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Coupled cluster theory is one of the most popular post-Hartree—Fock methods for ab initio molecular quantum
chemistry. The finite-size error of the correlation energy in periodic coupled cluster calculations for three-
dimensional insulating systems has been observed to satisfy the inverse volume scaling, even in the absence
of any correction schemes. This is surprising, as simpler theories that utilize only a subset of the coupled
cluster diagrams exhibit much slower decay of the finite-size error, which scales inversely with the length of the
system. In this study, we review the current understanding of finite-size error in quantum chemistry methods
for periodic systems. We introduce new tools that elucidate the mechanisms behind this phenomenon in the
context of coupled cluster doubles calculations. This reconciles some seemingly paradoxical statements related
to finite-size scaling. Our findings also show that singularity subtraction can be a powerful method to effectively
reduce finite-size errors in practical quantum chemistry calculations for periodic systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the past few decades, ab initio methods for quantum many-body systems, such as density functional
theory (DFT), quantum Monte Carlo methods, and quantum chemistry wave function methods, are becom-
ing increasingly accurate and applied to ever larger range of systems [Il, [2]. Unlike molecular systems,
periodic systems, including solids and surfaces, require calculating properties in the thermodynamic limit
(TDL), a theoretical state in which the system size approaches infinity. However, the TDL cannot be directly
accessed in practical applications. Finite-sized computational supercells are employed to approximate this
limit, which introduces finite-size errors into the calculations. Finite-size errors can significantly affect the
accuracy of calculations, even for systems with thousands of atoms. An extreme case is moiré system such
as magic angle twisted bilayer graphene (MATBG), where each computational unit cell consists of approxi-
mately 10,000 atoms, and the supercell needs to have more than 100,000 atoms to capture subtle correlation
effects [3,4]. Directly tackling finite-size effects by enlarging the supercell size is very demanding, even for
relatively inexpensive DFT calculations with modern-day supercomputers. For more accurate theories, this
task is often computationally intractable. Understanding the finite-size scaling, i.e., the scaling of the finite-
size error with respect to the system size, and employing finite-size error correction schemes are, therefore,
crucial for obtaining accurate results using moderate-sized calculations.

The sources of finite-size errors in ab initio calculations are multifaceted and complex [5-7]. These errors
are influenced by numerous factors, including system characteristics such as whether it is insulating or
metallic, or whether it is a three-dimensional bulk system versus a low-dimensional system. Calculations of
electron kinetic energy, electron-ion interaction energy, Hartree energy, Fock exchange energy, and electron
correlation energy can all contribute to finite-size errors. The first four types are predominantly single
particle in nature, while the electron correlation energy is significantly more complex. To a large extent,
electronic correlation is short-ranged, and this characteristic has spurred the development of local correlation
methods, whose computational cost may scale linearly with system size. However, for ab initio methods to
be accurate, they must also effectively account for van der Waals (vdW) interactions [8]. In solids, the
cumulative effect of weak van der Waals interactions can become a significant contributor to the energy.
The convergence of vdW energy follows an inverse volume scaling, implying that the finite-size error is
inversely proportional to the volume of the supercell. The origin of finite-size error is not solely confined


http://arxiv.org/abs/2304.03330v2

to the characteristics of a physical system. The finite-size scaling can vary significantly across different
theoretical frameworks even when applied to the same physical system. Sometimes, the finite-size scaling
can manifest differently even when using the same theoretical framework for the same system, simply by
altering the shape of the computational unit cell. All these complexities require careful analysis under
varying scenarios, and this is important for accurately extrapolating towards the TDL or, preferably, for
devising improved correction schemes aimed at reducing finite-size errors.

Inrecent years, there has been a growing interest in employing quantum chemistry wave function methods,
such as Mgller-Plesset perturbation theory and coupled cluster (CC) theory [9], to compute ground-state and
excited-state properties for periodic systems [7,[10-25]. Originally developed to study nuclear physics [26,
27], CC theory has become one of the most popular methods in quantum chemistry that involves electronic
correlation [28]. The coupled cluster singles, doubles and perturbative triples (CCSD(T)) theory is often
referred to as the “gold standard” in molecular quantum chemistry. In these methods, there are two primary
strategies to approximate the TDL. The first involves expanding the computational supercells within real
space. The second strategy involves performing calculations using a fixed unit cell and refining discretization
of the Brillouin zone within reciprocal space using a k-point mesh, such as the Monkhorst-Pack mesh [29].
This paper focuses on the latter approach, where the number of k points is denoted by Ny. If the Monkhorst-
Pack mesh includes the Gamma point of the Brillouin zone, this approach is equivalent to using a supercell
comprised of Ny unit cells. The convergence toward the TDL can be studied by increasing this single
parameter Ny toward infinity. The computational expense of quantum chemistry methods can rise sharply
with respect to the system size. For example, in coupled cluster singles and doubles (CCSD) calculations,
the computational cost scaling is O(NY) in real-space implementations [9] and O(NN}}) in reciprocal-space
implementations [30]. Therefore, even moderate-sized calculations with Ny = 2 x 2 x 2o0r3 x 3 x 3
can already be computationally challenging. In CCSD(T) calculations, the computational cost of the real-
space implementation can escalate to O(NNy) in the worst-case scenario. This implies that even a moderate
refinement of the Monkhorst-Pack grid by a factor of 2 along each dimension can lead to an increase in
computational cost by (23)7 ~ 2 million folds. Given this computational challenge imposed by system
size, it is mostly impractical to estimate the finite-size scaling using power-law fitting over calculations on
increasingly large systems and then determine the TDL value by extrapolation. Instead, a more feasible
approach is to acquire the exact finite-size scaling through rigorous mathematical analysis and subsequently
utilize power-law extrapolation to estimate the TDL value.

Although numerous empirical studies have examined the finite-size scaling of some quantum chemistry
methods, there has been a notable lack of rigorous analysis. To the best of our knowledge, the first rigorous
analysis of finite-size error in Hartree-Fock (HF) theory and second-order Mgller-Plesset perturbation theory
(MP2) for insulating systems has been conducted only recently [31]]. The principal findings in Ref. [31]
include the following.

_1
1. In the absence of any corrections, the finite-size error in HF scales as O(N,_ *). As Ny is proportional
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to the supercell volume, N} is proportional to the length of the supercell (we always assume uniform
refinement of the k-point mesh along all three dimensions for any shaped unit cell). This scaling is,
thus, also referred to as inverse length scaling.

2. By applying the Madelung constant correction, the finite-size error in HF improves to O(N, 1), ie.,
the inverse volume scaling.

3. The finite-size error of the MP2 correlation energy also satisfies the inverse volume scaling O(N,_ 1).

As can be seen from HF and MP2, the specific finite-size scaling depends on the level of computational
theory and numerical treatment employed in the calculations. In addition to confirming the empirically
observed scalings, this rigorous analysis offers significant additional insights. It elucidates the nature of



the singularity of the electron repulsion integral (ERI) due to the Coulomb kernel and its impact on finite-
size scaling; it explains why the finite-size error can depend on the shapes and symmetries of the unit cell;
and it has led to the development of new correction schemes, such as the staggered mesh method, which
can expedite the convergence of HF, MP2, and random phase approximation (RPA) calculations toward
TDL [32,133].

An innovative theoretical observation provided in Ref. [31] is that the finite-size error can be largely
comprehended if assuming HF single-particle orbitals can be acquired exactly at any given k point in the
Monkhorst-Pack mesh. This perspective helps to disentangle the contribution due to the relatively man-
ageable single-particle effects from the collective and more complex electron correlation effects. Based on
this assumption, the finite-size error can be rigorously examined from a numerical quadrature perspective.
Specifically, the value of a physical observable at the TDL can often be written as a multidimensional inte-
gral over the Brillouin zone. As the Monkhorst-Pack mesh forms a uniform grid discretizing the Brillouin
zone, the analysis simplifies to investigating the quadrature error of certain trapezoidal rule in a periodic
region, a topic widely discussed in numerical analysis literature. The novelty here lies in the recognition
that the associated integrands possess a unique singularity structure that is asymptotically of a specific frac-
tional form. Reference [31], therefore, develops a new Euler-MacLaurin type of analysis that facilitates the
study of the finite-size error associated with HF and MP2 methods, taking into account this fractional form
singularity.

Compared to HF and MP2, the finite-size error analysis and finite-size error correction methods in CC
methods remain nascent. Early works in [[12, |34] focus on an important intermediate quantity called the
structure factor, and develop finite-size correction methods based on the different types of polynomial inter-
polation of the structure factor near the Coulomb singularity. Subsequent studies on the uniform electron gas
system [33,36] numerically examine the power-law scaling of the finite-size error in CC theory, offering new
analytical perspective on the structure factor. These works also provide new error correction methods, such
as twist-angle techniques [37, 38] and structure factor interpolation [39] for these metallic systems. Very
recently, Ref. [40] proposes to replace the Coulomb kernel in CC calculations with an averaged Coulomb
kernel in each quadrature element to reduce the finite-size error for anisotropic systems. Despite these de-
velopments, theoretical understanding of the finite-size error scaling in CC methods (with and without error
correction methods) has been lacking.

Recently, by applying a similar approach, we have expanded the finite-size error analysis to include the
correlation energy of the third-order Mgller-Plesset perturbation theory (MP3) and CC theory [41]. The
simplest CC theory is the coupled cluster singles (CCS) theory. However, due to Thouless’s theorem [42],
CCS only rotates the Slater determinant to another Slater determinant. For a non-degenerate closed-shell
Hartree-Fock reference, the correlation energy from the CCS theory vanishes. Therefore, we focus on the
coupled cluster doubles (CCD) theory, which is mathematically the simplest and representative form of CC
theory. From a diagrammatic perspective, CC diagrams encompass all Mgller-Plesset perturbation diagrams.
When the CCD amplitude equation is solved iteratively with n fixed point iterations (referred to as the
CCD(n) scheme), the MP2 and MP3 diagrams can be generated from CCD(1) and CCD(2), respectively.
More generally, CCD(n) consists of a finite subset of Mgller-Plesset perturbation diagrams. It is worth
pointing out that there is a method called CCSD(2) which uses second-order perturbation to rectify CCSD
energies for multireference and open-shell systems [43], and its meaning should, therefore, be distinguished
from our CCD(n). Our analysis uncovers that the finite-size error in MP3 and CC is fundamentally different
from that in MP2. Specifically, theories such as MP2 and RPA incorporate only “particle-hole” types of
diagrams. The integrands corresponding to these diagrams are singular, but the singularity is relatively
mild. However, starting from MP3, additional perturbative terms, namely the “particle-particle” and “hole-
hole” diagrams, must be considered. These terms introduce much stronger singularities, necessitating the
development of new analytical tools. Our quadrature error analysis adapts the Poisson summation formula
in a new setting and aligns with a recently developed trapezoidal quadrature analysis for certain singular



integrals [44]. This approach provides more accurate estimates and can be more applicable than our previous

quadrature analysis based on the Euler-MacLaurin formula for HF and MP2 in [31]]. In the absence of finite-

size correction schemes and assuming exact orbital energies at any k point, the study in Ref. [41] concludes
1

that the finite-size errors of MP3 and CCD both satisfy the inverse length scaling O(N,_ ).

Interestingly, for CCD, earlier numerical calculations did not provide conclusive evidence regarding its
finite-size scaling, with different studies suggesting either an inverse volume scaling [15, [34] or inverse
length scaling [[17]. More recent calculations demonstrate that the electron correlation energy in periodic
coupled cluster calculations should follow an inverse volume scaling, even in the absence of finite-size
correction schemes. This observation points to a significant gap in the theoretical understanding of the finite-
size error, and prompts the central question we address in this paper: How can we reconcile the following
seemingly paradoxical facts?

1. Without finite-size corrections, the finite-size error in CCD exhibits inverse volume scaling.

2. Without finite-size corrections, the finite-size error in MP3 exhibits inverse length scaling. This rate
is sharp and cannot be improved.

3. All MP3 diagrams are encompassed within the CCD formulation.

There are several often-cited physical justifications for expecting that the CCD method, and CC theory
more generally, may exhibit superior behavior when applied to periodic systems. One such reason stems
from the size extensivity of CC theory. A theory is size extensive when the total energy of two noninteract-
ing identical systems, calculated as a combined system, equates to twice the energy of one system computed
independently. Unlike theories such as truncated configuration interaction methods, which are not size ex-
tensive, truncated CC theory (such as CCD) possesses this advantageous characteristic. Another reason is
that CC theory can be formulated in such a way that it does not explicitly depend on orbital energies. One
practical consequence of this is that upon the convergence of the coupled cluster iterations, the Madelung
constant correction, often used to reduce finite-size effects in many-body simulations, cancels out natu-
rally. Therefore in this scenario, CC without the Madelung constant correction is equivalent to that with the
Madelung constant correction.

We would like to clarify that neither size extensivity nor the cancellation of the Madelung constant alone
is sufficient to address the aforementioned question. While size extensivity is indeed a desirable property,
many methods such as HF, MP2, and MP3, among others, are all size extensive. In fact, given that periodic
systems are infinitely large, size extensivity should be viewed as a necessary condition for the applicability of
any numerical method to such systems. However, this property does not provide insight into the convergence
rate of the finite-size error. The cancellation of the Madelung constant plays a pivotal role here. Nevertheless,
demonstrating that CCD calculation (or even MP3) with the Madelung constant correction exhibits inverse
volume scaling in finite-size error is itself a significant challenge. This requires the development of new
technical tools not currently available in existing literature. Indeed, the development and application of
these tools are the main technical contribution of this paper.

