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The leading terms in the large-R asymptotics of the functional of the one-electron reduced density matrix for the
ground-state energy of the H2 molecule with the internuclear separation R is derived thanks to the solution of the
phase dilemma at the R → ∞ limit. At this limit, the respective natural orbitals (NOs) are given by symmetric and
antisymmetric combinations of “half-space” orbitals with the corresponding natural amplitudes of the same amplitudes
but opposite signs. Minimization of the resulting explicit functional yields the large-R asymptotics for the occupation
numbers of the weakly occupied NOs and theC6 dispersion coefficient. The highly accurate approximates for the radial
components of the p-type “half-space” orbitals and the corresponding occupation numbers (that decay likeR−6), which
are available for the first time thanks to the development of the present formalism, have some unexpected properties.

I. INTRODUCTION

Dispersion (also called London or van der Waals1) inter-
actions are as ubiquitous in nature as their stronger counter-
parts commonly known as chemical bonds. However, whereas
chemical bonding stems from a combination of various phys-
ical phenomena (such as electron sharing, electrostatic inter-
actions, and polarization), a uniform mechanism, namely the
long-range electron correlation, underlies all dispersion inter-
actions. Within the nonrelativistic clamped-nuclei approxima-
tion, this correlation gives rise to the energy lowering that for
large values of the intersystem separation R = |~R| is domi-
nated by the −C6R

−6 term. Curiously, this asymptotics of
the dispersion interaction energy is a universal property of
Coulombic species that is independent of both the charges
and the spin statistics of the particles comprising the systems
A and B in question2. For electronic systems, application
of the second-order perturbation theory produces the exact
expression4,5

C6 =
1

2π

∫ ∞
0

tr
[
αA(i ω)

(3 ~R⊗ ~R

R2
− 1
)

× αB(i ω)
(3 ~R⊗ ~R

R2
− 1
)]

dω , (1)

where αA(i ω) and αB(i ω) are the dipole dynamic polariz-
abilities of A and B evaluated at imaginary frequencies (note
that here and in the following the atomic units are employed),
1 is the unit matrix, and⊗ denotes the direct product. This ex-
pression, which for spherically symmetricA and B [i.e. those
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with αX (i ω) = αX (i ω) 1, where X stands for either A or
B] assumes the more familiar form

C6 =
3

π

∫ ∞
0

αA(i ω)αB(i ω) dω , (2)

is not readily amenable to accurate numerical evaluation.
Consequently, a plethora of approximate schemes have been
proposed, among which the well-known London approxima-
tion [which amounts to modeling αX (i ω) with αX (0)

1+(ω/IX )2 ,
where IX is the ionization energy of X ]6,7 and the recent vari-
ational formalism8 are worth mentioning.

The simplest case of bothA and B being hydrogen atoms in
their ground states has attracted considerable attention among
physicists and quantum chemists alike. In particular, numer-
ous approaches to exact calculation of the C6 coefficient have
been published, including the tour de force of Eisenchitz and
London (who have arrived at the estimate of C6 ≈ 6.47)9, the
variational method of Slater and Kirkwood10 (who have found
C6 ≈ 6.14, later corrected to C6 ≈ 6.2311) that yields a two-
dimensional partial differential equation approximately solv-
able by means of expansion into orthogonal polynomials11,12,
another variational method of Pauling and Beach (who have
obtained C6 ≈ 6.49903)13 that has been elaborated further
by Chan and Dalgarno14, Hirschfelder and Löwdin15, and
Bell16, evaluation of the dipole dynamic polarizabilities that
enter Eq. (2) followed by the pertinent integration17,18, and
the aforementioned variational formalism8.

The recently renewed interest in the one-electron reduced
density matrix functional theory (1-RDMFT) has prompted
research yielding mixed results. On one hand, rigorous ex-
tensions of this approach, in which the ground-state energy
of a system comprising charged fermions interacting with an
external potential is given by a functional of the respective
one-electron reduced density matrix (also known as the 1-
matrix)19–23, have been formulated, extending its applicability
to excited states24 and bosonic systems (in both the ground25
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and excited26 states). On the other, several shortcomings of
the existing approximate functionals27,28 as well as certain
fundamental problems such as the distinction between the
pure and ensemble density 1-matrix functional29 and the so-
called ”phase dilemma”30 have been exposed.

The phase dilemma arises from the lack of the one-to-one
correspondence between the nonnegative-valued occupation
numbers {νn} of the natural (spin)orbitals (NOs) {ψn(~r)}
and the potentially complex-valued linear combination coeffi-
cients in the expansion of the electronic wavefunction in terms
of the Slater determinants composed from those orbitals. As
the occupation numbers are bilinear in these coefficients, the
information about the sign (or, in general, phase) of these co-
efficients is lost. Although the issue of the phase dilemma ob-
viously does not contradict the existence of the 1-matrix func-
tional for the ground-state energy, it introduces the minimiza-
tion of the energy with respect to the phases in its definition,
which is prohibitively expensive in terms of computational ef-
fort. This problem is already manifest in the simplest corre-
lated species, i.e. two-electron systems in the singlet ground
states.

Bearing these facts in mind, we investigate in this pa-
per a description of the dispersion interactions between two
hydrogen atoms that is based upon 1-RDMFT. Its advan-
tages are several. First of all, it involves a straightforward
derivation of the 1-matrix functional for the ground-state en-
ergy whose minimization directly leads to the pertinent NOs,
which are known to furnish very compact approximate elec-
tronic wavefunctions capable of reproducing the C6 coeffi-
cient with reasonable accuracy15. Second, it provides an open-
ended method for computing C6 with arbitrary number of sig-

nificant digits. Third, it demonstrates how the phase dilemma
can be in some cases circumvented with simple reasoning.
Fourth, it reveals the transition from the power-law decay of
the occupation numbers of the NOs31–33 to its subexponential
counterpart triggered by the predominance of the long-range
correlation (entanglement) effects.

