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We demonstrate the accuracy of ground-state energies of the transcorrelated Hamilto-
nian, employing sophisticated Jastrow factors obtained from variational Monte Carlo,
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basis the transcorrelated distinguishable cluster method gets close to complete basis
limit and near full configuration interaction quality values for relative energies of
over thirty atoms and molecules. To gauge the performance in different correlation
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efficient way to incorporate the major effects coming from the three-body integrals
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I. INTRODUCTION

The coupled cluster (CC) theory!? provides a size-extensive, systematically improvable
hierarchy of methods to approach the full configuration interaction (FCI) limit.> Highly
accurate ab-initio calculations with errors below 1 kJ/mol (”subchemical” accuracy) of-
ten require coupled cluster with singles, doubles, triples and quadruples® (CCSDTQ) or
perturbative quadruples® CCSDT(Q) and large basis sets, which make the calculations pro-
hibitively expensive for all but the smallest chemical moieties.5
The root cause for the need of large basis sets is that many one-electron Gaussian type func-
tions are needed to describe the Coulomb holes in the wave function accurately. Coulomb
holes occur in regions of the wave function where two electrons come close to each other
and are caused by the requirement that the wave function satisfies the so-called Kato cusp
conditions at the coalescence point.” The family of methods which explicitly incorporate
functions of the interelectron distance into the wave function ansatz to improve the de-
scription of the Coulomb hole are called explicitly correlated methods.®1° With explicitly
correlated methods, high accuracy can be reached using basis sets of moderate size (e.g.
triple zeta).

A prime example of explicitly correlated methods are the CC-F12 methods.! '8 Without any
approximations, already the explicitly correlated coupled cluster with singles and doubles
(CCSD-F12) is too computationally expensive to be used for medium sized systems.!® 22
Many different approximations have been proposed that reduce the computational overhead
of the F12 treatment.?3* The CC-F12x (x = a,b,*) methods are indeed only slightly more
computationally demanding than the base CC method, while retaining the faster conver-

28,29,33,34

gence with respect to basis set size. But F12 methods reduce only the basis-set error

and are difficult to extend to higher than double excitations.3%3

The transcorrelation approach®” to include explicit electron correlation offers a unique way
to improve both the basis-set error and the method quality. After its emergence in the
sixties®” % the transcorrelation approach was dormant until the end of the century because
of the difficult numerical calculation of the transcorrelated integrals, their daunting size and
the non-Hermiticity of the transcorrelated two-electron integrals and the resulting loss of

variationality. Ideas by Nooijen and Bartlett in the late nineties*” and the frozen Gaussian

geminal (FROGG) approach by Ten-no*? at the turn of the millennium have started a re-



newed interest in the transcorrelation approach and related similarity transformations of the
Hamiltonian.’® % A key recent finding has been that the non-Hermitian property of the TC
method, long considered to be a nuisance, can actually be helpful in inducing compactness
(and therefore ease of approximation) in the desired (right-eigenvector) solution, through the
use of appropriate realistic Jastrow factors, substantially reducing the multi-configurational
character of even strongly-correlated systems. This has been found for a variety of systems,
including the 2D Hubbard model™®, 3D uniform electron gas™, and molecular systems8%:90:94,
This means that the TC method can improve the convergence of the method, and further
evidence of this will be provided in this paper for a yet larger range of molecular systems.
This effect goes substantially beyond the other popular form of quantum chemical explicit
correlation, namely F12 methods, which improve basis-set convergence but do not accelerate
convergence with respect to the method. Although the F12 approach can be combined with
multi-reference methods and thus is applicable to strongly multi-configurational problems,”
it has not been found to reduce the strongly-correlated character of the problem.

96-112 a5 has

Another way to improve the CC results is to modify the amplitude equations
been done in the distinguishable cluster (DC) approximation'® 12, The DC approximation
has been developed to overcome the complete failure of coupled cluster with doubles (CCD)
in systems with considerable amount of static electron correlation. But additionally, the
DC approximation also improves absolute and relative energies of systems dominated by
dynamical electron correlation.