In this paper, we elucidate the origin of the inverse volume scaling behavior. Our analysis consists of two
steps. First, we investigate the structure of the CCD amplitude equation. We show that the Madelung con-
stant correction, commonly used to reduce finite-size errors in Fock exchange energy and orbital energies,
can also be applied to reduce the finite-size error in ERI contractions within the CCD amplitude equation.
We establish a connection between the Madelung constant correction and a quadrature error reduction tech-
nique known as the singularity subtraction method [45]. By subtracting the leading singular terms from the
integrands in the numerical quadratures, the Madelung constant correction reduces the finite-size errors in
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both the ERI contractions and the orbital energies from O(N,_ *) to O(N,_ ). Furthermore, we demonstrate



that with the Madelung constant correction, the finite-size errors in CCD(n) and converged CCD calculations
satisfy the desired inverse volume scaling.

In the second step of our analysis, we observe that upon convergence of the CCD amplitude equations,
the Madelung constant corrections to both orbital energies and ERI contractions perfectly cancel each other
out for any finite-sized system. This cancellation ensures that the CCD correlation energy remains the same,
regardless of whether the Madelung constant correction is applied. Combining this result with the first step,
we conclude that the finite-size error of the correlation energy in converged CCD calculations satisfies the
desired inverse volume scaling without the need for any additional correction schemes. However, prior to the
convergence of the amplitude equatiolns, this perfect cancellation does not occur, and the finite-size error of

CCD(n) calculations remains O(NN,_ *). A similar lack of cancellation occurs when the orbital energies take

their exact value at the TDL but the ERI contractions are not corrected, resulting in an O(N, ‘%) finite-size
error for both converged CCD and CCD(n) calculations studied in Ref. [41]].

To validate our theoretical analysis, we perform CCD calculations on a 3D periodic hydrogen dimer sys-
tem using the PySCF software package [46]. Our numerical results support the conclusions drawn from the
theoretical analysis and provide further evidence for the finite-size scaling behavior summarized in Table[[1l

Table I.1. Finite-size scaling of different computational theories with and without corrections to orbital energies and
ERI contractions. The first two rows refer to the finite-size scaling of the Hartree-Fock (HF) exchange energy, and the
remaining rows refer to the finite-size scaling of the correlation energy (excluding the HF exchange). While we focus
on the Madelung constant correction in Ref. [31] and this work, any correction schemes that can reduce the finite-size
errors in orbital energies and ERI contractions to O(Ny 1Y can also be applied, and the conclusions drawn here remain
valid. In particular, exact values of single particle orbital energies at the TDL satisfy the condition above. N/A means
that Madelung constant correction does not apply within the theory.

Correction to Correction to Finite-size

Theory orbital energies ERI contractions scaling Reference
_1
HF N/A X N, ® (31, Thm 3.1], [6, 17, 47]
HF N/A N* [31, Thm 5.1] [47]
MP2 N/A N! (31, Thm 4.1] [15, 34]
RPA, SOSEX, —1
drCCD N/A Ny 33, 34]
_1
MP3 X N ® [41]
MP3 N* Thm[]
_1 1
CCD(n)/CCD X N_®/IN.? [41]
CCD(n)/CCD NN Thm([I/ Thm[2]
_1 1
CCD(n)/CCD X N. ¥ /N ? Thm[I/ Thm 2
1
CCD(n)/CCD X X N, ®IN! Thm[Il/ Cor[3]

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 introduces background knowledge and basic notations. Sec-
tion 3 first decomposes the finite-size error in CCD(n) calculations into the errors in four basic components
and then describes how the four components contribute to the overall finite-size error with the possible
Madelung constant correction. Section 4 explains the key ideas of how the Madelung constant correction
can reduce the finite-size error in orbital energies and ERI conttractions from a numerical quadrature per-
spective. Section 5 illustrates the numerical results that corroborate our error estimate. Lastly, Section 6



discusses the implication of our theoretical study and future directions.

II. BACKGROUND

Consider a unit cell and its Brillouin zone as €2 and 2*, respectively. Denote the associated real- and
reciprocal-space lattices as I and L*. To model such a periodic system, the Brillouin zone {2* is commonly
discretized using a uniform mesh K of size Ny (known as the Monkhorst-Pack grid [29]). The orbitals
and orbital energies (also called bands and band energies) {¢,x, &k} indexed by orbital indices n and
momentum vectors k € K can be solved by the HF method. As a common practice, n € {i, j} refers to an
occupied orbital and n € {a, b} refers to an virtual orbital. Throughout this paper, we use the normalized
ERI:
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where q = k3 —k; is the momentum transfer vector, the crystal momentum conservation k; +ko—ks—ky €
IL* is assumed implicitly, and g/ nic(G) = (s [€!E "X =G4, ) is Fourier representation of the pair
product. The primed summation over G means that the possible term with g + G = 0 is excluded in the
numerical calculation. Using a finite mesh /C, the HF orbital energy without any correction is computed as

N 1
eNie — (nk| Ho|nk) + o > (2 (iki, nk]ik;, nk) — (ik;, nk|nk, ik;)) )
k.e 1

where H refers to the single-particle component of the many body Hamiltonian.

In this paper, we focus on three-dimensional insulating systems with an indirect gap, i.e., 4k, — €ik; >
0,Vi,a,k;, k,. To simplify the analysis, we assume that the orbitals are exact at any k point and the number
of virtual orbitals are truncated to a finite number. In addition, we assume that the exact orbitals and orbital
energies in the TDL are smooth and periodic with respect to their momentum vector index k € Q*. This
assumption is a restriction in our current analysis. For systems free of topological obstructions [48,/49], these
conditions may be replaced by weaker ones using techniques based on Green’s functions, or Hamiltonians
defined in the atomic orbital basis instead of the band basis [50].

II.1. CCD theory

Based on the reference HF determinant |®), the CCD theory represents the wavefunction as
) =" |@),

1 i
T = N E E Tijab(kiakjaka)alkaabkbajkjaikm
K jab ki k; ko €K

where ajlk and a,x are creation and annihilation operators for ¢k, Tijas(ki, k;, ko) (commonly denoted as

t’fli‘“ﬁ{l;b in literature) is the normalized CCD double amplitude, and k;, € K is uniquely determined using the

crystal momentum conservation k; + k; — k, — ki € L*. The amplitude tensor TNe = (Tijan (ki  kj, kq))
is defined as the root of a nonlinear amplitude equation that consists of constant, linear and quadratic terms.



In practice, the amplitude equation can be solved using a quasi-Newton method [9,|51]], which is equivalent
to applying fixed point iteration to

1

T = - Aw (D). 3)

Nk . : . Ny Nk Nk _ Nk _ _Nk
Here e denotes a diagonal operator with entries &, Jk;akabky = ik, T Ejk; T Cak, — Eblky and

1/eNx gives the diagonal operator with 1/ sﬁg jk; ,aka,bk,- LNe operator An, (T) is referred to as the ERI-
contraction map (see the definition in Appendix [A)). It consists of contractions between ERIs and T, and
does not involve orbital energies. Note that both 7' and A, (T) are tensors indexed by (3,7, a,b) and
(ki, kj,kq) € K x K x K. The CCD correlation energy is then defined as

1
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where W;;a (ki, k;, k, ) denotes the antisymmetrized ERI, 2 (ik;, jk;|ak,, bky) — (ik;, jk;|bks, aky).

In the TDL with K — Q*, TN« = {T};4(ki, kj, ko) } with (ki, kj,ks) € K x K x K converges to
t« = {tijan(ki, kj, ko) }, where each ¢;;q5 (ki, kj, kq) is a function of (k;, k;, k,) in Q* x Q* x Q*. The
converged TDL amplitude ¢, satisfies a similar amplitude equation

1
t= mATDL(t)7 4)

where Arpr, can be obtained from Ay, by taking Nik Ykex — ‘71' Jo- dk with Ny — co. For example,
the 4-hole-2-particle (4h2p) linear term in [Ap, (T')]ijab(ki, k;j, ka) converges in Arp.(t) as

1 . .
N >N (kky, Iki|iki, jK;) Trias (Ke, ki, Ka)
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The image of Arp. is a set of functions of (k;, k;, k,) indexed by (3, j, a,b). The CCD correlation energy
in the TDL is defined in a similar way as

1
ERL = —— / dk; dk; dko Wijap (i, kj, Ko )tijan (Ki, Kj, Ka) = GroL ().
|Q | QF X Q*F xOQ*

Applying n steps of fixed point iteration over Eq.[(3)|and Eq.[(4)] with zero initial guess (i.e.,t = 0,7 = 0),
we obtain the CCD(n) amplitude and the CCD(n) energy,

Eelomy = Im(T2<) E&eS(ny = GroL(tn)
TN« = (M)t AN, (TN ) — tm= (™) " ArpL(tm—1) (6)
Tévk =0 to =0 '

CCD(n) is related to the perturbative description of CCD and consists of a subset of finite order perturbation
energy terms in the Mgller-Plesset perturbation theory. For example, CCD(1) can be identified with MP2,
and CCD(2) contains all the terms in MP2 and MP3, and a subset of terms in MP4.



One main result of this paper is the rigorous analysis of the finite-size error in CCD(n) calculation with
any fixed n > 0. If the fixed point iterations in both the finite and TDL cases converge to the CCD amplitudes
with n — oo, i.e., TN« — TNk and ¢, — t. (the technical definition of this convergence is provided in
Appendix [0), the finite-size error analysis for CCD(n) also applies to the converged CCD calculation. In
other words, we analyze the finite-size error in CCD calculation using a perturbative approach based on the
analysis on CCD(n).

II.2. Madelung constant correction

Ref. [41] shows that the finite-size errors in CCD(n) and CCD both scale as O(N, %) when assuming that
exact orbital energies are used in the amplitude equation Eq. The same finite-size scaling also appears
in Fock exchange energy and occupied orbital energy calculations. One common correction to reduce the
finite-size errors in the latter two calculations is to add a Madelung-constant shift [6, 47, |52] to the Ewald
kernel. This shift introduces a correction to all involved ERIs in the calculations as

(niki, noka|nsks, naka) — 0ning Onong Ok ks Okoks VK-

Such a correction is triggered only in ERIs which have fully matched orbital indices, i.e., n; = n3, no = ny,
and zero momentum transfer, i.e., k; = ks. The Madelung constant ¢ is defined uniquely by the unit cell
and the k-point mesh K as

—ola+G|?
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where Kq is a uniform mesh that is of the same size as K and contains q = 0 and L is the real-space lattice
associated with the the reciprocal-space lattice q + G with q € Kq, G € L. Note that £ does not vary with
respect to o > 0 [6] and this parameter o is commonly tuned to control the lattice cutoffs in the summation
over L* and L in Eq.|(7)|when numerically computing &.

For finite-size orbital energy calculation in Eq. the Madelung constant correction gives

®)

nk Nk

Ny . .
Nk _ €, T & misoccupied,
€k n is virtual.

For the ERI contractions in Ay, ('), this correction when applied will be triggered in six linear amplitude
terms (see Appendix [B.2). For example, the 4h2p linear term in Eq. can trigger the correction and be
modified to

1 o
N Z Z (kkp, Iki|iki, %) Thiao(Ki, ki, ka) — ET5jan (Ki, Ky Ka). Q)
k€K ki
Collecting the corrections to all the six terms together, Ay, (T) is modified to

Anp,e(T) = Any (T) + 26T (10)

In the finite-size CCD(n) and converged CCD calculations, the Madelung constant correction can be applied
to the orbital energies, ERI contractions, or both in the amplitude equation Eq. As aresult, we may have
three correction schemes compared to the standard calculation without any correction.



Particularly, applying the Madelung constant correction to both components gives the amplitude equation

1

1
T= m(ANk(T) +2T) = mANk;f(T)' (11)

It can be easily verified that this amplitude equation has the same solution as Eq.[(3)]without any correction.
Its CCD solution is thus identical to the one without correction. However, the associated CCD(n) calcula-
tion differs and can be interpreted as solving the original amplitude equation Eq. using a quasi-Newton
method that has a 2¢£-diagonal shift to the Jacobian matrix.

III. MAIN STATEMENTS

We start our error analysis with the CCD(n) calculation with a fixed number of iterations n > 0 and then
generalize the analysis to the fully converged CCD calculation. In CCD(n), the finite-size error is quantified

by Egglﬁ(n) - EéVC“D(n). According to Eq.[(6)] this error can be traced back to two sources: the difference in

energy operators, Grpr, versus Gy, , and the difference in amplitudes, ¢,, versus T,le k, Recall that t,, and T,le k
are the amplitudes of the system in TDL and finite-size cases, respectively. Let us consider the evaluation
map, denoted by M. This map evaluates a tensor-valued function, initially defined on the product space
QF x QF x 2, on a finite-sized grid K x I x K. Consequently, the values of the TDL amplitude ¢,, on this
finite-size grid, K x K x K, are given by Mt,, and are approximated by the finite-size amplitude 7)Vx.

By applying the triangle inequality, we can decompose the finite-size error into two distinct sources:
the errors arising from the discretized energy calculation using the exact amplitude Mt,,, and the errors
stemming from the amplitude calculation itself.

BN  — BN | <1600 (8) = G (Micta)]| + |G, (Mict) = G (T2)]

C
< |GroL(tn) — Gn (Mictn)| + N3 Z Z |[[Mictn — TN (i, k;, ka)| .
K ijab ki k; ke €K
(12)

Here we use the fact that |W; ;.5 (ki, k;, ke )| can be upper bounded uniformly by a constant.

