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Molecular orbital theory is powerful both as a conceptual tool for understanding chemical bond-
ing, and as a theoretical framework for ab initio quantum chemistry. Despite its undoubted success,
MO theory has well documented shortcomings, most notably that it fails to correctly describe di-
radical states and homolytic bond fission. In this contribution, we introduce a generalised MO
theory that includes spin-coupled radical states. We show through archetypical examples that when
bonds break, the electronic state transitions between a small number of valence configurations, char-
acterised by occupation of both delocalised molecular orbitals and spin-coupled localised orbitals.
Our theory provides a model for chemical bonding that is both chemically intuitive and qualitatively
accurate when combined with ab initio theory. Although exploitation of our theory presents signif-
icant challenges for classical computing, the predictable structure of spin-coupled states is ideally
suited to algorithms that exploit quantum computers. Our approach provides a systematic route to
overcoming the initial state overlap problem and unlocking the potential of quantum computational
chemistry.

I. INTRODUCTION

Solving Schrödinger’s equation to characterise the elec-
tronic structure of molecules and compute the Born–
Oppenheimer potential energy surface remains a central
goal of quantum chemistry. Modern electronic structure
theory has arisen from nearly a century of sustained re-
search and development, and the vast majority of modern
methods are based on Molecular Orbital (MO) theory,[1–
4] either in the form of Kohn–Sham Density Functional
Theory[5] or post-Hartree–Fock correlation methods.[6]
These approaches came to prominence in no small part
due to the natural mapping of the MO representation
of the many-electron wavefunction to linear algebra and
matrix operations that can be performed with high effi-
ciency on classical digital computers.[7, 8]

Despite the success of MO theory, it has well-
documented shortcomings.[9–12] Closed-shell ground
states are typically well approximated by a single con-
figuration of electrons in spin-orbitals, but open-shell
states, or cases with many competing low-energy config-
urations, are not. In practice, the accurate description of
fundamental chemical processes, such as bond breaking
using MO theory, requires a very large number of ex-
cited configurations,[13, 14] and sophisticated optimisa-
tion techniques.[15–18] As a consequence, any connection
between simple chemical models and data from high-level
ab initio calculations is obfuscated.

Looking to the future, it is increasingly probable that
quantum computers will become available for scientific
computing.[19–23] Many of the constraints on the way
that many-electron wavefunctions are represented and
optimised in modern MO-based theories do not apply to
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quantum algorithms and we were therefore motivated to
examine the electronic structure of bond formation and
breaking afresh.
In this article, we introduce a generalised MO the-

ory that includes spin-coupled radical states. Our the-
ory provides a chemically intuitive picture of bonding
that directly maps to a highly compact representation of
the many-body wavefunction. Contrary to the current
consensus among the electronic structure community, we
find that it is not necessary to use sophisticated multi-
reference expansions with very large numbers of varia-
tional parameters to describe bond breaking. Instead,
we show that the electronic state undergoes transitions
between a small number of valence states, each with an
easily understood spin-coupled electronic configuration.
Furthermore, we show that our representation encodes

strong correlation through prescribed patterns of entan-
glement, which is ideally suited to quantum comput-
ing. We demonstrate that our approach provides a pow-
erful route to construct the sufficiently accurate refer-
ence states that are required for the practical applica-
tion of fault-tolerant algorithms, such as quantum phase
estimation[24–26] and related approaches.[27–31]

II. MOLECULAR HYDROGEN

The prototypical chemical bond between two hydrogen
atoms exemplifies the language and conceptual frame-
work within which electronic structure theories operate.
In MO theory, the left L and right R 1s atomic orbitals
combine to form bonding σg and anti-bonding σu MOs
that transform as the irreducible representations of the
D∞h molecular point group.[3, 4] The wavefunction is
written as the closed-shell singlet, doubly occupying the
bonding MO, which is the Slater determinant used in
Hartree–Fock theory |ΦRHF⟩ = |σgσ̄g⟩. The MO de-
scription is accurate around the equilibrium bond length,
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but deteriorates as the molecule dissociates. This well-
known failure arises from the inclusion of ionic terms in
the wavefunction, which results from delocalised nature
of the MOs[8]

|ΦRHF⟩ =
1

2

(
|sLs̄L⟩+ |sRs̄R⟩︸ ︷︷ ︸

ionic

+ |sLs̄R⟩ − |̄sLsR⟩︸ ︷︷ ︸
covalent

)
. (1)

The strong correlation that localises the electrons on op-
posite atoms is absent in the MO picture. In MO-based
theories, this strong correlation is introduced through
mixing with excited configurations, and for H2 the cor-
rect behaviour for the binding curve is obtained using
two configurations

|Ψ⟩ = c1 |σgσ̄g⟩+ c2 |σuσ̄u⟩ . (2)

In the general case, the number of excited configura-
tions required to recover the correct electronic structure
grows exponentially with the number of localised elec-
trons. Modern MO-based methods for strong correla-
tion therefore typically employ sophisticated wavefunc-
tion representations to optimise large numbers of varia-
tional parameters.