The transcorrelated Hamiltonian has already been combined with linearized CCSD by
Ten-no, albeit using a considerably simpler Jastrow factor than in our work and including
the three-electron integrals only approximately.’® Some of the authors have investigated the
uniform electron gas (UEG) over a wide range of densities with TC-CCD and transcorrelated
distinguishable cluster with doubles (TC-DCD), while neglecting the effect of the explicit
normal-ordered three-electron integrals.”™

In a previous study on atoms, we used a sophisticated Jastrow factor and included all
explicit three-electron integrals, resulting in full transcorrelated CCSD (TC-CCSD) and
distinguishable cluster with singles and doubles (TC-DCSD) methods.®® Findings on the
UEG have been replicated in the studied atoms as well, namely that the effect of the ex-
plicit three-electron integrals were negligible and two different approximations to the full

TC treatment, called approximation A and approximation B have been proposed and shown



to capture the major effects of transcorrelation.

We have improved our implementations of TC-CCSD and TC-DCSD with the help of
automated implementation strategies, such that the methods can be applied to small
molecules, and combined with the new Jastrow-factor optimization and efficient computation
of transcorrelated integrals.? In this publication we report calculations of full TC-CCSD

and TC-DCSD and their approximations on molecular systems.

II. THEORY

A. Transcorrelation

Transcorrelated methods use the Jastrow factorization of the wave function W

U =e"0, (1)
with
N
=Y u(r,ry), (2)
1<J

for a system with IV electrons and a real symmetric correlation factor u(r;,r;) = u(r;,r;).
Plugging equation (1) into the Schrédinger equation and multiplying with e~ from the
left leads to a similarity transformed Hamiltonian H = e "He™ with the corresponding

Schrodinger equation

H® = E®, (3)

with the original energy E unaltered.

Because the correlation function 7 is not anti-Hermitian, the corresponding similarity trans-
formation is not unitary. As a result the transcorrelated Hamiltonian is not Hermitian.
Furthermore, because a similarity transformation does not change the eigenvalues (in the
hypothetical case of a complete basis), there is in principle complete freedom in defining the
functional form of u(r;,r;). But to actually improve the convergence with respect to basis
set size and method level, it should be chosen such that ® is a smoother and less complicated
wave function than W. Often it is chosen to fulfill Kato’s cusp condition” itself*®!13 or to en-

sure that the resulting transcorrelated wave function (approximately) fulfills the condition®®.
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The Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff expansion of the similarity transformed Hamiltonian trun-
cates after the second commutator without any approximation, because u commutes with
every operator in the Hamiltonian except the kinetic energy operator and every commuta-
tor reduces the differentiation order by one. From the second commutator a three-electron

integral arises,

D (Var)? = (Vaum) - (Vaitag), (4)

n nlq
which can considerably increase the computational cost of transcorrelated methods. How-

780 and this contribution, taking into

ever, as demonstrated in our previous publications
account only the mean-field effect of the three-electron integrals results in negligible errors.
The Jastrow factor is conveniently optimized in first quantization and can be system-specific
or universal®®. The Jastrow ansatz leads to a similarity transformed Hamiltonian, which can
be written in second quantization as,

H= Zhg poaqa Z Vqs qu a};oalpaspaqg

pqrs ap

E: qsu T
T Lprt po’ Tpa’tTa’u’TaSﬂaqU7 (5)

pqrstu opT
with hf = {p|h|q) and Vi = (pr|gs) being the one and two electron integrals of the original
electronic Hamiltonian and the non-Hermitian two-electron integral K and the three-electron
integral L with full 48-fold symmetry for real orbitals coming from the similarity transfor-

mation of the Hamiltonian with e”.

B. Transcorrelated Coupled Cluster

The lowest eigenvalue of H, which corresponds to the ground-state energy, can be cal-
culated with any method that can be applied to non-Hermitian Hamiltonians. Here we
are employing coupled cluster methods as a convenient alternative to FCI. The additional
contributions to the amplitude and energy equation of CC can be derived using standard

second quantization techniques. The contribution to the energy Er¢ is given as,

1 1 1
Erc =L}, (—65ij5kz5mn + §5ij5kn5ml - §5m5kg‘5mz) , (6)

with occupied spin-orbital indices (i, 7, ..).