II. THEORY

The square-normalized spatial component Ψ(~r1, ~r2) of the
electronic wavefunction describing the singlet ground state of
a two-electron system is given by34

Ψ(~r1, ~r2) =
∑
n

λn ψn(~r1)ψn(~r2) , (3)

where the natural amplitudes (NAs) {λn} are related to the
occupation numbers (per spin) of the NOs via the condition
∀n |λn|2 = νn In the absence of magnetic field, both the NOs
and NAs are real-valued, which implies ∀n λn = σn

√
νn,

where the phases {σn} assume the values ±1. By conven-
tion, the NO with the largest occupation number is assigned
the +1 phase. The index n can be either the ordinal number
itself (i.e. n = 1, 2 . . . ) or a combination of the ordinal num-
ber n = 1, 2 . . . and some other quantum numbers. In either
case, the NOs are ordered in such a way that their occupa-
tion numbers do not increase with n or n. The normalization∫
|Ψ(~r1, ~r2)|2 d~r1 d~r2 = 1 implies

∑
n λ

2
n =

∑
n νn = 1.

The expectation value of the Hamiltonian Ĥ = ĥ1 + ĥ2 +

ŵ12, where w12 = |~r1 − ~r2|−1 and the core hamiltonian ĥi =

− 1
2 ∇̂

2
i + V̂ (~ri) involves the external potential V (~r), reads

E[Ψ(~r1, ~r2)] = 〈Ψ(~r1, ~r2)|Ĥ|Ψ(~r1, ~r2)〉 (4)

= 2
∑
n

λ2
n 〈ψn(~r1)|ĥ1|ψn(~r1)〉+

∑
n

∑
n′

λn λn′〈ψn(~r1)ψn(~r2)|ŵ12|ψn′(~r1)ψn′(~r2)〉

which translates into the 1-matrix functional (in terms of {νn} and {ψn(~r)})

E [{νn}, {ψn(~r)}] = 2
∑
n

νn 〈ψn(~r1)|ĥ1|ψn(~r1)〉+ min
{σn=±1}

∑
n

∑
n′

σnσn′
√
νn νn′〈ψn(~r1)ψn(~r2)|ŵ12|ψn′(~r1)ψn′(~r2)〉 . (5)

The sign pattern of the phases {σn} that yields the global
minimum in the above expression is unknown in general. The
normal sign pattern of only one positive phase35, whose uni-
versality has been wrongly conjectured36, is broken in sev-
eral systems such as the two-electron harmonium atom with
sufficiently small confinement strength ω37,38, the members
of the helium isoelectronic series with sufficiently small nu-
clear charge39, and the H2 molecule with large internuclear
distance15,40–43. In rare cases, however, this sign pattern can be
rigorously determined. Thus far, these cases have comprised
the harmonium atom at ω ≥ 1

2 (the normal sign pattern)35 and
at the limit of ω → 0 (an alternating signs pattern)37. In the

next subsection of this paper, a new general class of systems is
identified, for which certain (asymptotically valid) inferences
about the sign pattern are possible.

A. The 1-matrix functional for the energy of the singlet
ground state of a two-electron system with a plane of
symmetry

Consider a system in which the external potential V (~r) sat-
isfies the identity V (~r) = V (~r •) [here, and in the follow-
ing, the convenient notation ~r • = ~r − 2 (~ez · ~r)~ez , where
~ez = (0, 0, 1), is employed for the vector related to ~r by the
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reflection with respect to the z = 0 plane of symmetry that di-
vides the Cartesian space into two subspaces]. Thanks to the
condition ∀n ψn(~r •) = ηn ψn(~r), the NOs of such a system

acquire the parity numbers {ηn} equal to ±1.
The probability of two electron simultaneously positioned

within either of the aforementioned subspaces is given by

P =

∫ ∫
|Ψ(~r1, ~r2)|2 [θ(−~ez · ~r1) θ(−~ez · ~r2) + θ(~ez · ~r1) θ(~ez · ~r2)] d~r1 d~r2 (6)

where θ(x) is the Heaviside step function, equal to 1 for x > 0
and to 0 otherwise. Combining Eqs. (3) and (6) produces

P =
∑
n

∑
n′

λn λn′
[
(S−nn′)

2 + (S+
nn′)

2
]

, (7)

where the subspace overlaps {S±nn′} = {〈ψn(~r)|θ(±~ez ·
~r)|ψn′(~r)〉} have the property

∀
n n′

S−nn′ = δnn′ − S+
nn′ = ηn ηn′ S

+
nn′ , (8)

from which it follows that

(S−nn′)
2 + (S+

nn′)
2 =

1

2

[
δnn′ − 2S−nn′ S

+
nn′

+ (δnn′ − S+
nn′)

2 + (S+
nn′)

2
]

=
1

2
δnn′ + (1− ηn ηn′) (S+

nn′)
2 , (9)

as ∀n S−nn = S+
nn = 1

2 . Consequently,

P =
1

2
+
∑
n

∑
n′

λn λn′ (1− ηn ηn′) (S+
nn′)

2 , (10)

i.e. only the NO pairs comprising orbitals with different pari-
ties contribute to P− 1

2 .