An alternative representation that predates MO the-
ory is the valence bond (VB) approach of Heitler and
London.[32] The VB wavefunction is the open-shell sin-
glet spin-coupled state of 1s electrons on each H atom

|ΦVB⟩ = N (|sLs̄R⟩ − |̄sLsR⟩). (3)

where the normalisation constant N = (2 + 2S2
LR)

−1/2

depends on the orbital overlap SLR = ⟨sL|sR⟩. The VB
description also captures the bonding interaction, which
arises through electron delocalisation resulting from the
overlap of the L and R 1s orbitals. Approaches based
on VB wavefunctions, however, are poorly suited to both
classical and quantum computing due to reliance on non-
orthogonal orbitals, which introduces cumbersome over-
lap terms in the working equations.[33–35]

Notwithstanding the differences in the MO and VB
representations, the physical process of bond breaking
is clear: the electronic state transitions from a singlet
spin-coupled bonding σ2

g configuration in the equilibrium

region to a singlet spin-coupled diradical s1Ls
1
R configura-

tion at dissociation. On a classical digital computer, the
basis transformations required to combine configurations
of different orbitals are costly and often impractical. On
a digital quantum computer, basis transformations pose
no difficulty. Orbital rotations are encoded through prod-
ucts of exponentials of single excitation and de-excitation
operators,[36] and the corresponding quantum circuits
have linear depth in orbital number and minimal qubit
connectivity.[21]

We therefore choose to generalise MO theory by ex-
pressing the wavefunction as a superposition of configu-
rations where electrons occupy both delocalised MOs and
localised AOs. This representation directly encodes both
the covalent interactions responsible for bonding and the

FIG. 1: Dissociation of H2 in the STO-3G basis using
generalised spin-coupled orbitals.

the strong correlation that localises electrons at differ-
ent sites, giving a physically accurate trial wavefunction
across the whole binding curve without requiring large
numbers of variational parameters.
For H2, the singlet coupled sLsR diradical state is

|Φ2⟩ =
1√
2
(|sLs̄R⟩ − |̄sLsR⟩) =

1√
2
(|σgσ̄g⟩ − |σuσ̄u⟩).

(4)
where now sL = 1√

2
(σg + σu) and sR = 1√

2
(σg − σu) are

orthogonal orbitals localised on the left and right atoms.
In contrast to the Heitler–London wavefunction, this is
a purely repulsive state.[37] The correct binding curve
(Figure 1) is obtained through the linear combination of
the σ2

g and sLsR states

|Ψ⟩ = c1 |ΦRHF⟩+ c2 |Φ2⟩ . (5)

The |ΦRHF⟩ state is uncorrelated, since a single Slater
determinant is an antisymmetrised orbital product corre-
sponding to an independent electron wavefunction. |Φ2⟩
is an entangled, or strongly correlated state, since it is a
linear combination of determinants that cannot be con-
verted to a single determinant through orbital rotation.
Both states have low complexity since their structures are
determined by symmetry considerations. The weights of
the entanglement structure in |Φ2⟩ are specified through
the rules of spin angular momentum coupling to obtain
a singlet spin molecular ground state.
In this representation, the bonding interaction arises

through increasing character of the delocalised σ2
g con-

figuration, which is driven by the favourable kinetic en-
ergy of the delocalised state and the attractive electron-
nucleus Coulomb interaction. Conversely, the dominant
electron correlation process for the H2 bond is the lo-
calisation of the electrons on opposite atoms, introduc-
ing partial diradical character, and this correlation in-
creases in strength as the bond length increases. This
transition from delocalised to localised electronic states is
equivalent to the metal-insulator transition in the Fermi–
Hubbard model, where the H2 bond length plays a similar
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role to the ratio U/t between the on-site repulsion U and
the hopping term t.