Contributions of the three-body integrals without self-contractions have to be added explic-



itly to the singles and doubles amplitude equations. For both proposed approximations (see
below) those contributions are neglected. The remaining (and more important) contribu-
tions to the energy and amplitude equations are captured by contracting the three-body

integrals at the beginning of every CC iteration on the two-body integrals as,

(palrs) — = (L, — Lo = Ly ) 0w, (7)

with the indices p, g, r, s going over the complete spin-orbital space. Note that the one body
contribution from the modified two-body integrals requires corrections in order to remove
the double counting of TC integrals.

Using integrals dressed with singles-amplitudes significantly simplifies the TC-CC amplitude
equations.!* The TC-CCSD method scales as O(N7), with N being a measure of the system
size, and dealing with the full L tensor is memory and I/O intensive. In our previous
publication we proposed approximations to the full TC-CCSD method based on normal-
order theory, called approximation A (TC-CCSD-A) and approximation B (TC-CCSD-B).%
Approximation A neglects three-body integrals normal-ordered with respect to a ”Briickner
optimized determinant”, i.e. the Hartree-Fock determinant that has been rotated with the
CC singles amplitudes. The more economical approximation B avoids the expensive dressing
of the three-electron integrals with the singles amplitudes and neglects three-body integrals
normal-ordered with respect to the Hartree-Fock determinant and as the result has the
same nominal scaling of O(N®) as canonical CCSD. For approximation B the contraction in

equation 7 is only done once before the iterative solution of the CC equations.

The distinguishable cluster approximation can be applied to the TC-CCSD amplitude
equations in the usual way, resulting in the TC-DCSD method. We would like to stress that
approximation B leads in practice to an effective Hamiltonian with no more than two-body
interactions. Standard implementations of quantum chemistry methods, including coupled
cluster methods with arbitrarily high excitations, can be used to obtain the ground-state
of the effective Hamiltonian, if the non-Hermiticity of the two-body integrals is taken into

account.



III. RESULTS

The TC-CCSD and TC-DCSD spin-factored equations were derived, optimized and im-
plemented using our second-quantization program Quantwo!!'® and the Integrated Tensor
Framework (ITF)!"6!7 in MoLPRO!"" 9 The calculations have been done using the cc-

pVTZ basis set'?® and all electrons have been correlated. We used the following form of the

correlation factor,!?!122
Natoms N Natoms N
= ulrg)+ Y Y xa(ri)+ Y Y filrin i), (8)
i>j =1 i=1 =1 i>j

with electron-electron terms wu, electron-nucleus terms x and electron-electron-nucleus
terms f for a system with N electrons with electron indices ¢ and j and Nuoms With
index I. Spin independent Jastrow factors have been used throughout this work, and
the cutoff lengths have been fixed to 4 and 4.5 bohr for the electron-electron and atom-
centered terms, respectively. The correlation factor has been optimized by minimizing the

variance!23124

of the reference energy within variational Monte Carlo (VMC) using the
CASINO program'?’; the nominal scaling of VMC is O(N?). All results presented in this
publication have been obtained using Jastrow factors optimized with a single determinant
(Hartree-Fock) reference function. The transcorrelated integrals have been calculated using
the TCHInt library as outlined in Ref. 77, which uses numerical quadrature with grids
provided by PySCF!26128 to calculate the transcorrelated integrals. More details about the
Jastrow optimization can be found in Ref. 94. The F12 results have been obtained using
unrestricted CCSD-F12a, DCSD-F12a, and CCSD(T)-F12a methods®*'% with the diagonal

ansatz 3C(D)'?%139 as implemented in MOLPRO . Orbitals in all our calculations have been

obtained using R(O)HF.

A. Absolute and atomization energies

We benchmarked the TC-CC methods against highly accurate reference values from the
literature taken from the “high-accuracy extrapolated ab-initio thermochemistry” (HEAT)
project.%1317133 The reference energies were taken from Ref. 6, where they have been calcu-
lated as,

00 0o T cc—pVDZ
Eftar = By + AECcspr) + AE;pr(fe) + Eccsprq (fo), (9)
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FIG. 1. The difference between calculated cc-pVTZ atomization energies with TC-CCSD, TC-
DCSD and various CC-F12 methods compared to HEAT(HF+-C) is shown. The region of chemical

accuracy is shaded.