To further break down the error in amplitude calculation, we note that ¢,, and TV« are recursively con-
structed by Eq. [(6)] with initial values t¢ = 0 and T(fv k = 0. As aresult, the error in the CCD(n) amplitude
calculation can also be recursively decomposed using the same strategy above as

1
Mty — TN = —— M ArpL(tn—1) — An, (Mictn—1)]

<TDL

1 1
+ An, Mty 1) LTT - ENk:|

1
+ & [ANk(MKtn—l) - ANk(Tév_kl)] : (13)

The three error terms from this dissection can be interpreted as the errors in ERI contractions using exact
CCD(n — 1) amplitudes, orbital energies, and CCD(n — 1) amplitude calculation composed with Ap;,,

respectively. For the last term, it can be shown that entries in Ay, (Mxtn—1) — An, (Tévj‘l) have the same
scaling with respect to Ny as those in Mt,,—1 — T,lej‘l. Replacing the last term by Mt,,—1 — Tévfl and
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applying the dissection recursively, we find that the error in the CCD(n) amplitude calculation is determined
by those in the ERI contractions and orbital energies, i.e., the first two terms in Eq.

Overall, the finite-size error of CCD(n) calculation can be decomposed into errors in three basic factors:
(1) energy calculation using exact CCD(n) amplitude, (2) ERI contractions using exact CCD(n — 1) ampli-
tude, and (3) orbital energies. This error decomposition is also valid when applying the Madelung constant
correction to orbital energies (Eq. or ERI contractions (Eq.[(T0)). By analyzing these three error sources
with or without corrections separately, we can obtain the finite-size error estimate for CCD(n) with various
correction schemes. )

The Madelung constant correction can reduce the finite-size error in orbital energies from O(N,_ *) to
O(N, 1). This correction is at the HF level. One main technical result of this work is to show that the
Madelung constant correction can also reduce the finite-size error in most (but not all) entries of the ERI

_1
contraction (note that M Arpr(t) — An, (Mt) is a tensor) from O(N,_*) to O(N,_ '), see Section [V.2
As a result, when applying the Madelung constant correction to both orbital energies and ERI contractions
in the CCD(n) calculation, the overall finite-size error can be successfully reduced to O(N, b,

Theorem 1. In CCD(n) calculation, the finite-size error in the correlation energy scales as O(Nl:‘%) in
each of the following scenarios (1) there is no finite-size correction, (2) the Madelung constant correction
is only applied to the ERI contraction Ay, , and (3) the Madelung constant correction is only applied to the
orbital energy 51]:[11:

When the Madelung constant correction is applied to both A, and Eﬁl{‘ in the CCD(n) calculation, the

overall finite-size error scales as O(N,_ ).
As a special case, the same conclusion applies to MP3 calculations.

Proof. See Appendix[Bl O

Now what happens to the finite-size error of the CCD calculation as n — oo? For gapless and small-gap
systems, it has been observed in practice that the fixed point iteration might not converge or the amplitude
equation might have multiple solutions. While we focus on systems with an indirect gap, it is worth noting
that even in such favorable scenarios, existence and uniqueness of solutions to the CCD amplitude equations
in both finite and TDL cases remain an open question and are beyond the scope of this paper.

To study the finite-size error of CCD via the above results on CCD(n), we make additional technical as-
sumptions (see Appendix [C) that can guarantee the convergence of CCD(n) to CCD. Under these assump-
tions, we show that the finite-size scaling of CCD calculation is upper bounded by those of its associated
converging CCD(n) calculations. Numerical observations (see Section [V)) further show that this finite-size
scaling estimate through CCD(n) is asymptotically sharp for CCD calculation with the Madelung constant
correction applied to orbital energies, ERI contractions, or both.

Theorem 2. (Informal) Under additional conditions on the convergence of CCD(n) to CCD, the finite-size
error of the CCD correlation energy scales as O(N,_ %) in each of the following scenarios (1) the Madelung
constant correction is only applied to the ERI contraction Ay, (2) the Madelung constant correction is only
applied to the orbital energy 51]:[11:

When the Madelung constant correction is applied to both Ay, and 67]:]11{‘ in the CCD calculation, the

overall finite-size error scales as O(N ').
Compared to Theorem[Il TheoremPldoes not address the finite-size error of the CCD calculation when no
finite-size correction is applied. The natural conclusion from Theorem[dlis that this finite-size scaling should

-1 . . . . . . . .
be O(N, ?) as well. However, this error estimate is loose and inconsistent with the numerical observations
which suggest an inverse volume scaling. To obtain a tight estimate, we now use the observation that the
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CCD calculation without any correction is equivalent to the CCD calculation with the Madelung constant
correction applied to both ERI contractions and orbital energies. Specifically, when applying the Madelung
constant corrections Eq. [(8) and Eq. the CCD amplitude equation in Eq. can be formulated as

(M€ +26) T = An (T) + 26T = ™T = Ay, (T).

With 2€T on both sides cancelling each other, this reformulation is exactly reduced to the original ampli-
tude equation Eq. without corrections. Therefore, the roots of the two amplitude equations with and
without the corrections are the same, and the correlation energy in converged CCD calculation without any
corrections is the same as that with the Madelung constant correction. In other words, when investigating
the finite-size error of CCD calculation without corrections, we should apply Theorem[2] with the Madelung
constant correction applied to both Ay, and af:[ll(‘ This yields a sharp estimate O(N,_ 1) and explains the
origin of the inverse volume scaling of the finite-size error.

Corollary 3. Under the same additional conditions as in Theorem[2 the finite-size error of the CCD corre-
lation energy without finite-size correction scales as (’)(lel).

We provide the proof of Theorem[2lin Appendix[C] and Corollary[B]follows directly from Theorem[2]and
the reasonings above.

IV. KEY IDEAS

As demonstrated in the previous section, the finite-size errors in CCD(n) and CCD calculations can be
reduced to the errors in three simpler basic calculations: energy calculation using exact amplitudes, ERI
contraction using exact amplitudes, and orbital energies. A key observation is that the finite-size errors in all
the three calculations can be interpreted and analyzed from a numerical quadrature perspective.

For a function g over a hypercube V', we denote a (generalized) trapezoidal rule using a uniform mesh X’
of V and its quadrature error as

vl
Qo ¥) = 7 2 ol

xeX
Ev(g.X) = /V dxg(x) — Qv (g, X).

Under the assumption of exact orbitals at any k point in finite-size calculation, the errors in (1) orbital energy,
(2) energy, and (3) ERI contraction Ay, can be respectively formulated by their definitions as

1
EILEL - 6712[}1: = |Q* | gﬂ* <Z Wi’ﬂi’ﬂ (kiu k7 ki)u IC) 9

gTDL( ) gNk (MICt) |3 SQ X Q*F X Q* ZWuabtzyab(kzu k]ak ) KxKxK ) (14)

ijab

IQ*

M/CATDL( ) .ANk (M}ct) |Q*|8Q* <Z <I€kk, lkl|lkz,jkj> tklab(kk7kl7ka)7lc> + .-
kl

For ERI contraction in the last line, the error is denoted by a tensor with indices (i, j, a, b, ki, k;, k), and
the error for the 4h2p linear term Eq.[(3)]is detailed with kj, being the integration variable. Meanwhile, terms
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not shown account for errors from computing other linear and quadratic amplitude terms. From a numerical
quadrature perspective, all the three finite-sized calculations approximate the corresponding integrals in the
TDL using the trapezoidal rule and a finite mesh K to discretize 2*. Therefore, their finite-size errors can
be estimated systematically by quadrature error analysis.

In general, the quadrature error associated with a trapezoidal rule is influenced by the integrand’s smooth-
ness and boundary conditions. If we take Ah as the mesh size along each dimension, the quadrature error
for a smooth integrand is typically of order O(Ah?). Interestingly, if the integrand is also periodic, the error
diminishes much more rapidly than it does in a nonperiodic scenario. The decay rate is faster than any finite
power of Ah, showcasing a super-algebraic decay [53]. However, for an integrand periodic but marked by
singularities, its quadrature error tends to taper off at a slower rate.

For quadrature errors in Eq. the involved integrands are all periodic across their integration domains.
However, many of these integrands have singularities within the domains, affecting the scaling of their
quadrature errors. As to be demonstrated next, these integrands include point singularities arising from both
ERIs and amplitudes, resulting in low-order power-law decay of the corresponding quadrature errors as Ny
increases.

IV.1. Singularity structure and quadrature error estimate

All the quadrature errors in Eq. have integrands comprising of either ERIs or contractions between
ERIs and exact CCD(n) amplitudes. The integration variables are momentum vectors sampled in the Bril-
louin zone *. Consequently, understanding the singularity structure of ERIs and exact CCD(n) amplitudes
with respect to their momentum vector indices is crucial in comprehending the singularity structure of these
integrands and ultimately estimating the quadrature error in the three basic calculations.

First consider a generic ERI (n1kj, noks|nsks, nsky) with fixed band indices (n1,n2,n3,n4) and treat
it as a function of ky, ko, and q = k3 — ky in 2*. By its definition, the ERI can be separated as

AT Onikin (k1+q) (O)Qn ka,n4(k2—q) (0) AT e
k k k k) — —_ Fmkins(k 2ko,ng(ka = ) 15
<TL1 1,72 2|TL3 3,14 4> |Q| |q|2 + |Q| Z |q+G_|2 ( )

GelL*\{0}

Since we assume all orbitals 1, periodic and smooth with respect to k € Q*, this ERI has a point singularity
at q = 0 only due to the first fraction term. Specifically, this term is of fractional form f(k1,ks,q)/|q|?
with a smooth numerator f. As can be verified by direct calculation, such a fraction term can have its point
singularity at g = O described by the following general concept called algebraic singularity.

Definition 4. (Informal) A function f(x) has algebraic singularity of order v € R at xq € R if everty I-th

order derivatives near xg is bounded asymptotically by |x — xo|77, i.e.,

6(1
‘8—0‘ (x)| < Clx —xo/77 1o, Ve > 0,
X

where o denotes a non-negative d-dimensional derivative multi-index. For brevity, f is said to be singular
at xq with order ~y. See Definition[8in Appendix for the rigorous mathematical definition.

A representative example of such a singular function with order 7 is g(x)/|x|* where g(x) is smooth and
scale as O(|x|?>T7) near x = 0. Using orbital orthogonality, the generic ERI exhibits singularities at ¢ = 0
with order 0 when band indices mismatch (ny # n3, no # ng), —1 when partially match (ny = ng, ny # ngq
or ny # ng, Ny = Nyg), and —2 when fully match (n; = n3, ny = ny).
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We can now characterize the singularity structure of integrand Zl Winin (K;, k, k;) defined by orbital
energy PV in Eq. Fixing (n,k), the leading singularity in each W;,i, (k;, k,k;) (as a function of
k;) comes from the exchange term (ik;, nk|nk, ik;) which has algebraic singularity at k; = k with order 0
when i # n and —2 when i = n. In computing TP, the overall integrand is thus singular at k; = k with
order O for a virtual band n and —2 for an occupied band n.

For such periodic functions with one point of algebraic singularity, the conventional textbook analysis
of the trapezoidal rule is overly pessimistic. A key technical tool in this work is Lemma [3] below, which
provides a rigorous and sharp quadrature error estimate linking its error scaling to the singularity order. (See

Lemmal2]in Appendix for a more general statement.)

Lemma 5. Let f(x) be periodic with respect to V = [~ 114 and smooth everywhere except at x = 0 with
ordery > —d+ 1. Atx = 0, f(x) is set to 0. The quadrature error of a trapezoidal rule using an m®-sized

uniform mesh X that contains x = 0 can be estimated as
Ev (f, )] < Cm~ (7).
If £(0) is set to an O(1) value in the calculation, it introduces additional O(m~%) quadrature error.

1
Combining this error estimate with the integrand singularity structure for orbital energies (with m = N2,
d = 3, and v = —2, 0 for occupied and virtual orbitals, respectively), we obtain the finite-size error estimate
for orbital energy calculation as

TDL Ny
€nk T Enk

_1
<C Nk_f n%s o.ccupied ' (16)
N~ nisvirtual

To adapt the above approach for examining energy and ERI contraction calculations with exact amplitude,
we need to characterize the singularity structure of the exact CCD(n) amplitude entries. First we note that
the exact CCD(1) amplitude is just the MP2 amplitude

{<aka7 bky|ik;, jk;) (EszDq;Iijj,aka,bkb)il} .

As a function of (k;, k;, k,), each CCD(1) amplitude entry indexed by (3, j, a, b) has the same singularity
structure as the included ERI term which is singular at k, — k; = 0 with order 0. It turns out that the exact
CCD(n) amplitude with any n > 0 all has the same singularity structure as (ak,, bky|ik;, jk;).