In the following, we demonstrate how these simple con-
cepts can be generalised to more complex cases where
multiple bonds are broken. We show that the strongly
correlated state at dissociation is highly structured and
that the structure is determined solely by symmetry and
spin-angular momentum coupling considerations. Fur-
thermore, we show that the transition from the simple co-
valent equilibrium bonding structure to the strongly cor-
related dissociated state is represented by a small num-
ber of intermediate configurations, each with their own
spin-coupled structure. We first summarise the config-
uration state functions that we use to represent spin-
coupled open-shell configurations.

III. CONFIGURATION STATE FUNCTIONS

The exact molecular wavefunction is an eigenstate of
both the total spin angular momentum operator Ŝ2 and
the spin projection operator Ŝz with quantum numbers
S,M . A single Slater determinant, the many-electron
basis function in MO-based theories, is an eigenfunction
of Ŝz, but not of Ŝ2, except for closed-shell and high-
spin open-shell configurations. The physically relevant
functions for describing open-shell states with localised
orbitals are configuration state functions (CSF), which

are eigenstates of Ŝ2 with quantum numbers S,M .
A CSF is defined by a specification of the open-shell

orbitals and a specification of the spin-coupling pattern,
which is determined by the order and manner in which
the spin- 12 particles in the open-shell orbitals are coupled.
Formally, our CSFs take the form

|Φ⟩ = NÂ
(
|ϕcϕ̄c . . .⟩ON,i

SM (ϕoϕ̄o . . . )
)
. (6)

where Â is the antisymmetric permutation operator, c
denotes the doubly occupied closed-shell orbitals, o are

the open-shell orbitals, and ON,i
SM (ϕoϕ̄o . . . ) is an open-

shell state with N electrons in orbitals {ϕo, ϕ̄o} coupled
with spin quantum numbers S and M in a spin-coupling
pattern labelled by i, and N is a normalisation constant.
All occupied spin-orbitals are mutually orthogonal and
normalised.

The open-shell state ON,i
SM for coupled angular mo-

menta can be expressed in terms of the uncoupled Slater
determinant representation of N electrons in open-shell
orbitals {ϕo, ϕ̄o} through the Clebsch–Gordan coeffi-
cients for the spin-coupling pattern. A list of relevant
CSF wavefunctions is provided in Appendix A.

To streamline presentation, we use a simplified nota-
tion for |Φ⟩ in Eq 6, listing only the occupancy of the

spatial orbitals and suppressing Â and N :

|Φ⟩ = |ϕ2
c . . .⟩O

N,i
SM (ϕo . . . ). (7)

Classical digital approaches that use a CSF basis
rather than a Slater determinant basis, such as spin-

adapted FCI quantum Monte Carlo,[38] are constrained
to use one set of orbitals and one coupling scheme with
an orthonormal basis of CSFs. This restriction allows
Hamiltonian matrix elements to be evaluated using ef-
ficient group theoretical approaches without explicitly
building the Slater determinant expansion of each CSF,
which has exponential cost.[39, 40] Quantum algorithms
are not constrained in this way and we are free to use
orbitals and coupling patterns that directly encode the
physical interactions. Furthermore, we can combine AO
configurations for coupled high-spin atomic fragments
with MO configurations for delocalised covalent bonds,
as well as configurations intermediate between the these
extremes.
The physical interactions follow established rules con-

nected to the relative strengths of exchange and delo-
calisation energies, and the CSFs required to represent
the electronic state compactly are straightforwardly con-
structed. For example, the electron configurations of
dissociated atomic fragments follow Hund’s rules, where
electron spins couple to form a local high-spin state, and
the net electron spin angular momenta of the atoms cou-
ple to form low-spin states. Bonding interactions in the
molecule are formed when paired electrons occupy delo-
calised molecular orbitals. We now illustrate this frame-
work using examples that pose significant challenges for
traditional approaches.

IV. HOMOLYTIC BOND CLEAVAGE

A. Breaking a triple bond: N2

Dissociation of the nitrogen molecule is a well-
documented challenge for electronic structure theory[41–
51] because the six electrons in the triple bond become
very strongly correlated when the bond elongates. Even
when only considering the six 2p valence orbitals[52]
there are 56 Slater determinants with the correct sym-
metry that contribute to the wavefunction. However, us-
ing generalised MO theory, the wavefunction is recovered
to better than 92% across the whole binding curve with
only four CSFs (Figure 2).
MO theory predicts a 1σ2

g1σ
2
u2σ

2
g2σ

2
u3σ

2
g1π

4
u configura-

tion for the N2 molecule, with a 1Σ+
g ground state. The

corresponding CSF is simply the closed-shell Hartree–
Fock wavefunction

|ΦRHF⟩ = |C⟩ |3σ2
g 1π

2
u,x 1π

2
u,y⟩ (8)