It is convenient at this point to switch to another indexing
scheme, in which the ordinal number n becomes the combi-
nation of the new ordinal number n and the parity ηn (written
as 1̄/1 in the subscripts). With this scheme, Eq. (10) becomes
simply

P =
1

2
+ 4

∑
n

∑
n′

λn1 λn′1̄ (S+
n1,n′1̄

)2

= 2
∑
n

∑
n′

(λn1 + λn′1̄)2 (S+
n1,n′1̄

)2

+
∑
n

λ2
n1 〈ξn1(~r)|θ(~ez · ~r)|ξn1(~r)〉

+
∑
n′

λ2
n′1̄ 〈ξn′1̄(~r)|θ(~ez · ~r)|ξn′1̄(~r)〉 , (11)

where (note the new indexing scheme for the NOs)

ξn1(~r) = ψn1(~r)− 2
∑
n′

S+
n1,n′1̄

ψn′1̄(~r) , (12)

ξn′1̄(~r) = ψn′1̄(~r)− 2
∑
n

S+
n1,n′1̄

ψn1(~r) , (13)

and the following identities have been employed:
∑
n λ

2
n1 +∑

n′ λ
2
n′1̄ = 1, ∀nn′ S+

n1,n′1 = S+
n1̄,n′1̄

= 1
2 δnn′ ,

∀n
∑
n′ (S

+
n1,n′1̄

)2 = 1
4 −

1
2 〈ξn1(~r)|θ(~ez · ~r)|ξn1(~r)〉 and

∀n′
∑
n (S+

n1,n′1̄
)2 = 1

4 −
1
2 〈ξn′1̄(~r)|θ(~ez · ~r)|ξn′1̄(~r)〉.

It follows from Eq. (11) that P is a sum of three
nonnegative-valued terms. Therefore, P = 0 only if each
of these terms vanishes individually. For the first term,
this implies that for every pair (n, n′) of indices, λn1 +
λn′1̄ and S+

n1,n′1̄
cannot simultaneously assume nonzero val-

ues. For the other two terms, it imposes the conditions
∀n
∑
n′ (S

+
n1,n′1̄

)2 = 1
4 and ∀n′

∑
n (S+

n1,n′1̄
)2 = 1

4 that
stem from the last two of the above identities and the nonnega-
tive valuedness of 〈ξn1(~r)|θ(~ez ·~r)|ξn1(~r)〉 and 〈ξn′1̄(~r)|θ(~ez ·
~r)|ξn′1̄(~r)〉. Consequently, for each n there has to be at
least one nonzero-valued S+

n1,n′1̄
and thus at least one n′

for which λn1 + λn′1̄ = 0. In fact, there has to be ex-
actly one such n′ for each n, as having λn1 + λn′11̄ = 0

and λn1 + λn′21̄ = 0 for two different n′1 and n′2 would
imply λn′11̄ = λn′21̄, i.e. introduce spurious degeneracies
among the NOs. Since the occupation numbers of the NOs
are ordered nonascendingly, the pairing of the NAs occurs at
n′ = n. This means that ∀nn′ S+

n1,n′1̄
= S+

n1,n1̄
δnn′ and

∀n (S+
n1,n1̄

)2 = 1
4 (which, without any loss of generality, can

be replaced with ∀n S+
n1,n1̄

= 1
2 ). Consequently, one infers

from Eq. (12) that ∀n ξn1(~r) = ψn1(~r) − ψn1̄(~r), which in
conjunction with the vanishing of 〈ξn1(~r)|θ(~ez · ~r)|ξn1(~r)〉
produces ∀n ∀~ez·~r≥0 ψn1(~r)− ψn1̄(~r) = 0.

In summary, the vanishing of P pertaining to the wavefunc-
tion (3) implies perfect pairing of the NOs with opposite par-
ities and the corresponding NAs, namely

∀
n

(
λn1 + λn1̄ = 0 ∧ θ(~ez · ~r) [ψn1(~r)− ψn1̄(~r)] = 0 .

(14)

The first of these pairings imposes the conditions ∀n νn1 =
νn1̄ and ∀n σn1 = −σn1̄ upon the occupation numbers and
the phases, respectively. A practical way of interpreting the
second of these pairings involves employing the representa-
tion
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∀
n

(
ψn1(~r) =

1√
2

[φn(~r) + φn(~r •)] ∧ ψn1̄(~r) =
1√
2

[φn(~r)− φn(~r •)]
)
, (15)

where the orthonormal ”half-space orbitals” {φn(~r)} have
the z > 0 subspace as their support, i.e. they conform to
∀n θ(−~ez · ~r)φn(~r) = 0. This condition implies the ZDO
(zero-differential overlap) property of ∀n φn(~r)φn(~r •) = 0.

For a small positive-valued P, the equality signs in Eqs.
(14) and (15), as well as in the two conditions for {φn(~r)}
that follow, have to be replaced with≈ understood as ”A ≈ B
means A − B is of the order of some power of P” (e.g.
∀n |λn1 +λn1̄| ≤

√
2P, etc.). Thus, applying the ZDO prop-

erty while combining Eqs. (5), (14), and (15) produces

E [{νn}, {ψn(~r)}] ≈ Ẽ [{νn}, {φn(~r)}] (16)

= 4
∑
n

νn 〈φn(~r1)|ĥ1|φn(~r1)〉

+ 2 min
{σn=±1}

∑
n

∑
n′

σn σn′
√
νn νn′

× 〈φn(~r1)φn(~r •2 )|ŵ12|φn′(~r1)φn′(~r
•

2 )〉 ,

where the functional Ẽ [{νn}, {φn(~r)}] yields the leading term
in the P → 0 energy asymptotics in terms of the half-space
orbitals {φn(~r)} and their amplitudes {νn} [note the updated
sum rule

∑
n νn = 1

2 and the replacement of n with n as
the ordinal number (different from that employed previously)
in anticipation of further developments in Section II.3 of this
paper].