Lemma 6 (Singularity structure of the amplitude, Lemma 4 in [41]). In CCD(n) calculation with n > 0,
each entry of the exact double amplitude t,, = {[ty]ijab (i, k;, ko )} belongs to the following function space
T(Q") = {f(kl-, k;, ko) : f is periodic with respect to k;, k;, k, € QF,
f is smooth everywhere except at k, = k; with algebraic singularity of order 0,
f is smooth with respect to k;, k; at the singularity kq, = ki}.
Combining the above singularity structure characterizations of ERIs and exact CCD(n) amplitudes, we

are able to analyze the integrands for energy and ERI contraction calculations in Eq. Take the CCD(n)
exchange energy term as an example whose finite-size error can be formulated as

1 . .
—W&)*xmxﬂ* Z (iks, jkj|bks, aka) tijap (ki  kj, ka), K X K x K ],

ijab
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with integration variables (k;, k;, k). For each set of (4, j, a, b), both the associated ERI and exact ampli-
tude in the integrand exhibit an algebraic singularity of order 0 at k, —k; = 0 and k, —k; = 0, respectively.
For such a product of two functions with algebraic singularities, we also provide a rigorous quadrature error
estimate similar to Lemma[3 Specifically for all the integrands in the energy and ERI contraction calcu-
lations, their quadrature errors are determined by the most singular product components in the integrand.
The quadrature error scaling still scales as m~(?*7) similar to Lemma [3]but with - denoting the minimum
algebraic singularity order of all ERIs and exact amplitudes.

For the exchange term above, all involved ERIs and exact amplitudes have point singularities of order
0, and similar for the direct term. Thus, we can get the finite-size error estimate for the energy calculation
using exact CCD(n) amplitude as

|GroL(t) — G (Mict)| < CN ' a7

Similar analysis is also applicable to ERI contractions using exact amplitudes. The key distinction lies
in the fact that the ERI contractions involve integrands formed by ERIs with stronger singularities, such as
those defined by particle-particle or hole-hole diagrams. A prominent example is the 4h2p linear term in
Eq.[(5)l where the involved ERI (kky, [k;|ik;, jk;) exhibits an algebraic singularity of order —2 at k;, = k;
whenk =iand! = j. Consequergtly, as per the above analysis, the finite-size error in the 4h2p linear term
calculation alone scales as O(NN,_ *). This error turns out to dominate the overall finite-size error in the ERI
contraction calculation, and we have

[MicAroL (1) — An (M) (ki kyy ka)| < ONS, Viij,ab, Vi kg ke € K. (18)

IV.2. Madelung constant correction as a quadrature error reduction method

To reduce the quadrature error for a singular integrand, one common numerical quadrature technique is
the singularity subtraction method [45]. Essentially, this method involves constructing an auxiliary function
h that possesses the same leading singularity as the integrand g. The integral is then approximated as:

NM — X X X
/deg<x>~| Nl h><>+/dh<>

xeX 14
—m X x—M X
—|X|;9”+</Vd W};{)m ). (19)

This approximation consists of the numerical quadrature of g — h and the exact integral of hA (which can
be computed analytically or numerically with high precision). It is also equivalent to adding a correction
Ev (h, X) to the numerical quadrature of g. By this correction, the quadrature error changes from Ey (g, X)
to Ev (g — h, X). Since h removes the leading singularity of g in the subtraction g — h, &y (g — h, X) can
be asymptotically smaller than &y (g, X).

The Madelung constant defined in Eq.|(7)|can be reformulated using an arbitrary o > 0 as

ola+G|?

1 |Q2*] 4 e~ 4
€=~ /“dq = | S mriarer o). 20)

qceky /) Gel*
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Compared to Eq.|(19)} this representation connects ¢ to the singularity subtraction correction defined by an
auxiliary function

—ola+G|?

4 e
hol@) = > o ran
&= 190 la+ Gl

The effectiveness of the Madelung constant correction to reduce the finite-size error can be rigorously ex-
plained by this connection.

Taking the occupied orbital energy €,k as an example, its exchange portion leads to the dominant finite-
size error and the associated Madelung constant correction modifies the calculation as (with a change of
variable k;, — k — q)

Nik 3 <Z (i(k — ), nk|nki(k — q>>> "3

Qg i

Comparing this calculation with Eq. and Eq. the Madelung constant correction exactly uses the
auxiliary function h,(q) to remove the leading singularity (i.e., 47/|Q||q|~2) of the target integrand, and
thus reduces the associated finite-size error asymptotically to O(N, h.

One major technical contribution of this paper is to rigorously prove the effectiveness of the Madelung
constant correction for reducing the finite-size error in the ERI contractions calculations following the same
singularity subtraction interpretation. For instance, consider the 4h2p linear term calculation in Eq.|(5)|with
any fixed entry index (i, 7, a, b, ki, k;, ko). Using the change of variable k;, — k; — q, this term with the
Madelung constant correction can be detailed as

1 . .
D <Z <k<ki—q),l(kj+q>|zki,ka>tmb<ki—q,kj+q,ka>> — &tijan (ki Ky, ko). 21)
qelq kl

The leading singularity of the integrand comes from the product with (k, 1) = (¢, j). In this product, the ERI
is singular at ¢ = O with order —2 and the amplitude is singular at q = k; — k, with order 0. The correction
in Eq. defines a singularity subtraction with auxiliary function h,(q)t;jas(ki, kj, ko). This auxiliary
function shares exactly the same leading singularity as the integrand at q = 0 due to the ERI term, i.e.,

a1

Similar to the orbital energy analysis, the finite-size error in this 4h2p linear entry can be reduced to O (N, b.
However, the key difference here is that this error reduction is the case only for most but not all the amplitude
entries. The exception is when the amplitude singularity q = k, —k; is close or equal to the ERI singularity
q = 0, i.e., when computing an ERI contraction entry whose momentum vector indices k; and k, are close
or identical. In the worst case when k; = k,, the two singularities overlap and the finite-size error of such

4h2p linear entry can be shown to be still of scale O(N, 5 ). Similar analysis also applies to other terms in
the ERI contraction calculation.

To summarize, the Madelung constant correction does not uniformly reduce the finite-size errors in the
ERI contraction tensor. This is the case for the 4h2p linear term and also for other terms in the ERI con-
traction. More precisely, we have the following technical error estimate (see Lemma[l1lin Appendix for the
general statement and proof).
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Lemma 7 (Error in ERI contractions). The finite-size error in the ERI contractions using exact CCD(n)
amplitude t,, with the Madelung constant correction in Eq.[(10)| satisfies

i a0
M Arpr(tn) — ANk,E(M/Ctn)]ijab (ki kj, ko)| < O el

3

Nk ) Qia = 0 7
where q;q = ko — k; + Go with Gy € L* chosen such that q;, € Q.

As a result of this nonuniform error reduction, the maximum entrywise finite-size error in the CCD(n)

_1
amplitude calculation Mct,, — TV« with the Madelung constant correction remains O(N,_*). However,
the average entrywise error satisfies the bound

1
N_ﬁz Z ’[M/Ctn _Té\]k]ijab(kivkjvka)’ < ONk_l-
ijab kiyk]‘,kaelc

From the error decomposition in Eq.[(T2)] such a refined bound is sufficient for our finite-size error analysis.
Therefore the Madelung constant correction to the ERI contraction and the orbital energies can effectively
reduce the finite-size error in the overall CCD(n) energy calculation to O(N,_ ').

V. NUMERICAL EXAMPLES

To validate the above theoretical analysis, we conduct CCD and CCD(n) calculations on a 3D periodic
system of hydrogen dimers. One hydrogen dimer is positioned at the center of each cubic unit cell with an
edge length of 6 Bohr in the z-direction, and a separation distance of 1.8 Bohr. For each uniform mesh /C,
we perform an HF calculation on /C to obtain the orbitals and orbital energies. We then perform CCD and
CCD(n) calculations under four distinct settings, each with a different combination of the Madelung con-
stant correction to the orbital energies and the ERI contractions in the amplitude equation. Specifically, we
compute CCD and CCD(n) with both corrections, the correction to the orbital energies alone,the correction
to the ERI contractions alone, and without any corrections. All the calculations are carried out using the
PySCF package [46] with a minimal basis set gth-szv.

Figure[V.I]illustrates the numerical results of the CCD(1), CCD(2), CCD(3), and converged CCD calcula-
tions. For CCD(1), which is identical to MP2, we have Ty = 0 and the Madelung constant correction to the
ERI contractions has no effect. As a result, the curves for the calculations with and without this correction
are identical. For CCD(2) and higher, the four correction settings produce distinct curves. Only the CCD(n)
calculation with both corrections exhibits convergence rate of O(N,_ 1), while the other three calculations

have convergence rates of O(N, 5 ). This highlights the importance of taking into account the Madelung
constant correction to both the orbital energies and ERI contractions in higher-level CCD(n) calculations.
As CCD(n) converges to CCD, the difference between the calculation with both corrections and the one
without any corrections gradually diminishes to zero, and the finite-size error satisfies the inverse volume
scaling.

VI. DISCUSSION

Recent years have witnessed significant progresses in leveraging wavefunction methods to study solids.
One important driver of this trend is the potential of these methods to provide systematically improvable
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Figure V.1. Convergence of the CCD(1), CCD(2), CCD(3), and CCD correlation energies for a 3D periodic system
of hydrogen dimers with increasing Nx. The settings are distinguished by the presence or absence of the Madelung

constant correction to the orbital energies (“52’1‘:’5”) and the ERI contraction (“An, ¢”). In (a)-(d), the dashed curves
1

1 1
show the power-law fitting using Co + C1.N,. ® and data points IV} = 3,4, 5 for the two cases with partial Madelung
1

constant correction. Subfigures (e)-(h) plot the curve fittings using NV, * and N, ! over the calculations with correction
to both components, numerically corroborating the inverse volume scaling.

results. Among the simplest post-HF methods, MP2 has been applied to increasingly large periodic systems
along with the development of efficient implementations utilizing density fitting and parallelization tech-
niques [16,23]. Notably, the next order method, MP3, has also been applied to periodic systems recently for
the first time [24]. Though computationally much more expensive, CC theory has also gained momentum
in this context. It is being increasingly employed to compute ground state and band structures for a variety
of solid materials including insulators and metallic systems [17-19, 22, 25]. Furthermore, related theories
such as equation-of-motion coupled-cluster theory, GW method, and algebraic diagrammatic construction
theory also start their utilizations in computing excited state properties of solids [20, 21, 24]. Due to the
omnipresence of finite-size effects, as wavefunction methods continue to be increasingly applied to periodic
systems, the importance of developing a thorough understanding of finite-size effects becomes even more
pronounced.

In this work, we fill a gap in understanding the finite-size error in periodic coupled cluster calculation
for insulating systems. Notably, we reveal an unexpected inverse volume scaling of this error in CCD
calculation. This behavior manifests even in the absence of any finite-size correction schemes, owing to an
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error cancellation. Our findings, together with the methodologies employed in this study, provide valuable
insights for practitioners, method developers, and theorists.

For practitioners, when applying computational quantum chemistry methods to periodic systems, reducing
finite-size errors using techniques such as power-law extrapolation requires an in-depth understanding of
the error scaling. This is particularly important when calculations are constrained to small-sized systems
due to the steep increase of the computational cost with respect to the system size and limited resources.
Many production-level quantum chemistry packages that support periodic systems use certain finite-size
corrections to reduce errors in the HF exchange energy calculation and the HF orbital energies. For instance,
the truncated Coulomb correction scheme [54, /53] can be applied to insulating systems, so that the finite-size
error in orbital energies decays super-algebraically with respect to NVx. However, our analysis shows that
if this correction is only applied to the orbital energy but without any correction to ERI contractions, the
finite-size error of the correlation energy deteriorates from inverse volume scaling to inverse length scaling.
This is also a finding consistent with numerical observations.

For method developers, a key aspect of our result is the connection between the Madelung constant cor-
rection and the singularity subtraction method. This relationship serves not just as a crucial element in our
theoretical proof, but also points towards new methods for further finite-size error reduction. The Madelung
constant correction operates as a one-shot correction, while the singularity subtraction method can be sys-
tematically improved to reduce the finite-size error. Our analysis and correction schemes can also be ex-
tended to more advanced coupled cluster theories such as coupled cluster singles and doubles (CCSD),
and coupled cluster singles, doubles and triples (CCSDT). Exploring the finite-size error in lower dimen-
sional systems, such as magic angle twisted bilayer graphene (MATBG) that requires a different form of
the Coulomb kernel [4, [56], can lead to different finite-size scaling patterns and novel correction schemes.
Going beyond finite-size corrections, the singularity structure of the amplitude, as outlined Lemma [0l may
be of independent interest. The singularity structure imposes important analytic constraints that should be
taken into account when developing efficient numerical methods for compressing the CC amplitude tensor.

For theorists, several critical questions persist: How can finite-size error analysis be integrated with the
study of complete basis limits to tackle basis set dependence? How should the finite-size error behavior
in metallic systems be analyzed, especially when the orbital energy difference in the denominator could
vanish? Can the scope of finite-size analysis be broadened to include more complex systems like disordered
systems and finite-temperature alloys? These questions present a fertile ground for future research.
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Appendix A: CCD amplitude equation

In this section, we use a capital letter to denote an index pair consisting of the orbital index and the k-
index. For instance, I = (i,k;), J = (j, k;), A = (a,k,) etc. Weuse P € {I,J, K, L} to refer to
occupied orbitals (a.k.a., holes) and P € {A, B,C, D} to refer to unoccupied orbitals (a.k.a., particles).
Any summation ) ,, refers to summing over all occupied or virtual orbital indices p and all momentum
vectors k,, € K while the crystal momentum conservation is enforced according to the summand. This
notation is used only in this section to simplify the notation and also to connect the equations to those in the
molecular case [9] for better readability.