where |C⟩ = |1σ2
g1σ

2
u2σ

2
g2σ

2
u⟩ is the contribution from the

core orbitals that are not involved in bonding. At dissoci-
ation, each atom has a 1s22s22p3 electronic configuration
with spins locally coupled to a 4P on each atom, which
then couple through space to give a 1Σ+

g molecular state
with the CSF structure

|Φ6⟩ = |C⟩O6,1
00 (xLyLzLxRyRzR) (9)
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(a) Energies and configurations of the valence CSFs.
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(b) Coefficients of each CSF in ΦLC.
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(c) Squared overlaps |⟨Ψ|Φi⟩|2.

FIG. 2: The dissociation of N2 in a STO-3G basis in the six 2p valence space using generalised MO theory.

where zL = 1√
2
(3σg + 3σu), zR = 1√

2
(3σg − 3σu),

xL = 1√
2
(1πu,x + 1πg,x), xR = 1√

2
(1πu,x − 1πg,x) etc are

localised atomic orbitals. The spin function O6,1
00 spin-

couples the three-electron quartets on each atom into a
singlet, and is a specific linear combination of 20 open-
shell determinants [Eq. (A6)]. The closed-shell part |C⟩ is
invariant to rotations among its constituent orbitals mak-
ing it equal to |1s2L1s2R2s2L2s2R⟩. As the bond elongates,
one π bond breaks first , then both π bonds, and finally
the σ bond. The CSFs that describe these intermediate
states with one and two broken bonds are

|Φ4⟩ = |C⟩ |σ2
g⟩O

4,1
00 (xLyLxRyR) (10)

|Φ2⟩ = |Φ2x⟩+ |Φ2y⟩ (11)

|Φ2x⟩ = |C⟩ |σ2
gπ

2
u,y⟩O

2,1
00 (xLxR) (12)

|Φ2y⟩ = |C⟩ |σ2
gπ

2
u,x⟩O

2,1
00 (yLyR) (13)

where |Φ2x⟩ and |Φ2y⟩ are a degenerate pair. The state

O4,1
00 describes atomic triplet states coupled to form a

singlet overall and O2,1
00 describes atomic doublet states

coupled to a singlet. The representations of O6,1
00 , O4,1

00

and O2,1
00 in terms of Slater determinants are collected

in Appendix A. In this formulation, the localised or-
bitals xL, xR, yL, yR, zL, zR are mutually orthogonal and
are therefore not true atomic orbitals except at infinite
separation.

Just as for H2, the RHF state dissociates to the incor-
rect limit due to the presence of unphysical ionic terms in

the wavefunction, and the exact dissociated state is the
CSF where the high-spin atomic states couple to form
a singlet (Figure 2a). The CSFs with bond orders of
two and one behave similarly to the RHF state but with
higher energy in the bonding region, lower ionic desta-
bilisation at dissociation, and with minima at progres-
sively longer bond lengths, entirely consistent with their
bonding character. The closed-shell orbitals used in these
CSFs were obtained from the RHF wavefunction, but
very similar curves are obtained if the orbitals of each
CSF are relaxed, for example through RASSCF optimi-
sation (restricted active space self consistent field).[53]
Figure 2a also displays the energy of the exact ground

state in the (6e,6o) active space of the bonding electrons
and the energy obtained from the variationally optimised
linear combination of the four valence CSFs. The opti-
mised coefficients and the overlap of each state with the
exact ground state are displayed in figures 2b and 2c.
While the optimised linear combination of these four

CSFs is dominated by the RHF configuration at equilib-
rium, electrons in a bond correlate by localising on op-
posite atoms, occupying low-energy spin-coupled states,
leading to non-negligible contributions from the CSFs
with lower bond orders and an equilibrium bond length
longer than that of the RHF state. Just as for H2, the
strength of these correlation processes increases as the
bond elongates. In this formulation, only four CSFs are
required to obtain an accurate binding curve with an
overlap with the exact state of at least 92% at all bond
lengths. The largest deviations are found in the bond-
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FIG. 3: CSF energies, configurations and weights in the binding of first row diatomics.

ing region where there is significant additional dynamic
correlation among the six electrons in the triple bond.

The state at dissociation is strongly correlated in the
sense that the electrons are localised on opposite atoms,
and is a linear combination of 20 Slater determinants.
However, this state is described exactly by a single CSF.
The complexity is low; the coefficients in the determinan-
tal representation are determined entirely by symmetry
and spin angular momentum considerations.