B. The 1-matrix functional for the energy of the singlet
ground state of the H2 molecule with large internuclear
distance

The external potential pertaining to the H2 molecule with
nuclei positioned at ± 1

2 R~ez is given by V (~r) = −
(
|~r −

1
2 R~ez|

−1 + |~r + 1
2 R~ez|

−1
)
. Since P is known to decay

exponentially with sufficiently large R44, the considerations
of the previous subsection are relevant to this system, for
which it is convenient to define the shifted half-space orbitals
{φ̄n(~r)} = {φn(~r + 1

2 R~ez)}. The corresponding functional
reads

Ē [{νn}, {φ̄n(~r)}] = 4
∑
n

νn

〈
φ̄n(~r)

∣∣∣− 1

2
∇̂2 −

(
|~r|−1 + |~r +R~ez|−1

)
1̂
∣∣∣φ̄n(~r)

〉
+ 2 min

{σn=±1}

∑
n

∑
n′

σn σn′
√
νn νn′

〈
φ̄n(~r1) φ̄n(~r •2 )

∣∣|~r1 − ~r2 +R~ez|−1
∣∣φ̄n′(~r1) φ̄n′(~r

•
2 )
〉

. (17)

The two-electron integrals that enter Eq. (17) are amenable
to power expansion in terms of R−1 upon application of the
multipole expansion45

|~r1 − ~r2 +R~ez|−1 =

∞∑
l1=0

∞∑
l2=0

min(l1,l2)∑
m=−min(l1,l2)

(−1)l2 Cl1,l2,m

× rl11 r
l2
2

Rl1+l2+1
Y ml1 (θ1, ϕ1)Y −ml2

(θ2, ϕ2),

(18)

where

Cl1,l2,m = 4π (l1 + l2)!
[
(2 l1 + 1) (2 l2 + 1) (l1 −m)!

× (l2 −m)!(l1 +m)! (l2 +m)!
]−1/2

, (19)

Y ml (θ, ϕ) is the spherical harmonic, ~r1 =
r1 (sin θ1 cosϕ1, sin θ1 sinϕ1, cos θ1), and ~r2 =
r2 (sin θ2 cosϕ2, sin θ2 sinϕ2, cos θ2). Since the terms
with l1 = 0 or l2 = 0 cancel out with the third term in the
core Hamiltonian expectation value whereas the l1 = l2 = 0
term cancels out partially, one obtains

ĒL[{νn}, {φ̄n(~r)}] = 4
∑
n

νn

〈
φ̄n(~r)

∣∣∣− 1

2
∇̂2 −

[
|~r|−1 + (2R)−1)

]
1̂
∣∣∣φ̄n(~r)

〉
+

+ 2 min
{σn=±1}

L−2∑
l1=1

L−l1−1∑
l2=1

min(l1,l2)∑
m=−min(l1,l2)

Cl1,l2,mR
−(l1+l2+1)

×
∑
n

∑
n′

σn σn′
√
νn νn′ 〈φ̄n(~r1)|r̂l11 Ŷ ml1 (θ1, ϕ1)|φ̄n′(~r1)〉 〈φ̄n(~r2)|r̂l22 Ŷ ml2 (θ2, ϕ2)|φ̄n′(~r2)〉∗ (20)

for the functional ĒL[{νn}, {φ̄n(~r)}] that yields the energy up
to the term proportional to R−L. The large-R asymptotics of

Ē [{νn}, {φ̄n(~r)}] has the leading terms

Ē3[{νn}, {φ̄n(~r)}] = 4
∑
n

νn hnn + 2R−3 × (21)

× min
{σn=±1}

∑
n

∑
n′

σn σn′
√
νn νn′ Inn′ ,
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where [note that ~r = (x, y, z)] hnn =
〈
φ̄n(~r)

∣∣ − 1
2 ∇̂

2 −
(|~r|−1 + 1

2 R
−1) 1̂

∣∣φ̄n(~r)
〉

and Inn′ =
(
〈φ̄n(~r)|x̂|φ̄n′(~r)〉

)2
+(

〈φ̄n(~r)|ŷ|φ̄n′(~r)〉
)2

+ 2
(
〈φ̄n(~r)|ẑ|φ̄n′(~r)〉

)2
.

C. Resolution of the phase dilemma for Ē3[{νn}, {φ̄n(~r)}]

Although the phase dilemma concerning the functional
Ē3[{νn}, {φ̄n(~r)}] with the nonnegative-valued terms {Inn′}
appears at the first glance to be analogous to that of the
functional E [{νn}, {ψn(~r)}] with the nonnegative-valued in-
tegrals {〈ψn(~r1)ψn(~r2)|ŵ12|ψn′(~r1)ψn′(~r2)〉}, it is asymp-
totically tractable at the limit of R → ∞. This is so because
for sufficiently large R one can directly find the minimizers
{σn({νn}, {φ̄n(~r)})} for the second term in the r.h.s. of Eq.
(21). Another approach, in which this minimization is carried
out in an indirect manner, is mathematically more convenient
and thus employed here.