Using a finite mesh K of size N, the normalized CCD amplitude TV« = {T};q0 (ki  kj, ko) } == {t1P}
with k;, k;, ko € K is defined as the solution of the amplitude equation

1

177 = A (L) 145
€1JAB
1
= —— | (AB|I])+ P < kat$B — anﬁ;}?)
€1JAB c K

1 KL,AB 1 AB,CD
+ — g twr + — g t
Ny - X1J UKL Ny 2 Xcblry

1
+7:(Mzux%—xém%—xfgt%—xéfft%)], VILJAB, (AD)
KC

where aé\f}‘AB = sf\{:‘ + Eﬁ(‘; - sfl\ﬁ‘a - af)\{{‘;, [An.(D1raB = [Ang (T))ijavr (ki  kj, k), and P is a permu-
tation operator defined as P(- - - )28 = (- )28 4 (- .- )BA . This reformulation of CCD amplitude equation
is derived from the CCSD amplitude equation in [30] by removing all the terms related to single amplitudes

and normalizing the involved ERIs and amplitudes (which gives the extra 1 /Ny factor in the equation and
the intermediate blocks). The intermediate blocks in the equation are defined as

1
Kb =——3 3 (2(KL|CD) — (KL|DC)) 47,
k KLD
1
K CcD
"= 32 LECD (2(KL|CD) — (KL|DC)) t7/”,

1
XA = (KLILT) + 5= 3" (KLICD) 157
k
CD
Xé&p = (AB|CD)

1
Xie' = <AK|IC>+mZ(2 (LK|DC) — (LK|CD)) ;i — (LK|DC) 7},
LD

1
xer = (AK|CT) — Ny > (LE[CD) 1,
LD

and their momentum vector indices also assume the crystal momentum conservation
Q *
kp — ky, — kg € L7,
Xpo — kp + kg — kr — kg € L.
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In the TDL, the amplitude equation for the exact amplitude . = {t;;as(ki, kj, ko)} := {t£P} as func-
tions of k;, k;, k, € ©* can be formulated by letting X in Eq.[(AT)|converge to Q* as

1
t7F = —5— [ArL(t)] 148
1JAB
1
= 5 | (ABILD) + P | > _sdtiP = > st
IJAB C K

1 1
g | e S g [k Sy
k. ) ed

1
o (s L, ot - i 5 )| wraan

kc
(A2)
where the intermediate blocks in the TDL are defined as
1
K = _W/ dki dk; Y (2(KL|CD) — (KL|DC)) 7,
Q* xQ*

kld

1
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led

1
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1
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Appendix B: Proof of Theorem 1]

Restatement of Theorem[Il In CCD(n) calculation, the finite-size error in the correlation energy scales as
O(Nk_%) in each of the following scenarios (1) there is no finite-size correction, (2) the Madelung constant
correction is only applied to the ERI contraction Ay, and (3) the Madelung constant correction is only
applied to the orbital energy 57]:[11(‘

When the Madelung constant correction is applied to both Ay, and 57]:]1‘(‘ in the CCD(n) calculation, the

overall finite-size error scales as O(N,_ ).
As a special case, the same conclusion applies to MP3 calculations.

B.1. Proof Outline

The main context of this paper has provided a brief description of the main proof idea. In this proof,
we will recap some of the equations and concepts discussed before to make it self-contained. The proofs
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of Theorem [l for CCD(n) calculations with various types of corrections are based on the error splitting in

Eq. and Eq.[(13)} i.e.,

’Echﬁ(n) = Eltom| < 19mL(tn) = Gn (Micta)| + C | Mictn = T[] (B1)
1
Mty — TN = L [MicArtpL(tn-1) — An (Mictn-1)]
1 1
+ An, Mictn—1) LTT - ETJ
1
+ eNic [ANk(M’Ctn—l) - 'ANk(Trjzv—kl)} : (B2)

Note that the amplitude error here is measured in the average norm as

1
1T = el > Y ITjan(ki kj ka)l -

k ki kj,ka€K ijab

The finite-size error in CCD(n) calculation is thus decomposed into the error in energy calculation using
exact amplitude, the error in ERI contractions, the error in orbital energies, and the error accumulated from
previous iteration. The latter three errors together make up of the error in amplitude calculation. The error
in energy calculation using exact amplitude is studied previously in Ref. [41]. For completeness, we provide
a brief review of the main results below.

Brief review of error in energy calculation with exact amplitude

One basic observation is that this error in CCD(n) calculation can be interpreted as the quadrature error
of a specific trapezoidal rule as

|GroL(tn) — OGN (Mictn)| = ﬁgﬂ*xﬂ*xﬂ* Z(Wijab[tn]ijab)a KxKExK]]. (B3)
ijab
Since both Wjqp and [ty ]ijas are periodic with respect to k;, kj, k, € Q*, the asymptotic scaling of this
quadarture error depends on the smoothness of these two components that constitute the integrand.

A general ERI (n1ky, noka|nsks, nyky) can be viewed as a function of momentum vectors k;, ko and
its momentum transfer vector q = ks — ky. This function is periodic with respect to each variable in 2* and
its definition in Eq.|(1)|can be decomposed as

_l’__

4_7T @n1k1,n3(k1+q) (0)é2712k27n4(k2—cﬂ (O) 4w Z C . (B4)
1€2] lal 1€2] la+ Gl

GelL*\{0}

The numerators of all the fractions are smooth with respect to k1, ko,  (note the assumption that 1, (r) is
smooth with respect to k). Therefore, this ERI example is smooth with respect to k;, ko and has one point
singularity in 2* with respect to q at q = 0, which is due to the first fraction term. For any fixed k;, k;, this
point singularity can be characterized using the concept of algebraic singularity of certain orders.
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Definition 8 (Algebraic singularity for univariate functions). A function f(x) has algebraic singularity of
order v € R at xo € RY if there exists § > 0 such that

8&
‘@ (X)‘ < Coslx — x| 1o, V0 < |x — xg| < 6, Yo > 0,

where the constant Cq, 5 depends on § and the non-negative d-dimensional derivative multi-index o For
brevity, f is also said to be singular at xo of order .

The numerator of the first fraction in Eq. scales as O(|q|®) with s € {0, 1,2} near q = 0 using the
orbital orthogonality. The value of s depends on the relation between orbital indices (11, n2) and (ns, n4).
As a result, the algebraic singularity of the ERI example above at q = 0 with any fixed k;, ko has order in
{-=2,—1,0}. In addition, to connect this singularity with varying k1, ks € Q*, we introduce the algebraic
singularity with respect to one variable for a multivariate function.

Definition 9 (Algebraic singularity for multivariate functions). A function f(x,y) is smooth with respect to
y € Vy C R% for any fixed x and has algebraic singularity of order ~ with respect to X at xo € R%= if
there exists 6 > 0 such that

o= 0B
‘ax—a (Wf(xay)>‘ g Oa,ﬁ.,5|x_x0|v_|a|7 Y0 < |X_X0| < 5aVy S VvaawB 2 07

where constant Co, g 5 depends on 6, o and (. Compared to the univariate case in Definition ) the key
additions are the shared algebraic singularity of partial derivatives over y at x = X of order v and the
independence of Ca,g,s ony € Vy.

By this definition, the ERI example is smooth everywhere with respect to k;, k;,q € Q* exceptatq = 0
of order v € {—2,—1,0}. Specifically, the order ~ equals to —2, —1 and 0, respectively, when the orbital
indices are fully matched, i.e., n1 = ng3,ny = ny, partially matched, i.e., ny = ng,no # ng or ny; #
ng,No = nyg, and not matched, i.e., n1 # ns,ne # ng. If treating the ERI example as a function of
ki, ko, k3 instead, we equivalently claim that the function is singular at k; = k3 of order ~.

One key result in [41] is the singularity structure characterization for the exact CCD(n) amplitude ¢,
which is essential for estimating the quadrature error in Eq. It turns out that that each exact amplitude
entry [tn]ijap (i, kj, ko) with any n > 0 has one point of algebraic singularity of order 0 at k, — k; = 0,
sharing a similar singularity structure as the ERI (ik;, jk;|ak,, bksy) or the exact MP2/CCD(1) amplitude
entry (Egl?i%jkj,aka,bkb)_l (aka, bkplik;, jk;).

Restatement of Lemmal6l(Singularity structure of the amplitude, Lemma4 in [41]). In CCD(n) calculation
with n > 0, each entry of the exact double amplitude t,, belongs to the following function space

T(Q*) = {f(ki, k;,k,) : f is periodic with respect to k;, k;, ko, € QF,
f is smooth everywhere except at k, = k; with algebraic singularity of order 0,

f is smooth with respect to k;, k; at the singularity kq, = ki}.

Based on the above singularity structures of ERIs and exact amplitudes, the integrand in the energy calcu-
lation in Eq. [(B3)|consists of products of periodic functions where each has one point singularity of order 0.
(Recall that W44 is the antisymmetrized ERI and consists of two ERIs that can be treated separately.) We
provide a sharp quadrature error bound for trapezoidal rules over periodic functions in such a product form,

and its application to Eq. gives
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Lemma 10 (Energy error with exact amplitude, Lemma 5 in [41]]). In CCD(n) calculation with any n. > 0,
the finite-size error in the energy calculation using exact amplitude t,, can be estimated as

Gror(tn) — G (Mictn)| < ON T,

where constant C depends on t,,.

Error in amplitude calculation

Based on the error splitting in Eq. analysis of the error in amplitude calculation is reduced to esti-
mating the two main error terms M Arpy(t) — An, (Mt) and ] DF — aﬁ[f:, and understanding how Ay,
amplifies the amplitude error Mct,—1 — Tévfl from the previous iteration.

Like the energy calculation, the errors in ERI contractions and orbital energies consist of specific quadra-
ture errors. In both cases, we can show that the Madelung constant correction is connected to certain singu-

larity subtraction methods and can significantly reduce the corresponding dominant quadrature errors.

Lemma 11 (Error in ERI contractions). In CCD(n) calculation with any n. > 0, the finite-size error in the
ERI contractions using exact amplitude t,, without any corrections has its entries bounded as

1
‘[MIC-ATDL(tn) — Ay (Mictn)]jap (Kis ki ko) | S CNy 2, (B5)
The Madelung constant correction reduces this error as
arNe’ a#0
[ Mic AL (tn) = AvieeMicta)] 0 (ir ks ko) | < €4 97 , (B6)
Ny s q=20

where q = k, — k; + Go with Gg € IL* chosen such that q € Q*. In both cases, constant C' depends on t,,
but not on the entry index (i, j, a,b) and (k;, k., kq) € K x K x K.
Remark 12. The prefactor 1/|q|* in the above estimate is important when q € Kq is near the origin. For

_1
example, if ki, k, € K are adjacent to each other, |q| is of scale O(N,_ *) and the estimate in Lemma

_1
suggests an error bound of scale O(N,_*?).

Lemma 13 (Error in orbital energies). The finite-size error in orbital energies without any corrections is
bounded as

TDL Nk
Enk — Enk

_1
<C {Nk 3 nis occupied
X .

lel n is virtual
The Madelung constant correction reduces this error as

TDL Ny, ¢ -1
Enk —Enk | SON

In both cases, constant C'is independent of the entry index n, k € K.

Note that there are three multipliers for the three error terms in the amplitude error splitting Eq. [(B2)
These prefactors are bounded by constants independent of NVy. First, the orbital energy difference in Eq.
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satisfies [ej0" i i, i, | = 264 by the assumed indirect gap £, — €0k > €4 > 0. Second, since A, (7))
consists of constant, linear and quadratic terms of 7', a stralghtforward estimate shows (e.g., using Lemma 7
in [41]) that

bt ek [ An (Mictn)]ijan (kis kj, ka)| < C' max [tn)iganllT oo (@ x2e x 2+
where the L°°-norm of [t,,];;aqs is finite according to Lemmal 6]

Based on the above estimates of these multipliers, we have that the summation of the first two error terms
in Eq.[(B2)]is dominated by the error in the ERI contractions and the orbital energies discussed in Lemmal[Ll
and Lemmal[I3] If applying the Madelung constant correction to both orbital energies and ERI contractions,
the summation of the first two error terms has its entries bounded asymptotically the same as Eq.
Otherwise, its entries are bounded asymptotically as in Eq. Lastly, for the third error term in Eq. [(T3)
the application of Ay, /AN, ¢ can be proved to maintain the entrywise error scaling obtained in Lemma[L]]

Lemma 14. Consider two arbitrary bounded amplitude tensors T, S € CoceXMoceXTirX1ir X Nie X NieX Nic g

assume their entrywise upperbound independent of N. If the difference between T and S satisfies an entry
bound like Eq. ie.,

1T = S)ijan (i Ky, ka)| < CNy 3.