Our generalised spin-coupled MO theory provides a
highly intuitive description of chemical bonding that
maps directly onto clearly identifiable contributions to
the many-electron wavefunction. Since each contribu-
tion is composed of different orbitals (localised and co-
valent) and different spin-coupling patterns, the states
are non-orthogonal and optimisation of the linear combi-
nation requires non-orthogonal configuration interaction
(CI) theory.[54–58] In the context of fault-tolerant quan-
tum algorithms, such as quantum phase estimation, us-
ing |ΦLC⟩ as the reference wavefunction instead of |ΦRHF⟩
translates into more than an order of magnitude reduc-
tion in runtime at stretched geometries (see Section VI).

B. First row diatomics

Our spin-coupled generalised MO formalism is
straightforwardly generalised to the bonding motifs of
all of the first-row diatomic molecules, irrespective of
whether the electronic ground state is singlet or triplet

spin-coupled. Starting from the HF state given by stan-
dard MO theory, CSFs with incrementally lower bond
order are generated by localising the electrons in the
weakest remaining bond into the corresponding non-
bonding atomic orbitals. The spin coupling pattern fol-
lows Hund’s rules, where electrons first spin-couple with
other unpaired electrons on the same atom to give high-
spin atomic states, which then spin-couple to give the ap-
propriate overall spin state for the molecule. The D∞h

molecular point group symmetry is satisfied by taking
the symmetry adapted linear combinations generated by
the symmetry operations.
In Figure 3 we plot the potential energy curves for the

valence CSFs and the accuracy of the linear combina-
tion with respect to full CI in the (Ne, 6o) active space
for B2, C2, O2 and F2. The CSFs are also listed. In
all cases accurate binding curves and overlap with the
FCI state of at least 88% are obtained, with the largest
deviation for the bonding region of O2 where significant
additional dynamic correlation contributes. The triplet
state B2 transitions from the π2 single-bond configura-
tion to a triplet diradical state at dissociation. For C2,
configurations with either σ or π occupation are both im-
portant since the large sp mixing, arising from the small
s-p orbital energy gap, destabilises the σ configurations.
In the dissociation limit, the ground state tends towards
the spin-coupled atomic states, where the electrons are
evenly distributed among the px,py,pz orbitals. This is
also the reason that F2 requires both the σ-hole and π-
hole configurations at dissociation. The triplet state O2
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follows exactly the same physical rules, but the three
spin-coupled states contain multiple symmetry-related
components.

C. Breaking two single bonds: H2O

The symmetric dissociation of H2O is another challeng-
ing case for electronic structure theory, involving strong
correlation and spin-coupling among the electrons as the
bonds break.[59, 60] In contrast to N2, the dissociation
of H2O involves the localisation of electrons onto more
than two sites.

The MO description of water leads to the configuration
1a212a

2
11b

2
23a

2
11b

2
1, with term symbol 1A1, where the x-

axis points out of the plane of the molecule. The closed-
shell orbitals form the state |C⟩ = |1a212a211b

2
1⟩, which

contains the 1s, 2s and 2px orbitals on the oxygen atom,
and the RHF wavefunction is

|ΦRHF⟩ = |C⟩ |1b223a21⟩ = |C⟩ |σ2
Lσ

2
R⟩ (14)

where σL and σR are MOs localised on the left and right
OH bonds. The CSF for the dissociated state is that
where the oxygen electrons from the two cleaved OH
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FIG. 4: Dissociation of H2O in a STO-3G basis using
generalised spin-coupled orbitals.

bonds spin-couple to form a triplet oxygen state, due to
the favourable exchange stabilisation, meaning that the
two hydrogen electrons must also spin-couple to form a
triplet and these triplets spin-couple to form the singlet
molecular state:

|Φ4⟩ = |C⟩O4,1
00 (oLoRhLhR) (15)

where, in a minimal basis, the localised orbitals are ob-
tained through simple rotation of the valence orbitals

oL = (σL + σ∗
L)/

√
2 , oR = (σR + σ∗

R)/
√
2

hL = (σL − σ∗
L)/

√
2 , hR = (σR − σ∗

R)/
√
2

σL = (1b2 + 3a1)/
√
2 , σ∗

L = (2b2 + 4a1)/
√
2

σR = (1b2 − 3a1)/
√
2 , σ∗

R = (2b2 − 4a1)/
√
2
(16)