with E25 an aug-cc-pCVXZ(X=T,Q,5) extrapolation!3413% AESOCSD(T) an aug-cc-pCVXZ(X=Q,5)
extrapolation'®0, A Bl (fc) an cc-pVXZ(X=T,Q) extrapolation using the frozen-core (fc)
approximation and no extrapolation for the EECESPSZT% (fc) contribution has been used. The
overall performance of the transcorrelated CC methods for the atomization energies on the
HEAT set is presented in Fig. 1. The quality of the mean-field approximations is exemplified
with the atomization energies in Fig. 2. The accompanying statistics including the absolute
energies of Fig. 1 and Fig. 2 are shown in Table I and the statistics of Table I are visualized
for the atomization energies in Fig. 3. The transcorrelated CC calculations are more
accurate than the F12 values for the absolute energies. Furthermore, the difference between
the full transcorrelated CC and their approximations are very small for the absolute and
atomization energies, with maximal deviations of around 0.6 kJ/mol for the atomization
energies. For the absolute and atomization energies, the TC-CC results are noticeably
better than the corresponding F12 values of the same CC method. The root-mean-squared
deviation (RMSD) of the atomization energies calculated with CCSD-F12 of 28.17 kJ/mol
is almost halved by TC-CCSD to 17.37 kJ/mol. Moreover, the DC approximation applied
to the TC-CCSD method significantly improves the results, especially the atomization en-
ergies, bringing the RMSD close to chemical accuracy from 17.37 to 6.38 kJ/mol. However,
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FIG. 2. The difference between calculated cc-pV'TZ atomization energies with the full transcorre-

lated methods and the two tested approximations is shown.

TABLE I. Statistics for cc-pVTZ absolute and relative energies compared to HEAT(HF+C).

absolute energies / millihartree atomization energies / kJ/mol

MAD SD MaxD MAD RMSD MaxD
CCSD-F12 32.60 18.01 68.43 24.69 28.17 -47.91
DCSD-F12 24.35 12.86  50.34 8.90 9.83 -17.57
CCSD(T)-F12 21.35 11.12 43.09 2.94 3.73 -8.07
TC-CCSD 17.53 11.19 39.97 14.54 17.37 -31.80
TC-CCSD-A 17.48 11.17  40.03 14.29 17.06 -31.60
TC-CCSD-B 17.56 11.24 40.25 14.52 17.32 -31.93
TC-DCSD 13.68 9.09 35.13 5.59 6.38 -11.21
TC-DCSD-A 13.64 9.07 35.20 5.33 6.10 -10.74
TC-DCSD-B 13.72  9.15 35.43 5.59 6.40 -11.37

the atomization energies from CCSD(T)-F12 are still closer to the HEAT(HF+-C) values,
for the price of a nominal O(N7) scaling, compared to the O(N®) scaling of TC-DCSD-B.
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FIG. 3. The mean absolute deviation (MAD) and the root-mean-squared deviation (RMSD) of
the calculated cc-pVTZ atomization energies relative to the HEAT(HF+-C) values are shown. The

region of chemical accuracy is shaded.

B. Dissociation of the nitrogen molecule

In this section we investigate, as a prototypical test case spanning several different cor-
relation regimes, the dissociation of the nitrogen molecule with the TC-CC methods. At
equilibrium the wave function of the nitrogen molecule is dominated by a single Slater deter-
minant, whose importance in the wave function quickly diminishes and many determinants
with equal weight become important along the dissociation path. That makes the breaking
of the nitrogen molecule a challenge for quantum chemistry methods. At stretched geome-
tries, CC calculations are complicated by the existence of several close-lying solutions. To
remedy this problem the amplitudes of the previous geometry have been used as a starting
guess as the bond is stretched in successive calculations. The MRCI4+Q-F12 reference values
have been calculated using MOLPRO?137 140 The calculated energies along the dissociation
of the nitrogen molecule are shown in Figure 4. The potential energy curve is described
overall extremely well by TC-DCSD and the two approximations. Almost perfect agree-
ment is observed for every method around the equilibrium and at compressed geometries.
When the bond is stretched the TC-DCSD method and the two approximations are up to

ten millihartree below the reference curve. But even at stretched geometries the mean-field
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FIG. 4. The difference between the full transcorrelated TC-DCSD and the two tested approxima-
tions is monitored during the dissociation of the nitrogen molecule. The cc-pVTZ basis has been

used.