The ERI-contraction map without any corrections An;, satisfies

AN (T) = AN (9)]ijab (ki kj ko) | < ONy ®
If the difference between T and S satisfies an estimate similar to that in Eq.|(B6)] i.e.,
N 0
[T = Slijab (ki kj, ka)| < C |q|2 a7 :
Ny 3 q=0

The ERI-contraction map with Madelung constant correction Ay, ¢ satisfies

2N 0
[Anee(T) = Any(S)]ijan (ki ki ko) < O 190K a7 :
N °® q=0

Combining the estimates of the three error terms in Eq.[(T3)]and the initial condition Mty = Ta'* = 0in
both cases with and without Madelung constant correction, we can obtain the entrywise estimate of the error
in the CCD(n) amplitude calculation recursively. First, for the CCD(n) calculation without any corrections
or with partial Madelung constant corrections to either orbital energies or ERI contractions, we have

_1
[Mictn — TV (ki  kj, Ka)| < CN 2. (B7)

Accordingly, the average entrywise error can be estimated as

1 1
[Mict, — T Y]], = N7 ST D IIMitn — T¥ijan (kis kj, ka)| < CN °.
k“kj,k € ijab
Secondly, for the CCD(n) calculation with the Madelung constant correction to both orbital energies and
ERI contractions, we have

[Mictn — TV]sjan (ki, Ky ka)| < c{'ql (B8)
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Accordingly, the average entrywise error can be estimated as

1
IMictn = TN =5 22 D0 D lMetn = T e (kis Ky ki + )|
k k,.k,€K qekq ijab
1 1 1 1
<C— — N '+ C—N,*®
k Z | |2 k Ny k
a€kq\{0}
—1
<CN, .
Plugging the above estimate and the error estimate for energy calculation in Lemma[I0]into Eq. then
finishes the proof of Theorem [T

Remark 15. In our previous work [41], we use the maximum entrywise norm to characterize the finite-size
error in the amplitude calculation, which loosens the average entrywise norm used in the error splitting in

Eq. as

1701 < Tl := |Tijab (ki, ki, ko)

max
ijabk; ,kj ko€

Without the Madelung constant correction, the maximum norm suffices since all entries in the amplitude
error are of the same scale, as shown in Eq. However, this norm is no longer sufficient for the calcu-
lation with the Madelung constant correction, bounded in Eq. Because the maximum entrywise error

1
is now of scale O(N,_ *), while most entries are of scale (’)(lel). In this case, the average entrywise norm
provides a necessary and tighter estimate of amplitude error.

B.2. Proof of Lemmal[I1} error in ERI contractions

According to the singularity structure of exact CCD(n) amplitude in Lemma[6] we consider the ERI-
contraction using an arbitrary exact amplitude ¢ € T({2*)7oce XMoce XMirX"vie  Fixing a set of entry index
(i,7,a,b) and (k;, k;,k,) € K x IC x K, the error in the indexed ERI-contraction entry can be detailed as

(by comparing Eq.[(AT)|and Eq.[(AZ))
[MIC-ATDL(t) - ANk7£ (MKt)]ijab7kikjka

1
|€2%]

Ear <Z <kkk;lkl|iki7jkj>tklab(kkvkl;ka)alc> + [ [Etijan (kis kj, ka)
Kl

1
+ WSQ*XQ* (Z (kkp, lki|cke, dkq) tijea(ki, kj, Ke)trian (Ki, ki, ka), K X K)
kled

. (B9)

where the constant terms cancel with each other, the first term is the error in the 4h2p linear term calculation
with the Madelung constant correction, and the second term is the error in the 4h2p quadratic term calcula-
tion. The neglected ones are the errors in remaining linear and quadratic terms calculations, which can all
be similarly formulated as quadrature errors of specific trapezoidal rules.

In the error analysis for CCD calculation without corrections in ERI contractions [41], it has been shown
that without the Madelung constant correction the error entry in the ERI contractions is uniformly bounded
as

[MicAtpL(t) = An (Mict)] o 1110, | < OV (B10)
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More specifically, all the quadratic terms and part of the linear terms that only contain ERIs with mismatched
orbital indices contribute at most O(N,_ 1) errors in both Eq. [(B9) and Eq. [[BI0)] The dominant error in
Eq. comes from the calculation of the following six linear terms

1 o 1
= O D (K, ik, ;) taan (ki ki o), 7 D D {aka, bky|cke, dka) tijea(ki, k. Ke),
K ke ki K yoek cd
1 . 1 .
—a 2 O (aka, Ki[cke, ikq) trjen (ki g Ke), =5 Y D (B kkilcke, k) trica (i ki Ke),
K kel ke K yeek ke

NZmemwmmwm NZmemmwmwm
K ke ke K kpek ke

which contain ERIs with fully or partially matched orbital indices. The Madelung constant correction in
Eq. is exactly triggered in these six terms. In this proof, we focus on the error estimate for the 4h2p
linear term (the first term above) with the correction, and similar analysis can be applied to all the other five
terms.

Denote the ERT-amplitude product in the 4h2p linear term with orbital indices (k, 1) as

F*'aqu) = (k(ki — a1), 1(k; + 1) ik, 7K;) trias (ki — a1,k + qu, ka) = Hi (a0) Hipp (1),

where q; = k; — ki is the momentum transfer vector of the ERI. The 4h2p linear term calculation with the
Madelung constant correction using a finite mesh K can be reformulated as

N 2 S ) € (0) = - 30 Y P an) — €Hi, 0)
K krek &l Q1€Kq Kl

using the change of variable k;, — k; — q; and the periodicity of F'*!(q;). The error of this calculation
compared to its TDL value, i.e., the first error term in Eq.|(B9)| can be written as

ol (Z Ea (FM(ar), Kq) + |97 |€H (0 >> .
Previously in [41], the quadrature error for F*!(q;) with varying (k, 1) is estimated as
N.Y k#£il#£]
|Ear (FM(a1),Kq)| SCANGS k=il£jork#il=j, Vijab Vkikjk,€k. (BIl)
NOF k=il=j

As to be demonstrated next, in the case of partially matched orbital indices (e.g., k = 4,1 # j), this error
estimate turns out to be loose when k; # k, and can be further improved as

‘cll‘N ! q#0 ..
‘59* ( (ql )‘ < C 3 . ) Vl,j,a,b, Vkiukjuka € IC7 (Blz)
N q=20

where q = k, — k; + G with Gy € L* chosen to make q € €2*. In the case of fully matched orbital indices
(k = 1,1l = j), the Madelung constant correction is triggered in the ERI evaluation and can help remove the
leading quadrature error when k; # k, as

g aENct a#0
|Ea- (F (a1),Kq) + |Q€H,2,(0)] < O{q k

i . Vi, j,a,b, Vi, k; ko, € K. (B13)
k- a=
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In the following discussion, we prove these two error estimates Eq. [(B12)|and Eq.[(B13)|at k; # k, sepa-
rately.

Error estimate for linear terms with partially matched orbital indices

Consider a fixed set of (i, j, a,b) and k;, k;, k, € K with k; # k,. Assume k =i and [ # j. Our target
is a sharper estimate of Eq« (F il (a1), ICq). Since Kq and Q* are both inversely symmetric over q; = 0, the
quadrature error can be symmetrized as

i 1 % ! % i
Ear (F l(q1)7 ICOI) = 589* (Hel ( )Hdrlnp( ) + He1l-i( )Hdrlnp( Q1)a ’Cq) .
This symmetrized integrand can be further decomposed into two terms

[(Hesi(ar) + He(—an)) Hamp(a)] = [Hei(—an) (Hamp(an) = Hop(—an))] - (B14)
For the first term in Eq.[(B14)] we note that the ERI term can be detailed as

Hll ( ) 4_77 @i(kifcn),iki (O)él(kj +q1),5k; (O) 4_7T Z s
eri 2 2°
& i [ g 2 o, [+ G
The ERI nonsmoothness with q; € ©* comes from the first fraction term whose numerator is smooth and
scales as O(|q |) near q; = O using orbital orthogonality, It can be verified directly that H'.(q; ) is singular
at q; = 0 of order —1, and its symmetrization H',(q1) + HZ(—qy) is singular at q; = 0 of order 0.
Meanwhile, the amplitude H, ;Ilnp(ql) is smooth everywhere in £2* except at q; = —q of order 0 according
to Lemmal6l An error estimate lemma in [41] (restated as Lemma[24lin Appendix [D) provides a quadrature
error estimate for periodic functions in such a product form and can show that
[Ea- ((He(an) + Heg(—ar)) Homp(ar), Ka) | < CN,

amp
where constant C' is independent of ¢, j, a, b and k;, k;, k, € K.

_2
For the second term in Eq.[(BI4)] direct application of Lemma[24lleads to error estimate of scale O(N,_*)

since HZ,(—qu) is singular at q; = 0 of order —1. However, note that H;%, (q) is smooth at q; = 0 (recall

that Hil, (q1) is only singular at q; = —q # 0) and thus the subtraction H.\ (q1) — Hih (—qi) scales
as O(]q1|) near q; = 0. Multiplication by this extra O(|q;]|) term improves the algebraic singularity of
H gll_l (a1) at g1 = 0 and the overall product can be shown to be singular at q; = 0 of order 0. Intuitively, this
improved algebraic singularity at q; = O can lead to asymptotically smaller quadrature errors. To rigorously

justify this statement, we generalize Lemmal4] to estimate the quadrature error for this special case.

Lemma 16. Let f(x) = f1(x) f2(x) where f1(x) and f2(x) are periodic with respect to V = [—4, 114 and

* f1(x) is smooth everywhere except at x = z1 = 0 of order v < —1,
* fa(x) is smooth everywhere except at x = zo # 0 of order 0,
* 02 f2(0) = 0 for any derivative order || < s

Assume vy > —d for f(x) to be integrable in V and v + s + 1 < 0 so the leading algebraic singularity of
f(x) is at x = 0. Consider an m®-sized uniform mesh X in V. Assume that X satisfies that z,, z are either
on the mesh or ©(m~=1) away from any mesh points, and m is sufficiently large that |z, — z2| = Q(m™1).
At x = 71 and x = 7, f(x) is set to 0. The trapezoidal rule using X has quadrature error

Ev (£, )] < CHYEE (O, (o) 21 — 2]+ D (42t
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Remark 17. The two factors ’HdH (f1) and H?,Jrzlz (f2) characterize the algebraic singularities of the two
functions, and their exact deﬁmtlon can be found in Appendix Dl Proof of Lemma [0 is provided in Ap-

pendix[D.2]

In order to utilize this result, we further decompose the second term in Eq.[(BT14)]into

[He (=) (Hamp(a1) = Hygop(0))] + [Hegi(—an) (Higop(0) = Hypy (—a1))] -
Applying Lemma 16 to both terms with v = —1 and s = 0 gives
, 1
|SQ* ( erl( ql) (H‘:[lnp(ql) - Hdmp( ql)) K )| < Cme 17

where constant C' is independent of 4, j,a,b and k;,k;,k, € K. Combining the above quadrature error
estimates for the two terms in Eq. we prove a tighter error estimate at g # 0 shown in Eq.
while the previous result in Eq.|(B11)|at g = O still holds.

Error estimate for linear terms with fully matched orbital indices

Let k = i,l = j and k; # k, and consider the corresponding calculation in the 4h2p linear term. The
Madelung constant correction is triggered in the ERI evaluation at k;, = k; or equivalently at q; = 0 and
the calculation can be written as

N Z F” ql H;rjnp( )
Q1€IC

1 5 oy, F y 1 y B
= N_kqgc (Heri(ql)Hdmp( 1) — ho(q )Hdmp( )) +W/Q* dQ1hU(Q1)Hdmp( )_|_(9(Nk ),

which uses the expansion of the Madelung constant with an arbitrary fixed parameter o > 0 in Eq.[20)]
Note that the prefactor in the O(NV ) remainder term above only depends on o. The right hand side of the
above reformation is equivalent to a singularity subtraction method that decomposes the original integrand
into two terms,

FY(ar) = Hi(a) Hihy(a) = (HE (@) Hihp(1) = o () Hihp(0) ) + ho (ar) Hity (0),

and then computes the numerical quadrature of the first term and the exact integral of the second term. The
Madelung-corrected calculation thus has quadrature error only from the first term as

|Q*|gﬂ* ( (ql) ) SH;rjnp( ) |Q*|€Q (Herjl(ql)H;rjnp( ) h (ql)Hdmp(O) K:Cl) +O(Nl:1)

Following a similar approach as in the partially matched case, the effective integrand after the Madelung
constant correction above can be split into two terms as

|(H&(ar) = holar)) Hilan)] + [ho(ar) (Hihp(ar) = Hinp(0))] (BI5)
For the first term in Eq. |(B15)] the subtraction part can be detailed as

2

AT D1, —an).iks (0)0(k, +qu). gk, (0) — e 7101y

HZ] h/ i 1)s i J 1),JK;5 + i ,
en(a) = o) = gy al? U 2 [0 GF
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where the numerator of the first fraction scales as O(|q1|) near q; = 0. This subtraction is thus singular
at q; = 0 of order —1 and shares a similar form as the ERI with partially matched orbital indices. Using
the earlier inverse-symmetry analysis for partially matched case, the quadarture error of the first term in

Eq.[(BI5)|when k; # k, can be estimated as

o (M) = holar)) Hip(an), Kq )| < CﬁNl‘_l'

For the second term in Eq. we exploit the inverse symmetry of g and Q* again and its quadrature
error equals to that of its symmetrized version as

1 ij ij ij
ih’ﬂ(ql) (Hatjnp(ql) - 2Haanp(0) + Harjnp(_ql)) :

This formula uses hy(q1) = hy(—q1) after symmetrization. Note that h, (q1) is singular at q; = 0 of order
—2 while the term in the parenthesis scales as O(|q;|?) near q; = 0 using the smoothness of Hamp(q1) at
q1 = 0. Therefore, the overall function above is singular at q; = 0 of order 0. To fit the integrand form in
Lemmal[l6] we further decompose the symmetrized integrand above into

[h’U(QI) (H;anp(ql) - Ha?tjnp(o) —q1- VHa?Ian(O))}_F[h’U(ql) (Héiljnp(_ql) - H;rqnp(o) - (_ql) ’ VH;Ian(O)ﬂ :
Applying Lemma[I6]to these two terms separately with v = —2 and s = 1 gives

1 y g g 1
Ea (o) (Hidy @) = 2 0) + Hlp(-1) Ko )| € €N

Combining the above quadrature error estimates for the two terms in Eq. we prove a tighter error

estimate at q # 0 shown in Eq.[(BI3)] while the previous result in Eq.[(BIT)|at q = 0 still holds,
The same error estimate can be obtained for all the six linear terms that trigger the Madelung constant

correction, and the remaining linear and quadratic terms contribute at most O (N, 1) quadrature error. Gath-
ering the error estimates for all these terms together and plugging into Eq. we finish the proof.