The CSF that describes the intermediate configuration
between the fully bonded and fully dissociated states in-
cludes one broken OH bond. The molecular point group
symmetry demands that this state must be a symmetric
superposition of the left and right bonded configurations,
which results in

|Φ2⟩ = |C⟩ |σ2
L⟩O

2,1
00 (oRhR) + |C⟩ |σ2

R⟩O
2,1
00 (oLhL) (17)

The relative contributions of each CSF to a variationally
optimised linear combination follow the intuitive trend,
transitioning from the RHF state at equilibrium to |Φ4⟩
at dissociation (Figure 4). Remarkably, the electron cor-
relation is almost entirely captured by the three CSFs at
all bond lengths, and the squared overlap with the exact
wavefunction is at least 99% everywhere. At intermedi-
ate bond lengths all three CSFs have approximately equal
contributions, which coincides with the region where tra-
ditional algorithms encounter the most difficulties.

V. HYDROGEN CHAINS: H4

The change in the electronic structure of hydrogen
chains as the separation increases is another challeng-
ing case for electronic structure theory. This simple sys-
tem can be used to understand conjugation in π systems
and is closely related to the Hubbard model for metal-
to-insulator transitions in materials.[61]
We start with the cyclic H4 structure, which shares

electronic structure characteristics with the π system of
cyclobutadiene in a square geometry, and has a degener-
ate LUMO. In a minimal basis, the MOs are uniquely de-
termined by symmetry and are the set a1g, eu,x, eu,y,b2g.
We consider the open-shell singlet 1A1g, which cannot be
represented by a Slater determinant and is the CSF

|Φ0⟩ = |a21geu,x⟩+ |a21geu,y⟩ (18)

where the x and y axes pass through the sides of the
square. Following our reasoning that the next most



7

FIG. 5: Dissociation of square and linear H4 in a
STO-3G basis.

important configurations are those where spins localise,
we introduce bonding and antibonding orbitals localised
on each of the four edges, left, right, top and bottom,
through transformation of the valence orbitals

σL = (a1g + eu,x)/
√
2 , σ∗

L = (b2g + eu,x)/
√
2

σR = (a1g − eu,x)/
√
2 , σ∗

R = (b2g − eu,x)/
√
2

σT = (a1g + eu,y)/
√
2 , σ∗

T = (b2g + eu,y)/
√
2

σB = (a1g − eu,y)/
√
2 , σ∗

B = (b2g − eu,y)/
√
2
(19)

The atomic 1s orbitals are recovered by taking linear
combinations of bonding and antibonding pairs. The
CSF that describes the valence state with partial lo-
calised bonding is

|Φ2⟩ = |σ2
L⟩O

2,1
00 (s3, s4) + |σ2

R⟩O
2,1
00 (s1, s2)

+ |σ2
T ⟩O

2,1
00 (s1, s4) + |σ2

B⟩O
2,1
00 (s2, s3) (20)

and the CSF for the fully open-shell state is

|Φ4⟩ = O4,2
00 (s1, s2, s3, s4) +O4,2

00 (s2, s3, s4, s1) (21)

where O4,2
00 is the antisymmetrised product of two open-

shell singlets (Eq A4). In Figure 5 we present the binding
curves for the symmetric dissociation of H4. These three
valence states are sufficient to reproduce the exact bind-
ing curve and represent all of the correlation processes
involved.

We now turn to the linear H4, which shares electronic
characteristics with the π system of butadiene. The
valence states for linear H4 are the same as those of
the cyclic structure, but where left-right and top-bottom
symmetry was present in the square geometry it is now
lost, becoming the left-right and centre-edge. The left-
right and centre contributions to |Φ2⟩ must be included

separately, and the edge contributions become unimpor-
tant since they are non-bonding. At the dissociation
limit, all 24 spin states with one electron on each atom are
degenerate, but the degeneracy is lifted by the kinetic en-
ergy of delocalisation at finite separations. The state |Φ4⟩
is the linear combination of S = 0 CSFs with maximal
nearest neighbour delocalisation energy, and equivalently,
minimal nearest neighbour spin coupling ⟨Φ|Ŝi · Ŝj |Φ⟩
through the isomorphism with the Heisenberg–Dirac spin
Hamiltonian.[62–64]