Let the matrix Λ ≡ Λ(R) have the elements Λnn′ =
R−3 (E − 2hnn)−1Inn′ , where {hnn} ≡ {hnn(R)} and
{Inn′} ≡ {Inn′(R)} are evaluated at the actual shifted half-
space orbitals, i.e. those that minimize Ē3[{νn}, {φ̄n(~r)}] for
a given R. Finding the minimum E ≡ E(R) of this functional
is equivalent to solving the (infinite-dimensional) eigenprob-
lem Λλ = λ, where the vector λ ≡ λ(R) has the elements
λn = σn

√
νn. Thus the signs of {λn} ≡ {λn(R)} yield the

actual phases {σn} ≡ {σn(R)}.
At this point, it is convenient to change the numbering con-

vention from n = 1, 2 . . . to n = 0, 1 . . . and split the above
eigenproblem into

λ0 = (1− Λ00)−1
∞∑
n=1

Λ0n λn

= [(E− 2h00)R3 − I00]−1
∞∑
n=1

I0n λn (22)

and Λ̃ λ̃ = λ̃, where the matrix Λ̃ ≡ Λ̃(R) has the elements

Λ̃nn′ = Λnn′ + (1− Λ00)−1 Λn0 Λ0n′ = R−3 (E− 2hnn)−1 ×
×
(
Inn′ + [(E− 2h00)R3 − I00]−1 In0 I0n′

)
(23)

and the vector λ̃ ≡ λ̃(R) ≡ (λ1, λ2, . . . ) satisfies the normal-
ization condition λ2

0 + λ̃T λ̃ = 1
2 .

The large-R asymptotics of Λ̃(R) and E(R) are readily de-
duced from those of {hnn} and {Inn′}. Since the actual φ̄0(~r)
converges at the dissociation limit to the 1s orbital of the hy-
drogen atom, all {Inn′} tend at R→∞ to finite nonnegative-
valued constants whereas the differences {hnn − h00} tend
to finite positive-valued constants for all n 6= 046. Having
the R-independent eigenvalue of one, Λ̃(R) cannot vanish at
this limit. Therefore, the expression [(E− 2h00)R3− I00]−1

has to scale asymptotically like R3, which implies the large-
R behavior E = 2h00 + I00R

−3 − C6R
−6 + . . . with

C6 that is positive-valued thanks to the inequality 2h00 +
I00R

−3 = Ē3[{ 1
2 , 0, . . . }, {φ̄n(~r)}] > E pertaining to the

actual {φ̄n(~r)}. Consequently,

∀
n6=0,n′ 6=0

lim
R→∞

Λ̃nn′ = −1

2
C−1

6 (h00 − hnn)−1 ×

× In0 I0n′ ≥ 0 . (24)

Being given by a direct product of two vectors, Λ̃(∞)
is a rank-1 matrix whose sole nonzero eigenvalue equaling
− 1

2 C
−1
6

∑∞
n=1 (h00 − hnn)−1 In0 I0n and the corresponding

eigenvector with the components {A (h00 − hnn)−1 In0} are
the sought solutions of the eigenequation Λ̃(∞) λ̃ = λ̃ pro-
vided C6 = − 1

2

∑∞
n=1 (h00 − hnn)−1 I2

n0 (note all the perti-
nent matrix elements being evaluated at R = ∞). The nor-
malization factor A is obtained by combining Eq. (22) with
the aforementioned condition for the norm of λ̃, which yields
A = 2−3/2R−3 + . . . and λ0 = 2−1/2 + . . . for the leading
terms in the respectiveR→∞ asymptotics. Thus, at the limit
of R → ∞, λ0 tends to 1√

2
whereas, for all n 6= 0 that corre-

spond to nonvanishing In0, λn are negative-valued and decay
like R−3. In other words, ν0 tends to 1

2 and the asymptotic
equality νn = ν̄nR

−6+. . . , where ν̄n = 1
8 (h00−hnn)−2 I2

n0,
holds for all n 6= 0.

By a simple continuity argument, the properties of Λ̃(∞)
that transpire from the above considerations, namely the non-
negative valuedness of its elements and its largest eigenvalue
equaling one, are retained in Λ̃(R) pertaining to sufficiently
large finite R. By virtue of the Perron-Frobenius theorem47,
these properties imply the nonpositive valuedness of λn for all
n 6= 0, i.e. persistence of the normal pattern exhibited by the
signs of the phases {σn} for R > Rcrit, where Rcrit is the
solution of the transcendental equation[

E(Rcrit)− 2h00(Rcrit)
]
R3
crit − I00(Rcrit) +

+ min
n6=0,n′ 6=0

In0(Rcrit) I0n′(Rcrit)

Inn′(Rcrit)
= 0

(25)

Two observations are in order here. First of all, it is possible
that the sign pattern of the phases remains normal at certain R
smaller thanRcrit as the Perron-Frobenius theory provides the
sufficient but not necessary conditions for λ̃ being unisigned
(i.e. having components of the same sign). Second, Eq. (25)
has a finite-valued solution unless the minimum [which ex-
cludes the index pairs (n, n′) for which Inn′(Rcrit) = 0] that
enters its l.h.s. equals zero. In such a case, the possibility of
which cannot be ruled out at present, the negative valuedness
of σn would not be maintained beyond certain ncrit(R).

D. Minimization of Ē3[{νn}, {φ̄n(~r)}] at R→∞

In light of the discussion in the preceding subsection of this
paper, the minimization of Ē3[{νn}, {φ̄n(~r)}] at R → ∞ re-
duces to finding the maximum
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C6 =
1

2
max
{φ̄n}

∞∑
n=1

(
[〈χ(~r)|x̂|φ̄n(~r)〉]2 + [〈χ(~r)|ŷ|φ̄n(~r)〉]2 + 2 [〈χ(~r)|ẑ|φ̄n(~r)〉]2

)2〈
φ̄n(~r)