approximations work extremely well. At the beginning of the spin-recoupling region around
3 bohr the F12 methods are closer to the reference than the TC methods. However, both F12
methods show the well known deficiencies at dissociation. CCSD(T)-F12 breaks down com-
pletely, while DCSD-F12 breaks the bond qualitatively correctly, but overbinds the molecule
severely. After a crossover region with the reference curve at 4 bohr a small bump is ob-
served for the TC methods, which is not there in the original DCSD method.'%1% Thus, we
relate this deficiency to the Jastrow factor optimization, and expect that it will disappear if
multi-determinant reference functions are employed in the VMC Jastrow optimisation pro-
cedure, for such highly multi-configurational systems. Nevertheless, in contrast to DCSD,
TC-DCSD does not overbind the molecule and converges to the correct dissociation limit.
Albeit small, the differences between TC-DCSD and the two approximations in the spin-
recoupling region are bigger than everything we have seen in our benchmarks on the HEAT
set. The predicted dissociation energies of the nitrogen molecule by the TC methods are
astonishingly good for single-reference CC methods and are listed in Table II together with
the theoretical reference value and the DCSD-F12 result. For perspective, the aug-cc-pV5Z
dissociation energy calculated with MRCI4+Q-F12 is 9.90 eV.
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TABLE II. Calculated dissociation energies (cc-pVTZ) of the nitrogen molecule in eV.

TC-DCSD TC-DCSD-A TC-DCSD-B DCSD-F12 MRCI+Q-F12
9.87 9.77 9.82 11.44 9.83

IV. CONCLUSIONS

The new Jastrow optimization technique®® combined with the transcorrelated coupled
cluster and distinguishable cluster methods yield very accurate absolute and relative energies
for molecules. The approximation of neglecting the normal-ordered explicit three-body
integrals has been shown to introduce only very small errors for absolute and relative energies
for a variety of different atoms and molecules from the HEAT set and different correlation
regimes during the dissociation of the nitrogen molecule. It was demonstrated that the
TC-DCSD methods yield highly accurate dissociation energies for the nitrogen molecule,
which is remarkable considering that we still operate conceptually in a single-reference CC
framework. However, more work is required to improve the TC-DCSD accuracy in the
intermediate stretched regime. When the HF determinant is not a good approximation to
the total wave function, larger deviations between the full TC and the approximated versions
are to be expected. For example, during the dissociation of the nitrogen molecule deviations
up to 2.5 millihartree at the spin-recoupling region have been observed for our most practical
approximation B from the full TC-DCSD. We have shown that absolute and relative energies
calculated with TC-CCSD and TC-DCSD are much closer to the reference values than the
corresponding F'12 methods and the error from the mean-field approximation is negligible.
At the cc-pVTZ level CCSD(T)-F12 calculated more accurate atomization energies with a
RMSD of 3.73 kJ/mol, compared to our most economical approximation B of TC-DCSD
(RMSD of 6.10 kJ/mol) for the price of a nominal higher cost of O(N7), in contrast to the
O(N®) cost of TC-DCSD-B. The TC-CCSD method outperformed CCSD-F12 for absolute
and relative energies on the HEAT set. However, as known for F12 methods, diffuse basis
sets are necessary for high accuracy.!*! The effect of basis sets for TC methods will be
investigated in a forthcoming publication, together with a very efficient implementation of
approximation B. We would like to emphasize that approximation B is quite general and can

be combined with various many-body methods that can handle non-Hermitian Hamiltonians,

12



including coupled cluster with arbitrarily high excitations. Furthermore, it can also be used
to calculate excited states.”® We are currently investigating methods to improve the Jastrow
factors, such as incorporation of spin-dependency, as well as their optimization using multi-

determinantal reference functions.

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

See the supplementary material for cc-pV'TZ absolute and atomization energies of systems
in the HEAT set and the absolute energies of the dissociation curve of the nitrogen molecule
calculated with the presented methods. We also list F12 calculations with the often used
fixed amplitude ansatz there and F12 calculations using the cc-pwCVTZ basis set.
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