VI. QUANTUM COMPUTATION USING
SPIN-COUPLED STATES

In digital quantum computing, the many-electron
wavefunction is encoded by mapping it to a quantum
superposition of the qubit states of the quantum de-
vice. Quantum algorithms involve preparing the initial
qubit state for a known reference wavefunction |Φref⟩,
and either operating on it to drive it to ground state of
the Hamiltonian |Ψ⟩, for example in quantum imaginary
time-evolution[65] and adiabatic state preparation,[24]
or time-evolving it to extract the ground state energy
through probabilistic projective measurements, for exam-
ple in quantum phase estimation (QPE).[24–26, 66] The
cost of these approaches depends critically on the overlap
of the initial reference state with the exact ground state
wavefunction.[67]
In QPE, for example, the probability of measuring the

ground state energy is determined by the squared over-
lap γ2 = |⟨Φref|Ψ⟩|2. Consequently, O(|γ|−2

) measure-
ments are required to obtain the ground state energy
reliably. This overlap problem remains significant de-
spite the tremendous progress over the past two decades,
which has reduced the quantum circuit cost (number
of operations) required to implement time-evolution to
scale approximately quadratically with the number of
orbitals,[68–71] and has seen the emergence of post-QPE

approaches requiring O(|γ|−1
) measurements.[27–29] .

Most implementations of quantum algorithms employ
the Hartree–Fock state as the reference.[72] However,
since the overlap between the Hartree–Fock determinant
and the exact ground state decays exponentially with
the number of open-shell electrons, the performance of
subsequent quantum algorithms for strongly-correlated
systems rapidly deteriorates.[67] Several works on con-
crete resource estimates for QPE-based electronic struc-
ture for challenging systems predict runtimes for a single-
point energy calculation in the order of several days, de-
spite generous assumptions for the quantum hardware
requirements.[19, 70, 73] It is clear that reductions in the
overall runtime of QPE, as enabled through improved
reference states, are of paramount importance to enable
practical quantum computation of electronic structure.
Our spin-coupled formalism provides a systematic ap-

proach to constructing reference wavefunctions with good
overlaps with the exact state, and therefore has the po-
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tential to unlock the power of quantum algorithms for
challenging chemical problems.[19, 71, 74] Our approach
is ideally suited to quantum computing. Although the
number of determinants in each CSF is equal to the
number of fully open-shell determinants with Ms = 0,
which grows combinatorially with the size of the sys-
tem as

(
N

N/2

)
,[39] the number of distinct coefficients only

scales as O(N). Their prescribed entanglement structure
means that they can be efficiently prepared on a quan-
tum device, with a cost negligible to that of quantum
algorithms.[75] Similarly, the fact that each contributing
valence state uses different sets of orthonormal orbitals,
and that the valence states are not mutually orthogonal,
poses no problem for quantum state preparation.[75] Us-
ing our reference wavefunctions as initial states in QPE
directly reduces the overall runtime. In the simple case
of N2, for example, | ⟨ΦRHF|Ψ⟩ |2 ∼ 0.06 at elongated
bonds, but | ⟨ΦLC|Ψ⟩ |2 ∼ 1 (Fig. 2c), which translates to
a sixteen-fold speed-up in QPE execution.

Quantitative quantum chemical predictions[76] require
the simultaneous treatment of strongly interacting states,
dynamic correlation and orbital relaxation. Where clas-
sical methods fail due to problems of complexity,[77] the
quantum approach extends straightforwardly. The or-
bitals for each configuration can be optimised in a large
basis on a classical computer using RASSCF techniques
at only mean-field cost. The linear coefficients of the
accurate reference state can be computed in the same
manner as quantum subspace algorithms,[78, 79] where
each pair of CSFs is prepared on the quantum computer
and overlap and Hamiltonian matrix elements obtained
through measurement. Since the reference state directly
encodes a large part of the entanglement structure of elec-
tronic ground states, a high-quality ground state energy
can be extracted efficiently through QPE.

VII. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

Despite the fact that the chemical bond is at the
very heart of chemical theory, an accurate representa-
tion of the process of bond formation has presented a
severe challenge to quantum chemical methods. Mod-
ern approaches[77, 80–83] are based on complete expan-
sions within a set of active MOs[13] and suffer from high
computational and operational complexity, which has en-
couraged the widespread erroneous belief that the wave-
function is inherently complex. Using the spin-coupled
molecular orbital theory presented in this article, we have
shown that the wavefunction is in fact highly structured
and that bond formation can be represented through a
handful of spin-coupled states, each with well-defined
spin quantum numbers and physical characteristics.