∣∣− 1
2 ∇̂2 − |~r|−1 1̂

∣∣φ̄n(~r)
〉

+ 1
2

(26)

over the orthonormal set of the half-space orbitals {φ̄n(~r)}
orthogonal to the 1s orbital χ(~r) = π−1/2 exp(−|~r|)
of the hydrogen atom. This task is greatly simplified
by the cylindrical symmetry of the H2 molecule, which
restricts the dependence of the real-valued {φ̄n(~r)} on
~r = r (sin θ cosϕ, sin θ sinϕ, cos θ) to that consistent with
the proportionality to the angular factors of either sinmϕ
(with m = 1, 2, . . . ) or cosmϕ (with m = 0, 1, 2, . . . ).
Furthermore, due to the presence of the x̂, ŷ, and ẑ oper-
ators in the matrix element In0, the large-R asymptotics
of νn has the leading term proportional to R−6 only when
the angular factor in the corresponding {φ̄n(~r)} equals
1, sinϕ, or cosϕ. Finally, thanks to the elementary
properties of spherical harmonics, the set of the pos-

sible half-space orbitals narrows down to the products
1
2

√
3
π x ζn(r), 1

2

√
3
π y ζn(r), and 1

2

√
3
π z ζn(r) [where

〈ζn(r)|ζn′(r)〉 =
∫∞

0
ζn(r) ζn′(r) r

4 dr = δnn′ ] corre-
sponding to n being replaced by the combinations nx, ny,
and nz. For a given ordinal number n (which assumes the
values of 1, 2, . . . ), φ̄nx(~r), φ̄ny(~r), and φ̄nz(~r) yield the
same denominators

〈
φ̄n(~r)

∣∣− 1
2 ∇̂

2 − |~r|−1 1̂
∣∣φ̄n(~r)

〉
+ 1

2 =
1
2 −

1
2

∫∞
0
ζn(r) [(2 ζn(r) + 4 ζ ′n(r) + r ζ ′′n(r)] r3 dr

in the r.h.s. of Eq. (26), whereas the correspond-
ing numerators read 16

9

[ ∫∞
0
ζn(r) exp(−r) r4 dr

]4
,

16
9

[ ∫∞
0
ζn(r) exp(−r) r4 dr

]4
, and

64
9

[ ∫∞
0
ζn(r) exp(−r) r4 dr

]4
, respectively. Consequently,

Eq. (26) is equivalent to

C6 =
32

3
max
{ζn}

∞∑
n=1

[ ∫∞
0

ζn(r) exp(−r) r4 dr
]4

1−
∫∞

0
ζn(r) [(2 ζn(r) + 4 ζ ′n(r) + r ζ ′′n(r)] r3 dr

. (27)

The reduced occupation numbers of the NOs constructed from
φ̄nx(~r), φ̄ny(~r), and φ̄nz(~r) according to Eq. (15) equal,
ν̄nx = ν̄ny = ν̃n, and ν̄nz = 4 ν̃n, respectively, where

ν̃n = 8
9

(
[
∫∞
0
ζn(r) exp(−r) r4 dr]2

1−
∫∞
0
ζn(r) [(2 ζn(r)+4 ζ′n(r)+r ζ′′n (r)] r3 dr

)2

.
A practical approach to the computation of C6 involves ex-

panding {ζn(r)} into a finite set {fk(r)} of N suitable basis
functions. A convenient choice for {fk(r)} is that related to
the associated Laguerre polynomials, i.e.15

fk(r) = 2−3/2 [(k − 1)!]1/2

[(k + 3)!]3/2
exp(−r)×

× d4

dr4

(
exp(2r)

dk+3 [rk+3 exp(−2r)]

drk+3

)
. (28)

Thanks to the identity
∫∞

0
fk(r) exp(−r) r4 dr =

√
3

2 δk1,
setting ζn(r) =

∑N
k=1 Unk fk(r) for n = 1, 2, . . . , N ,

where {Unk} are the elements of an orthogonal matrix U ,
produces the approximation

C6 ≈ C(N)
6 = 30 max

U

N∑
n=1

U4
n1∑N

k1=1

∑N
k2=1 Unk1 Unk2 (4 k< + 1)

√
k< (k<+1) (k<+2) (k<+3)
k> (k>+1) (k>+2) (k>+3)

, (29)

where k< = min(k1, k2) and k> = max(k1, k2). The most
straightforward (albeit certainly not the most efficient) numer-
ical approach to findingU involves equating it to a product of
2 × 2 Jacobi rotations whose angles are determined by re-
peated maximizations of the r.h.s. of Eq. (29). This iterative

process is terminated when the estimated error in the com-
puted C(N)

6 falls below a prescribed threshold. The resulting
U is employed in the construction of the approximates for N
radial components {ζn(r)} of the half-space orbitals and the
corresponding values of {ν̃n}, the latter being given by
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ν̃n ≈ ν̃(N)
n =

25

2

U4
n1[∑N

k1=1

∑N
k2=1 Unk1 Unk2 (4 k< + 1)

√
k< (k<+1) (k<+2) (k<+3)
k> (k>+1) (k>+2) (k>+3)

]2 . (30)

Table 1. The properties at R → ∞ of the ten half-space or-
bitals with the largest reduced occupation numbers a).

n ν̃n
b) tn

c) vn
d) ∆C6,n

e)

1 6.164 536·10−1 0.366 020 0.426 876 6.497 086
2 9.835 517·10−5 0.797 570 0.477 839 1.934 996·10−3