B.3. Proof of Lemmal[i3} error in orbital energies
In the TDL, the orbital energy 67]:]11{‘ with any fixed n and k € K converges to

N 1
el — (nk|Hoy|nk) + m/ dk; Y (2 (iki, nk|ik;, nk) — (ik;, nk|nk, ik;)) .
Q* f

Comparing this exact orbital energy with its finite-size calculation in Eq. the finite-size error without
any corrections can be written as

K2

E;FLEL — gﬁ[ll(‘ = %59* <Z <’Lkl, nk|iki, nk> ,’C) — |§;—*|(€Q* (Z <iki, nk|nk, Zk1> ,IC) . (B16)

For the first quadrature error in Eq. i.e., the finite-size error in the direct term, the ERI with each i
can be specified as

4 Dik, ik (G)prk.nk(—G
<iki,nk|iki,nk)=ﬁ 3 Piki ik ( |)c§|2k, k(=G)

GeL*\{0}
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Note that the momentum transfer vector of this ERI is always zero and the singular fraction term in this ERI
is set to 0 by definition. As a result, the integrand is periodic and smooth with respect to k; € 2*. Therefore,
the quadrature error of the direct term calculation thus decays super-algebraically according to Lemma 20]
as

<CNY, vl o.

Eo- <Z (ik;, nk|ik;, nk) , IC)

K2

For the second quadrature error in Eq.[(B16)} i.e., the finite-size error in the exchange term, the ERI with
each ¢ can be written as
Piky ik, (G) pnk,nk(—G)
la+ GJ?

4 Ai i, An ik 4
(ik;, nk|nk, ik;) = AT Piki, k(0)02 k,ik; (0) 4 A Z
[ U o)

3

which is singular at q := k — k; = 0 of order —2 when n = 4 and 0 otherwise. An error estimate lemma
in [41] (restated as Lemma 22] in Appendix [D) gives a tight quadrature error estimate for such periodic
functions with one point of algebraic singularity, and its application to the above integrand gives

1

N ?® n=u1

Eqx iki,nknk,z’ki ,IC <C .
€0 ({iki,nkinkk, ik) ) {Nk—l .

Combining the estimates of the two error terms in Eq. we obtain the overall finite-size error estimate
for orbital energies without any corrections as

TDL Ny
€nk T Enk

_1
N, ® nis occupied

<Ok TR OSEIREC
Ny n is virtual

From the above analysis, the dominant finite-size error in an occupied orbital energy lies in the calculation
of the exchange term with ¢ = n. In the Madelung-corrected orbital energy 57]:]1‘("5, the correction is applied
to this exchange term as (ignoring the prefactor —|Q*|~1)

Qo+ ((nk;, nk|nk,nk;),K) = Qq~ ((nk;, nk|nk, nk;), k) — |Q*|€.

Applying the change of variable k; — k — q and using the periodicity of the ERI with respect to k;, this
corrected calculation can be reformulated as

Qa- ({nk;, nk|nk,nk;),K) — |Q"|¢

— Qo ({(n(k — q), nklnk, n(k — @) — hy(q), Kq) + / dayh (1) + O(NZY),

*

using the expansion of the Madelung constant with any fixed o > 0 in Eq. The quadrature error after
the correction can be written as

Ea- ((nk;, nk|nk, nk;) , K) + |Q*|¢
= Lo ((n(k — q),nk|nk,n(k — q)) — ho(q), Kq) + O(N ).

The effective integrand above after the correction can be detailed as

4n |én(k7q)nk(0)| - e—a|q|2 47 cee
(n(k — q), nk|nk, n(k — q)) — ho(q) = — B T Y Tan
] [af 9 5y A+ C
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The integrand singularity comes from the first fraction and is of order —1 since the ERI and h,(q) share
the same leading singular term. Similar to the analysis in the ERI contraction, we can then combine this
singularity subtraction with the inverse symmetry of {2* and Kq to show that

€+ ((n(k — a), nklnk,n(k — q)) — ha(q), Kq)| < ON "

Ny, €

Combining this estimate with the above estimate for all the remaining direct and exchange terms in €5,

we obtain the finite-size error estimate for orbital energies with the Madelung constant correction as

TDL Ny, ,§ —1
€nk T €nk < CNk :

B.4. Proof of Lemma([Id} error from previous iteration

Fixing a set of entry index (i,j,a,b) and (k; kj, ko) € K x K x K, the ERI-contraction entry
(AN ()], jab ek 1, €an be detailed as

[ANk7§ (T)]ijab (kikjka) = <akav bkb|iki7jkj>

1 o
N Z Z (kkg, lk|ik;, jk;) Thiab (i, ki, ka)
kp€K ki

1
+ NZ Z Z (kkp, lk;|cke, dkq) Tijea(ki, ki, ke) Thian (ki ki, ka)
k k k.€K klcd

+ 4+ 2§E‘jab(ki7 k]7 ka)u

where the neglected terms are all the other linear and quadratic terms and the Madelung constant corrections
to different terms are collected together at the end.

In the subtraction A, ¢(T') — An, ¢(S), the constant terms cancel each other. The subtraction between
the two Madelung constant correction terms can be estimated directly as

1 [25NSY q#0
|26[T — S]ijan (ki Ky ko) | < ON, { aric 470
N °® q=0
1
using the fact that { = O(N,_?).
The subtraction between the two 4h2p linear terms can be formulated and bounded as

1 O
N Z Z<kkk,lkl|lki7]kg‘>[T—S]klab (ki ki, ka)
Ky ek K

> (kk, Ik liks, k) [T = S0 (i ki Ka) | -

S S
Ny i les Ny ol Kl

N K€K\ (ki ka}

(B17)

For the term with k;, = k; (i.e., dx, k), we have

4

1 _1 _4
< — CN, * <CN, 3,
Nk% k k

3 > (kki, 1K;[iki, ;) [T = S]0, (Kiskj Ka)

kl
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where the ERI definition at zero momentum transfer skips the singular fraction and is O(1), and according
to the assumption on 7" — S it always holds that

1
—9].. k. < N
a5 T = Sl i by k)| < ON (BI8)

For the term with k;, = k, (i.e., dk, k,), its estimate is the same as the term above when k, = k;. When
_1
k, # k; € K, we have |q| > CN,_* and

1

— N1
N k

1 cC 1 1
ko, 1kp|iki, j%;) [T — )iy Kas Koy Ka)| < ~— Y —=N, 7 < Cr—
%< b| ]) [ ]kl b( b ) Ny ; |q|2 k |q|

For the first summation term in Eq.[(BI7)| we introduce the change of variable k;, — k; — q; and write it as

- ¥

q1€K4\{0,—q}

> (k(ki — 1), 1(K; + a)liki, ;) [T = STy (ki — a1, Ky + a1, Ka)| -
kl

When q = 0, this term can be further bounded using Eq. by

1 cC 1 1 _1
(*)gN—k Z kaS QC/* dqlekschkS.
A1€K4\{0}

When q # 0, this term can be further bounded as

1 1 1
%) < C— Nt
W <CR 2 e 2 lan +q+ G2k

K q1eq\{0,~q} GeL;
1 1
< CON! dq;
= k o Ggé la1]? |a1 + q + G|?
1 1
< ON! — < CO—N,
o GZ* la+ G2 = T g*T K
€Ly

where LLg denotes the set of 27 lattice vectors in L* around the origin. The first inequality is based on the
lemma assumption on 7' — S that

1

1

C————N'<C Y ———— N,
a1 +a+Go2 G%E* a+q+GP2E

0

T = STy (ki — a1, kj + a1, kq)| <

where Go € Lj is the unique lattice vector that makes q; + q + G € 2*. The third inequality can be
obtained from the nonsmoothness characterization of function

1 1
O e ——
(=) Q- lai|? g1 + 2|2

Using Lemma 11 in [41], f(z) is singular only at z = 0 of order —2 and its value at z € 2*\ {0} is bounded
by Clz|~2.
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Based on the above estimates of the first term in Eq.[(B17)] we obtain the estimate of the error accumula-
tion in the 4h2p linear term calculation as

Z > (kg lkyliki, 1) [T —= S0 (Kis ki a)| <

Nk kLK ki

LNt q#0
l[a]2” 'k

O{N g -0
Kk q

The same analysis can be applied to all the similar linear terms that contain ERIs with matched 0rb1ta1
indices. For other linear terms, the analysis can be done similarly and they all contribute at most O(N, ) er-
ror to the overall subtraction. Taking the subtraction between the following 3h3p linear terms as an example,
it can be formulated and bounded as

> Y (aka, kkg|iki, cke) [T = Slijoe(Kr, ;i ko)
ke kc

Nk

1
<C | — Z Z—i— 6kk7kb |[T_ S]kjbc(kkvkjvkb)l
K knek\ (ko) ke

1 1 1 1
<[ — — N '+ —N_*| <CN_ L.
Ny Z lqi 2"k Ny ¥ k
q1€K4\{0}

For the subtraction between quadratic terms, we consider the 4h2p quadratic term as an example. The
subtraction between the two 4h2p quadratic terms can be formulated and bounded as

— > (kkk, Iki|cke, dKa) (Tijea(Ki, Kj, Ke) Thian (Ki, Kis Ka) = Sijea(Ki, K, Ke) Skian (ke ki, Ka))
k kik.€K kled

gCN_ﬁ >0 D 1 Tyjealln X, ko) [T — Slrian (ki kis ka) + [T = Sijea(ki, kj, ke) Skia (Kk, ki Ko )|
kikocK kled

E E [T — Slkias ki, ki, ke |+C E E [T — S)ijealks, kj, ke)
k kipk.€K kled k kipk.€K kled
<CN; '

Similar analysis can be done to all the remaining quadratic terms, and they all contribute at most O (N, 1)
error to the overall subtraction. Gathering all the estimates above together, we finish the proof.

Appendix C: Proof of Theorem[2]

To guarantee the convergence and control the regularity of CCD(n) calculations with n — oo, we intro-
duce additional technical assumptions similar to those in [41]. One key difference is that [41] measures the
error in the amplitude calculation using the maximum entrywise norm. When Madelung constant correction
is used, the error of the amplitude should be measured by the average entrywise norm (related to the L'
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norm) instead, which is denoted by

1
1Tl = w75 > D I Thas(ki kj ka)l,

k Kk, k; koK ijab

1
Il = s [ iy die, 3 K K )

ijab

where 7" and ¢ denote a generic amplitude computed using mesh X and in the TDL, respectively.
Assume that the CCD amplitude equations using a sufficiently fine mesh K (with or without the Madelung
constant correction) and in the TDL have unique solutions and denote the solutions as TV and ¢, respec-

tively. Convergence of the CCD(n) amplitudes to the CCD amplitude is defined in the | - ||;-norm sense
as
lim [|T,) — TN%||; =0 and lim ||t — t.|l; = 0.

We impose a sufficient condition that guarantees the convergence of fixed point iterations by requiring the
target mapping to be contractive in a domain that contains both the solution point and the initial guess.

Assumption 18. For Ny sufficiently large, the following statements hold:

1. The exact CCD(n) amplitude t,, converges to the CCD amplitude t. point-wisely as n — oo, i.e.,

hrn [tn]ijab(ki;kj;ka) = [t*]ijab(kiykjaka); Vi,j,a,b,ki,kj,ka. (Cl)

n—r oo

2. (eM)"L Ay, is a contraction map in some domain By, C CroceXMoceXmirXmir X Nix N X Nic that con-
tains T*Nk and the initial guess 0, i.e.,

(M) 1 AN, (T) € By,, VT € By,,

(C2)
(™) ™! (Am(T) = Am () [ < LIT = S|l1, VTS € B,
with a Lipschitz constant L < 1.
3. The exact CCD(n) amplitude t,, and the domain By, above satisfy that
Mty € By, Yn>0. (C3)
4. For all the amplitudes {t,,}, there exists a constant C' such that
M ArpL(tn) = Ane(Mrta)ll, < CNH V>0, )

_1

M Arpr(tn) — ANk(M/Ctn)Hl < ONk 5. ¥n>0.
Note that when consider the finite-size calculation with Madelung constant correction, the components ™V«
or A, in the second assumption need to be changed to eN'<¢ or An, ¢ accordingly.

Remark 19. The second assumption guarantees that {TNx} lies in By, and converges to TNx. For the
third assumption, Theorem Il shows that with each fixed n. > 0 the amplitude TN* converges to t,, in the
sense of

lim ||Mxt, — TN<||, =0,
Nyx—o0
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suggesting that {TNx} C By, converges to t,, with K — Q*. Therefore By, and Mct,, should be related
to each other, which leads to the third assumption.

For the last assumption, we note that the two related error estimates in Lemmallll have the prefactor C
dependent on the amplitude t,,. The assumption here is stronger in the sense that C needs to be independent

of ty.
Rigorous Statement of Theorem 2l Under Assumption the finite-size error of the CCD correlation

energy scales as (’)(Nk_%) in each of the following scenarios (1) the Madelung constant correction is only
applied to the ERI contraction Ay, (2) the Madelung constant correction is only applied to the orbital
energy 57]:]1‘(‘ When the Madelung constant correction is applied to both Ay, and 57]:]1‘(‘ in the CCD calculation,
the overall finite-size error scales as O(Ny_*).