Our spin-coupled theory exposes a simple interpreta-
tion of the chemical bond. The character of the bond
at equilibrium bond lengths is predominantly that pre-
dicted by MO theory, but electron crowding is relieved by
diradical character, where electrons localise on opposite

atoms, leading to a reduction in formal bond order and
bond elongation. As a bond breaks, the diradical charac-
ter increases and the MO character reduces. For multiple
bonds, the radical states are characterised by high-spin
coupling of the electrons localised on each atom. The σ
and π bonds break at different bond lengths, with the
π bonds typically breaking first, and the bond order re-
duces sequentially as each pair of electrons in the bonds
localise on opposite atoms. Applying this simple theory
recovers 90% of the wavefunction resulting from a com-
plete active space calculation, and our simple chemical
model therefore has a direct connection to sophisticated
wavefunction expansions.
Our model invokes different orbitals for each configura-

tion, and the resulting states are not orthogonal. More-
over, the spin-coupled configurations correspond to dif-
ferent genealogical spin-coupling schemes, with different
orbital orderings. The highly compact representation of
the wavefunction afforded by our approach is lost when
either a single orbital basis, or single CSF basis is used
to represent all contributing states. For the archetypical
strongly correlated systems considered in this work, the
apparent complexity of the wavefunction in traditional
approaches arises from the insistence on using a single
basis of orthonormal orbitals and a single CSF basis to
represent all configurations, so that the Hamiltonian ma-
trix evaluation is straightforward.[6, 39, 40] While ma-
trix elements between nonorthogonal Slater determinants
can be readily computed,[84–86] building the determi-
nant expansion of each CSF has exponential cost using
traditional algorithms. To exploit the compact structure
revealed by our theory, it is necessary to use methods
that can handle non-orthogonal CSF states.
Quantum computing has the potential to overcome

many of the remaining challenges in quantum chemistry.
Provided that a high-quality reference state can be ef-
ficiently parametrised as a quantum circuit, algorithms
such as quantum phase estimation and quantum eigen-
state filtering can efficiently extract the exact ground
state within a given basis set. Our spin-coupled molecu-
lar orbital theory provides a framework for constructing
highly entangled reference states for strongly correlated
molecular ground states using only a basic understand-
ing of a chemical process, a small number of variational
parameters, and at the cost of a mean-field calculation.
Since the entanglement structure of each configuration
is defined through spin and symmetry constraints, they
can be prepared and transformed on a quantum register
with low-depth quantum circuits, providing a practical
route to using quantum algorithms to address challeng-
ing problems in quantum chemistry.
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Appendix A: Spin eigenfunctions

A CSF ON,i
SM (ϕ1 . . . ϕN ) has N electrons in spatial or-

bitals {ϕ} and is a spin eigenfunction with quantum num-
bers S andM . Each CSF is a linear combination of deter-
minants, here represented through the α or β occupation
of the orbitals ϕ.

|O2,1
0,0⟩ =

1√
2
(|αβ⟩ − |βα⟩), (A1)

|O2,1
1,1⟩ = |αα⟩ , (A2)

|O4,1
0,0⟩ =

1√
3
(|ααββ⟩+ |ββαα⟩)

− 1

2
√
3
(|αβαβ⟩+ |βαβα⟩+ |αββα⟩+ |βααβ⟩),

(A3)

|O4,2
0,0⟩ =

1

2
(|αβαβ⟩ − |αββα⟩ − |βααβ⟩+ |βαβα⟩),

(A4)

|O4,1
1,1⟩ =

1

2
(|αααβ⟩ − |ααβα⟩ − |αβαα⟩+ |βααα⟩)

(A5)

|O6,1
0,0⟩ =

1

2
(|αααβββ⟩)− |βββααα⟩)

+
1

6
(|αββααβ⟩+ |αββαβα⟩+ |αβββαα⟩+ |ββαβαα⟩

+ |ββααβα⟩+ |ββαααβ⟩+ |βαββαα⟩+ |βαβαβα⟩
+ |βαβααβ⟩ − |βααββα⟩ − |βααβαβ⟩ − |βαααββ⟩
− |αβαββα⟩ − |αβαβαβ⟩ − |αβααββ⟩ − |ααβββα⟩

− |ααββαβ⟩ − |ααβαββ⟩),
(A6)

Appendix B: Computational details

We used PySCF to obtain the integrals and com-
pute the RHF and FCI solution,[87, 88] and an in-house
Python code for all other tasks, including: generating the
spin eigenfunctions from the Clebsch-Gordan coupling
coefficients, performing basis transformations, comput-
ing matrix elements and wavefunction overlaps, and solv-
ing the generalized eigenvalue problem. The visualization
of the molecular orbitals was done using VMD.[89]
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