOF5 bondinthe CASSCF ones. It is worth noting thattat= 90° the bs,,
orbitals are almost doubly occupied along the PES while thendbs,, do not have exactly the same occupancy for most of
antibonding ones remain almost unoccupied. No degeneradiie values ofR shown in Fig.[1l. This might indicate that

is observed in this case.

By including interpair electronthe interpair description is not fully recovered by PNOF6.

correlation, PNOF6 NO and occupancies qualitatively mimicThe second solution shown in Figl 3 as PNOF6(sol. 2), that
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FIG. 3. Absolute PNOF6 energies in a.u. or= 1.70A (top) andR = 1.90;1(b0ttom). PNOF6(Sol. 1) and PNOF6(Sol. 2 ) stand for the
two solutions that show a crossing and PNOF6 (min.) stanthfaminim energy solution of each valuetof

TABLE Ill. CASSCF(4,4), PNOF5, and PNOF6 NO occupation nenstat) = 90° for different values of?.

R(A) n1 n2 ns N4
CASSCF
0.80 1.939 1.000 1.000 0.061
1.00 1.882 1.000 1.000 0.118
1.20 1.795 1.000 1.000 0.205
1.50 1.604 1.000 1.000 0.396
1.70 1.458 1.000 1.000 0.542
1.90 1.327 1.000 1.000 0.673
20.00 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
PNOF5
0.80 1.923 1.921 0.079 0.077
1.00 1.835 1.835 0.165 0.165
1.20 1.704 1.704 0.296 0.296
1.50 1.472 1.471 0.529 0.528
1.70 1.335 1.335 0.665 0.666
1.90 1.229 1.229 0.771 0.771
20.00 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
PNOF6
0.80 1.971 1.185 0.815 0.029
1.00 1.942 1.197 0.803 0.058
1.20 1.894 1.191 0.809 0.106
1.50 1.771 1.150 0.850 0.230
1.70 1.645 1.110 0.891 0.355
1.90 1.495 1.068 0.932 0.505
20.00 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000

becomes the minimum energy solution for certain values obf singlet-couplet geminal approaches to describe the H
9 whenR = 1.704 and1.904 and is the minimum solution system. Jeszenszéi al. have used the local spin analysis to
found for larger values oR, presents perfect degeneracy in show that the inclusion of triplet components in geminals im
terms of occupation numbers of the, andb,,, orbitals for  provesthe APSG results but spin contamination appears when
all values off andR. the triplet component in the geminal becomes important. The
local spin value of onéf atom of the H system is shown in
The wrong coupling between spins located in diferentFig.[5. As the system approaches thg, symmetry, there
centers of the molecule is one of the causes for the failurés an increase of the diradical character of the system and
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FIG. 4. PNOF6 (left), and PNOF5 (right) natural orbitals of tar natural orbitals.

R=1.0 4 andd = 90°

V. CONCLUSIONS

0-40 ' ' ' Fol —e— The PES of the planabDy;, / Do, H, model has been com-
puted at several levels of theory. Single-reference method
show a spurious cusp at they;, structure that thus far was
attributed to nondynamic correlation. PNOF5 (which afford
a correct description of molecular dissociation and other i
trapair nondynamic correlation effects) also shows a spisri
cusp atDyy,, whereas PNOF6 provides a qualitatively correct
description of this phenomenon.
Since PNOF5 and PNOF6 mainly differ from each other by
the inclusion of interpair correlation, the factors resgibte
for the spurious description of th@,;, /D2, H4 PES can be
narrowed down to missingterpair nondynamic correlation
effects. Indeed, the inclusion of interpair correlationtfie
0.05 s s s pairing-orbital NOFT ansatz is key to recover the deloealiz
80 85 90 95 100 . . . .
9 [Degrees] orbitals picture, remove the spurious cusp in the PES and
properly account for the coupling between the spins located
FIG. 5. Local spin values of one of tHé atom of H, at R = 0.80 A at different centers. On the other hand, inclusion of more
with respect to anglé. terms to fully account for electron correlation seems to be
needed to recover the smoothness of the curvés-atl.70.4
and1.904, to obtain quantitative results, and to recover the
important correlation effects that separate PNOF6 results
from FCI. We hope that this study will shed light on the
the local spin on aton#/ grows. PNOF5 cannot reproduce €ffect of interpair electron correlation and pave the way to
this trend and the local spin remains almost constant alontfie development of new electronic structure methods within

the PES, while PNOF6 local spin values in Hre in good NOFT or methods based on geminal expansion of the wave
agreement with the FCI results. function. Research in this direction is underway in our

laboratory.

Finally, let us examine the multicenter delocalizationfia t
Doy, to Dy, transition . Fig[[6 shows that PNOF6 values
closely follow the FCI ones and give a maximum electron de ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
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