Proof. The finite-size error in the CCD energy calculation with or without the Madelung constant correction
can be estimated as

TDL Nk
Eccs — Ecch

= |GroL(ts) — G (T

< |G (Micts) — G, (val‘)| + |GroL(ts) — G (Micty)]

< C||Mxts = TN||, + CN ', (C5)

where the last inequality uses the boundedness of |W;jqs| in G, and Lemma To first estimate the
above amplitude error when the Madelung constant correction is applied to both orbital energy and ERI
contractions, we consider the error splitting Eq. for the amplitude calculation at the n-th fixed point
iteration as

1
[Mictn — TN||, < ’ L M ArpL(tn-1) — Any e (Mrctn—1)]

1

"

1 1
LTDL - ENk,g] Anie(Mictn—1) 1

1
+ eNiE [’ANkyf(M/Ctnfl) - ANk-,E(Trjzv—kl)}

1

)

<CONZ'+ L HM,ctn,l -

where the last estimate uses the assumption in Eq. for the first term and the assumptions of contraction
maps in Eq. and Mt,,—1 € By, in Eq.[(C3)|for the third term. Since the initial guesses in the finite
and the TDL cases satisfy || Myto — T2'*||; = 0, we can recursively derive that

1-L"

[Mictn = T, < O3—F N

and thus the first assumption Eq. gives

Mt = TNe||, = lim || Myt — ToV<||, < CN'

Plugging this estimate into Eq. then finishes the proof for the scenario when the Madelung constant
correction is applied to both orbital energies and ERI contractions.
For the two scenarios with partial Madelung constant correction, a similar analysis as above gives

)

Mty — TN||, < CNk_% +L HM,ctn,l — TN, )
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_1
where the dominant C N, *® error comes from uncorrected orbital energy or uncorrected ERI contraction
term. Recursively, we can obtain the amplitude error estimate as

ol

[Mict. — T[], < CN ®,

which finishes the proof for the two scenarios with partial correction. o

Appendix D: Quadrature error estimate for periodic functions with algebraic singularity

This section presents a collection of lemmas that provide quadrature error estimates for trapezoidal rules
over periodic functions with specific algebraic singularities, which are used in this paper. Most of the
lemmas are proven in [41/]] and are restated here for completeness. In addition, we introduce and prove a new
quadrature error estimate that is critical in describing the efficacy of the Madelung constant correction and
inverse symmetry in reducing the quadrature error in orbital energies and ERI contractions.

The lemmas presented in this section provide the asymptotic scaling of the quadrature errors and also a
quantitative relationship between the prefactors in the estimate and the algebraic singularities of the inte-
grand. In addition to the singularity order, we further quantitatively characterize the algebraic singularity as
follows. For a univariate function f(x) that is smooth everywhere in V' except at x = x( with algebraic
singularity of order -, we define a constant

%VX0<f>=min{c:|a:f<x>| Clx = xol 711, V]a] <1,vx € V\ {x0}}

= max H (02 f(x)) /|x — %07~ ‘O“H

|| <l o (V)

For a multivariate function f(x,y) that is smooth everywhere in Vx x V4 except at x = x with algebraic
singularity of order v, we define a constant

mln{ ‘aaaﬁf X, y)‘ < C|x_x0|’y—\0t\7v|a|, |/6| < l,VX € VX \ {XO}uy € VY}

max || (9208 £(x,y) /Ix = xo"~ 1|
lee| <l

HVxXVy,(xO, )(f)

Lo ( V><V)

(T3]

where “” in the subscript “(xg, -)” is a placeholder to indicate the smooth variable. Using these two quanti-
ties, we have following function estimates that will be extensively used in this section

02 F(x)] < Hneo ()X = %0711 VI > |af, ¥x € V\ {x0},
0208 (%, )] € Hirg xvy oy (NIx = %0771 W1 > [al,|8], Vx € Vx \ {x0},y € .

D.1. Existing results from Ref. [41]

Lemma 20. Let f(x) be smooth and periodic in V = [—3, 1% The quadrature error of a trapezoidal rule

using an m®-sized uniform mesh X in V decays super-algebraically as

IEv(f,X)| < Cim™!, Vi>o.
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Remark 21. Ifwe replace f(x) by f(x,y) definedin V x Vy which is smooth and periodic with respect to X
for each'y € Vy and satisfies supycy y vy, |0g f(%,¥)| < oo for any o > 0, Lemma 20 can be generalized
as

|5V(f(7y)7‘)()| <Clm7l7 Vl>0=Vy€VY7
where constant Cj is independent of y € Vy.
11

Lemma 22. Let f(x) be periodic with respect to V = [—3, 3]* and smooth everywhere except at x = 0 of

ordery > —d+ 1. Atx = 0, f(x) is set to 0. The quadrature error of a trapezoidal rule using an m®-sized
uniform mesh X that contains x = 0 can be estimated as

[Ev (f, X)| < CHEED (fym=(@+),

If £(0) is set to an O(1) value in the calculation, it introduces additional O(m~%) quadrature error.

Remark 23. Ifwe replace f(x) by f(x,y) defined in V x Vi which is smooth everywhere in V' x V- except
at x = 0 of order , Lemma 22 can be generalized to

[Ev (f(¥), X)| < CHERZGD (im0, vy € Wy,

where the prefactor applies uniformly across ally € Vy-.

Lemma 24. Let f(x) = f1(x)f2(x) where f1(x) and f2(x) are periodic with respect to V = [—%, 4]% and
* f1(x) is smooth everywhere except at x = z1 = 0 of order y < 0,
* fa(x) is smooth everywhere except at x = zo # 0 of order 0.

Consider an m®-sized uniform mesh X in V. Assume that X satisfies that z,, zo are either on the mesh or
O(m™1) away from any mesh points, and m is sufficiently large that |z, — z2| = Q(m™1!). At x = z, and
X = 79, f(x) is set to 0. The trapezoidal rule using X has quadrature error

[Ev (£, )l < CHil/jrzll (fl)’)"lf;;lz (fQ)m—(d-w).

If f(z1) and f(z2) are set to arbitrary O(1) values, it introduces additional O(m~?) quadrature error.

Remark 25. If we replace f;(x) withi = 1,2 by f;(x,y) defined in V' x Vi which is smooth everywhere
inV x Vi except at x = z; of order y and 0, respectively, Lemma 24| can be generalized to

1Ev(fi(y) fa(y), X)) < CH?/TVY,(O,.)(fl)H“i/J;lvy,(o,)(fz)m_(dﬂ)a Vy € Wy,

where the prefactor applies uniformly across ally € Vy-.

D.2. A new quadrature error estimate

Here we prove Lemma [16] which is used in the quadrature error estimate of the ERI contractions with
the Madelung constant correction in Appendix[B.2l This lemma is a generalization of the existing result in
Lemma24] with an additional condition.
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Restatement of Lemma[16l Ler f(x) = f1(x)f2(x) where f1(x) and fo(x) are periodic with respect to
V =[-3, 4]%and

* f1(x) is smooth everywhere except at x = z1 = 0 of order v < —1,
* fa(x) is smooth everywhere except at x = zo # 0 of order 0,
* 02 f2(0) = 0 for any derivative order || < s.

Assume v > —d for f(x) to be integrable in V and v + s + 1 < 0 so the leading algebraic singularity of
f(x) is at x = 0. Consider an m®-sized uniform mesh X in' V. Assume that X satisfies that z,, z are either
on the mesh or ©(m™="') away from any mesh points, and m is sufficiently large that |z, — z3| = Q(m™1).
Atx = 71 and X = 7z, f(X) is set to 0. The trapezoidal rule using X has quadrature error

1Ev(f, X)| < CHt‘i/jrzll (fl)Hl{i/:’_zlz(f2)|Zl _ Z2|*(S+l)m*(d+’v+s+1).

Proof. For z; = 0 and any z2 € V, we can introduce a proper translation f(x) — f(x — x¢) to move
both the singular points z; and zy to the smaller cube [—%, %]d in V. The target quadrature error can be
correspondingly reformulated as

Ev(f(-), X) = Evixe (f(- = %0), X —x0) = Ev (f(- — X0), X — Xo).

which is the quadrature error of the translated function f(x — xg). Without loss of generality, we assume
such a translation has been applied to f(x) and X and both singular points z; and 2y lie in [- 1, §]¢
Define a cutoff function ¢ € C2°(R™) satisfying

U(x) = {1’ =

0, [x[>

N[ i [

Denote the distance between the two singular points as §z = |z2 — z1 | and define two local cutoff functions
that isolate the two singular points as

Yo (%) =¥ (X ;Z“) L Wea(x) = (x ;Z“) :

whose supports are both inside V. The target integrand can be split into three parts as

F(x) = f(X)Vs52,1(X) + f(X)Vs2,2(x) + f(X) (1 — V52,1 (X) — V52,1 (%)) -

All three terms satisfy periodic boundary condition on V. The first term is smooth everywhere except at
x = z; of order v + s + 1, the second term is smooth everywhere except at x = z, of order 0, and the last
term is smooth everywhere. Application of Lemma[20/and Lemma[22]to these terms suggests that

IEv (fs2,1, X))
IEv (f52,2, X))

&V (f(1 = 50,1 — Y62,2), X)| < Cla ( / dx |0 f(1 — tsz,1 — wzgn) m~1*, V|a|>d. (D3)
1%

CHEE! (fthsaa) m~(@F7FeD), (D)

<
< CHELY (fbsan) m™, (D2)

Note that the last estimate means a super-algebraic decaying error and constant C|q| only depends on V'
and || (see Eqn. (H.6) in Ref. [41] for the derivation of this detailed prefactor for Lemma 20). Since
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v+ s+ 1 < 0, the three estimates together prove that the quadrature error of f(x) scales asymptotically
as m~(4+75+tD) a5 m — oo, In order to describe the extreme case where the two singular points are only
O(m~1) away from each other for a given mesh X, i.e., 6z = O(m~1), we provide a precise description of
the three prefactors in the estimates above using dz.

For the prefactor in Eq. it is defined by

l _ o _ Y+1—||
Ml (Fie) = miss (0 FOsnr(00) e a7 >

For any derivative order || < I, we have

102 (LX) o(X)dsa (XD <O 7 10 )] 1022 f2(x)] 102 oz (x)]

a1toaztas=a

<C Y Mg (F)lx—z TR fo(x)] 02719000, <15

a1toaztas=a

<C > My, (A)x =zl 1922 £(x)] 6y < 155

a1toztas=a

(D4)

The last inequality uses |x — z;| < 6z by noting that 910551 (x) is zero when |[x — z1| > 30z. Next we
estimate [022 f>(x)| in the ball domain |x — z;| < £6z. When || < s, we have

s+1—|a ! e | ac
ol =| X e [ el B g (- 2 dt
|Bl=s+1—|az| ' 0
< COlx — zy [*H1 1ol sup |08 f2(x)|

|x—z1|<46z,|8|=s+1

< Clx — zg [Pyt (fo)02~ (.

The first equality applies the Taylor expansion of 922 f5(x) at x = z; with the assumption that 92 f5(z,) =

0 for any |3| < s. The last inequality uses the algebraic singularity of f2(x) at x = z5. When |az| > s, we
have

022 fo(x)] < sup  [022 fa(x)| < OHY o, (f2)0z7 192l S OHY, L (fo)|x — 2" 7102l = (D),

|x—z1|<i6z
Plugging the estimates of |022 f2(x)| above into Eq.[(D4)] we obtain
0% (F1() f2(x) 52,1 (%))  CHY g, (JO)HY g, (f2)027 TV 3 — 2 [7FoF171L 1> d 1
which suggests that
H g (F052,1) < OHY gy (F1)HY 5, (f2)02HD, W= d 41,
Similar analysis can also be applied to the prefactor in Eq.[(D2)|to obtain

H oy (foss2) < CHY,, (FOHY L, (F2)027 6D VI > d+ 1.
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For the estimate of the third term in Eq.[(D3)| with any || = [ > d + 1, the prefactor can be bounded as
[ 1021601 = s (5) = a0
%
€ Y[ i 601108 601 51 - Yaa () — Yona(0)
%

altoaztaz=a

SCHY o, (FHY L () Y / dx |x — 21 |71 |x — 2o 7121028 (1 — P51 (%) — P502(%))] -
1%

a1 taztaz=a
For the integral with each set of (a1, ag, a3), we consider two cases:

* a3 = 0. The integral can be bounded by

(*) < / dx |x — z1|77|a1‘ |x — z2|‘a1‘7‘a‘ < O(1 4 oz +a-lely,
V\(B(z1,%02)UB(z2,62))

using the Holder-inequality technique developed in the proof of LemmaR24lin [41].

* a3 > 0. The integral can be bounded by

dx |X _ Z1|’Y—\0¢1\ |X _ Z2|—|042\ 5z~ el

(x) < C/
(B(z1,362)\B(21,4062))U(B(22,462)\ B(22,%02))
< CozrHalel,

Collecting these two terms together, the error estimate in Eq. with any || =1 > d + 1 can be further
bounded as

v (F(1 = Yoa1 — Vsa2), X)| < CrHY, (F1)HY 4, (f2)527 T4 m ™!
CHY,, (F1)HY o, (f2)07= (D = (st =D, 1

CHl,,, (f1)HY ,, (fo)dz™ (T = (rFstitd),

NN N

where the second inequality uses the assumption 6z = Q(m~!) and v + s + 1 + d — [ < 0. Gathering the
above prefactor descriptions for Egs. (DI)) to (D3)), we obtain

[Ev (1, X)] < CHEL (WU, (fa)0m(Fm (v,

which finishes the proof. o
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