3 1.603 983·10−7 1.442 727 0.551 436 5.355 857·10−6

4 8.051 477·10−10 2.347 228 0.634 729 4.275 332·10−8

5 8.023 493·10−12 3.583 218 0.727 563 6.461 778·10−10

6 1.282 445·10−13 5.242 253 0.830 473 1.511 780·10−11

7 2.910 896·10−15 7.437 599 0.944 096 4.885 767·10−13

8 8.687 078·10−17 10.307 968 1.069 137 2.030 448·10−14

9 3.234 794·10−18 14.022 087 1.206 360 1.033 767·10−15

10 1.447 666·10−19 18.784 099 1.356 590 6.228 730·10−17

a) The approximate values computed at N = 200.
b) ν̃n = ν̄nx = ν̄ny = 1

4 ν̄nz .
c) tn = 〈φ̄nx(~r)|− 1

2 ∇̂
2|φ̄nx(~r)〉 = 〈φ̄ny(~r)|− 1

2 ∇̂
2|φ̄ny(~r)〉

= 〈φ̄nz(~r)| − 1
2 ∇̂

2|φ̄nz(~r)〉.
d) vn = 〈φ̄nx(~r)|r̂−1|φ̄nx(~r)〉 = 〈φ̄ny(~r)|r̂−1|φ̄ny(~r)〉 =
〈φ̄nz(~r)|r̂−1|φ̄nz(~r)〉.
e) The collective contribution ∆C6,n = 12 ν̃n[1+2 (tn−vn)]
of the half-space orbitals φ̄nx, φ̄ny(~r), and φ̄nz(~r) to C6.

For N = 1, Eqs.(29) and (30) trivially yield the ap-
proximates C

(1)
6 = 6 and ν̃

(1)
1 = 1

2 , whereas for
N = 2 one obtains C

(2)
6 = 363

56 ≈ 6.482 143 and
{ν̃(2)

1 , ν̃
(2)
2 } = { 3869+63

√
3769

12544 , 3869−63
√

3769
12544 } ≈

{0.616 766, 1.030 405 · 10−4}, the latter being close to
the previously published (rather inaccurate) estimates of { 1

2 ·
1.110 3712, 1

2 ·0.014 0292} = {0.616 462, 0.984 064·10−4}15.
The convergence of C(N)

6 with N is quite rapid as attested by
the computed values of C

(20)
6 ≈ 6.499 026 705 405 836,

C
(50)
6 ≈ 6.499 026 705 405 839 313 125, and

C
(100)
6 ≈ 6.499 026 705 405 839 313 128 194 56 that,

when juxtaposed against the best available estimate of
C6 ≈ 6.499 026 705 405 839 313 128 194 604 118, are found
to match, respectively, 15, 21, and 27 of its digits. At least 30
digits of C(200)

6 ≈ 6.499 026 705 405 839 313 128 194 604 13
are correct.

In contrast, the computed approximate properties of the
half-space orbitals converge rather slowly with N . For ex-
ample, calculations with N = 200 yield sufficiently accurate
values of these properties for only the first 25 half-space or-
bitals with the largest reduced occupation numbers. This be-
havior stems from the rapid decay of ν̃n with n and thus also
that of the collective contributions of φ̄nx, φ̄ny(~r), and φ̄nz(~r)
to C6, which means that the approximates C(N)

6 are quite in-

sensitive to the errors in the properties of the half-space or-
bitals with large ordinal numbers. In other words, highly accu-
rate estimates of C6 are obtained from rather inaccurate half-
space orbitals and their reduced occupation numbers. This
phenomenon makes the maximization of the r.h.s. of Eq. (29)
numerically ill-conditioned for large N , necessitating the em-
ployment of arbitrary-precision arithmetic (e.g. 1200 digits for
N = 200) incorporated in appropriate software48. A selection
of the data obtained from such calculations is presented in Ta-
ble 1.

III. PROPERTIES OF THE HALF-SPACE ORBITALS AT
R→∞

1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 6.0
0.0

10.0

20.0

30.0

40.0

50.0

60.0

70.0

80.0

90.0

Fig.1

~
- l

n 
ν n

n1/2

FIG. 1. − ln ν̃n vs. n1/2. The data computed at N = 200; the line
is provided for eye guidance only.

The occupation numbers of the NOs pertaining to a singlet
state of a Coulombic system are known to obey the asymptotic
power law32,33

lim
n→∞

n8/3 νn =
( 21/2

3π5/4

∫
[ρ2(~r, ~r)]3/8 d~r

)8/3
, (31)

where ρ2(~r, ~r) is the respective on-top two-electron den-
sity. In the present case of two ground-state hydro-
gen atoms with the internuclear separation R, the large-
R asymptotics of

( ∫
[ρ2(~r, ~r)]3/8 d~r

)8/3
is given by

4096
729 (6π)2/3 (1 + R

2 )16/3 exp(−2R) = 4096
729 (6π)2/3 (1 +

R
2 )10/3 P244. When employed in conjunction with Eq. (31),
this asymptotics implies limn→∞ n8/3 ν̃n being of the order
of R34/3 exp(−2R), i.e. vanishing at the limit of R → ∞.
In other words, the reduced occupation numbers {ν̃n} decay
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faster than n−8/3 at this limit. As the exact nature of this de-
cay cannot be ascertained within the formalism employed in
the derivation of Eq. (31), it has to be examined with numeri-
cal methods.

0 5 10 15 20 25
0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

1/
6

Fig.2

t n

n

FIG. 2. t
1/6
n vs. n. The data computed at N = 200; the line is

provided for eye guidance only.

0 5 10 15 20 25
0.8

0.9

1.0

1.1

1.2

1.3

1.4

1.5

1/
5

Fig.3

v n

n

FIG. 3. v
1/5
n vs. n. The data computed at N = 200; the line is

provided for eye guidance only.

Inspection of Fig. 1, in which accurate values of the
reduced occupation numbers computed at N = 200 are
displayed, reveals the subexponential decay of {ν̃n} with
n that follows the approximate formula ν̃n ≈ 4.504 ·
107 exp(−19.216n1/2). On the other hand, the ex-
pectation values tn = 〈φ̄nx(~r)| − 1

2 ∇̂
2|φ̄nx(~r)〉 =

〈φ̄ny(~r)| − 1
2 ∇̂

2|φ̄ny(~r)〉 = 〈φ̄nz(~r)| − 1
2 ∇̂

2|φ̄nz(~r)〉 and
vn = 〈φ̄nx(~r)|r̂−1|φ̄nx(~r)〉 = 〈φ̄ny(~r)|r̂−1|φ̄ny(~r)〉 =
〈φ̄nz(~r)|r̂−1|φ̄nz(~r)〉 appear to scale, respectively, like n6 and
n5 for large n (Figs. 2 and 3). This growth of the expectation

values with n is much steeper than that observed in the case
of the ground-state helium atom32.

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2.0 2.2
0

3

6

9

12

15

18

21

24

27

30

1/4

Fig.4

n

τn,k

FIG. 4. The nodes {τn,k} of the radial components {ζn(r)} . The
data computed at N = 200 for 2 ≤ n ≤ 30.
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Fig.5

(τ
n,

k -
 τ

n,
1) 

/ (
τ n,

n-
1 -

 τ
n,

1)

(k-1) / (n-2)

FIG. 5.
τ
1/4
n,k
−τ1/4n,1

τ
1/4
n,n−1−τ

1/4
n,1

vs. k−1
n−2

for n = 5 (green), 10 (red), 15

(blue), and 20 (orange) . The data computed at N = 200; the line is
provided for eye guidance only.

The nodes {τn,k} of the radial components {ζn(r)} of the
half-space orbitals, defined as ∀n ∀1≥k≥n−1 ζn(τn,k) = 0,
exhibit regularities that go beyond the simple interleaving
(Fig. 4). In particular, the (nonlinear) relationship between

the ratios k−1
n−2 and

τ
1/4
n,k−τ

1/4
n,1

τ
1/4
n,n−1−τ

1/4
n,1

appears to be approximately

n-independent (Fig. 5).
At the first glance, the main features of ζn(r) are ex-

pected to be embodied in the function wn(r) exp(−r), where
wn(r) = Πn−1

k=1 (r − τn,k), that reproduces all its nodes and
accounts for its expected49 large-r asymptotics of exp(−r).
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FIG. 6. ζn(r)
wn(r) exp(−r) vs. r for n = 1 (green), 2 (red), 3 (blue), 4

(orange), and 5 (cyan). The data computed at N = 200.

However, the plots of the ratios ζn(r)
wn(r) exp(−r) (Fig. 6) reveal

for n > 1 the presence of residual n-dependent exponential
decay at r → ∞. The origin of this unexpected behavior re-
mains unknown at present.

IV. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

The nonrelativistic energy of the ground-state H2 molecule
is given within the clamped-nuclei approximation by a func-
tional of the pertinent one-electron reduced density matrix
(the 1-matrix) that becomes asymptotically free of the phase
dilemma at the limit of infinite internuclear separation R. The
large-R behavior of the respective natural orbitals (NOs) is
characterized by (asymptotically perfect) pairing of their oc-
cupation numbers, each pair involving natural amplitudes with
opposite signs that correspond to the NOs with opposite par-
ities. These NOs arise from symmetric and antisymmetric
combinations of ”half-space” orbitals that are asymptotically
unique for each pair. The natural amplitudes pertaining to
the symmetric combinations exhibit asymptotically fixed sign
pattern of being positive-valued for the NO with the occu-
pation number close to one-half and negatively-valued oth-
erwise. The large-R asymptotics of the occupation numbers
of the weakly occupied NOs have the leading terms propor-
tional to R−n, where n = 6 for the NOs composed of the
p-type half-space orbitals and n > 6 for the others. The mul-
tiplicative factors in these terms (i.e. the reduced occupation
numbers) are given by explicit expressions involving the half-
space orbitals.

Minimization of the 1-matrix functional for the electronic
energy is asymptotically equivalent to maximization of the
functional for the C6 dispersion coefficient with respect to
an orthonormal set of the radial components of the half-space
orbitals. Introduction of a finite basis set facilitates compu-
tations of C6 with standard numerical methods, the accuracy

corresponding to at least 30 correct digits being readily at-
tainable with 200 basis functions. The resulting benchmark-
quality approximates for the radial components of several
half-space orbitals and the corresponding reduced occupation
numbers, available for the first time thanks to the development
of the present formalism, turn out to exhibit several unex-
pected properties that elude analytical explanation at present
and thus warrant further investigation.

The capability of the present formalism to afford the
C6 estimates of arbitrarily high accuracy (easily match-
ing or exceeding that obtained previously with a variety of
methods11–18) demonstrates that essentially exact numerical
values of various quantities can be computed within the one-
electron reduced density matrix functional theory. One ex-
ample of such quantities is the occupation numbers νn of the
weakly occupied natural orbitals whose aforedescribed scal-
ing with R leads to the conclusion that the von Neumann en-
tropy S = −

∑
n νn ln νn (as well as its variant exhibiting

the particle-hole symmetry50) has the leading large-R asymp-
totics given by a sum of a constant and a term proportional to
R−6 lnR. Similarly, one concludes that the so-called cumu-
lant energy Ecum50 scales like R−6 for large values of R51.
These observations unequivocally prove that one of the for-
mulations of the Collins conjecture52 i.e. that of a linear rela-
tionship between S andEcum50 is not valid within the large-R
regime.

Several extensions of the approach presented in this paper
are possible. Among them, the derivation of expressions for
higher dispersion coefficients {C2n}, n = 4, 5, . . . for the H2

molecule (via a systematic perturbational approach to the so-
lution of the variational equations of the energy functional)
and the computation of C6 for other two-electron systems,
such as the H+

3 cation are worth mentioning here.
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