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area of research in electronic structure theory. In this contribution we examine Lindgren's normal-

ordered exponential ansatz to correlate specific spin states using spin-free excitation operators, with

the aid of automatic equation generation software. We present an intermediately normalised and

size-extensive reformulation of the unlinked working equations, and analyse the performance of the

method with single and double excitations for simple molecular systems in terms of accuracy and

size-consistency.

1 Introduction

Coupled cluster (CC) theory based on a single Slater-determinant
reference wavefunction is firmly established and is widely used in
high-accuracy electronic structure calculations. Many chemical
systems, including diradicals, transition metals, and molecules at
non-equilibrium geometries, display open-shell configurations for
which multi-determinant reference states are required. The anal-
ogous multi-reference coupled-cluster (MRCC) theory for corre-
lating open-shell systems remains an area of active research due
to challenges arising from the complexity of defining wave op-
erators and working equations for multi-determinant reference
spacesm'@. Our work concerns the generalisation of closed-shell
coupled-cluster theory to arbitrary open-shell states while retain-
ing full spin-adaption, through a state-specific formulation. State-
specific MRCC ansdtze can be broadly classified into two cate-
gories: those that define a different wave operator for each ref-
erence configuration are known as Jeziorski-Monkhorst (JM) an-
siitze®; the other type, in which a single wave operator is applied
to a linear combination of the reference functions, are known
as internally contracted anstze®8.  These methods are multi-
reference because they include linear or non-linear parameters
that are optimised separately for each contributing reference de-
terminant.

Owing to the limitations of the single Slater determinant
picture, open-shell systems are often misidentified as multi-
reference. Multi-reference treatments are necessary when com-
peting configurations are involved in bonding or when targeting
excited state spectra, but are not necessary‘@ for states that are
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correctly represented by a single open-shell configuration state
function (CSF), which are eigenfunctions of the spin operators.
Many open-shell systems, such as organic radicals and transition
metal spin states may be treated using single-reference open-shell
coupled-cluster theory. In these cases, it is not necessary to per-
form a full CAS calculation, whose cost formally scales exponen-
tially with the number of open-shell electrons. In this work, we
explore fully spin-adapted coupled-cluster theory for correlating
single open-shell CSF reference states. Our ansatz takes the form
of the internally contracted theories, but where the coefficients
of the multi-determinant reference state are pre-determined by
spin and spatial symmetry constraints. Full spin-adaptation of
is achieved through the use of spin-free excitation operators in
our cluster operator, in a manner similar to unitary group ap-
proaches 1014,

Since excitations involving singly-occupied orbitals do not com-
mute, we adopt Lindgren’s normal-ordered exponential (NOE)
form of the coupled-cluster wave operator. This choice en-
sures that there are no contractions among cluster operators and
thus the working equations terminate at finite order in the clus-
ter amplitudes. Single CSF references are invariant with respect
to rotations among the doubly-occupied orbitals, but not in gen-
eral among the open-shell (active) orbitals. We include purely
active-to-active excitations in our cluster operator, since these are
required to fully allow for correlation-induced orbital relaxation
of the CSF reference. The normal-ordered ansatz allows the inclu-
sion of these otherwise problematic excitations. It is our opinion
that this ansatz, with its origins in the factorisation theorem, best
aligns with the physical motivation for coupled cluster as mod-
elling independent excitation events.

The NOE ansatz has previously been considered in the
context of Fock-Space MRCCI6%2I and the Similarity Trans-
formed Equation-of-Motion Coupled Cluster22H27 (ST-EOM-CQC)
approaches. In these two methods, normal-ordering of the ex-
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ponential allows for a partial decoupling of the different va-
lence sectors, simplifying the working equations. Mukherjee and
co-workers have explored the NOE ansatz with unitary group
adapted cluster operators for state-universal and state-specific
MRCC theories, using a JM ansatz in an effective Hamiltonian
formulation?8733, Very recently, they succeeded in replacing the
sufficiency conditions used in their earlier work with a rigorous ef-
fective Hamiltonian formulation®473¢., The single-reference limit
of Mukherjee’s approach# reduces to the same NOE ansatz as
used in this work.

In this contribution we present an alternative and much simpler
formulation of the working equations for NOECC theory that per-
mits systematic approximation. We generate our working equa-
tions via an intermediately normalised unlinked CC formalism
in such a way as to preserve size extensivity. We demonstrate
through analysis and numerical testing that our methods are rig-
orously spin-adpated, and that the errors in size-extensivity and
size-consistency for homolytic bond fission introduced by trunca-
tion of our theory may be systematically removed at a finite order
in the cluster operator. Our approach also differs from previous
work in that we formally allow purely active-to-active excitations
in order to treat active orbital relaxation, and that we do not in-
sist on spin-completeness of the excited state projection manifold.
Due to the complexity of obtaining spin-free working equations
with the NOE ansatz, we have implemented our own domain-
specific Wick contraction engine and automated equation gener-
ator, using similar ideas to those of Hermann and Hanrath27+32,

2 Theory

2.1 Preliminaries

We employ the following convention for orbital labelling: i, j k...
for core (doubly-occupied) orbitals, a,b,c,... for virtual (unoccu-
pied) orbitals, 7,u,v,... for active orbitals, and p,q,r,... for gen-
eral orbitals. The core, active, and virtual spaces will be denoted
C, A, and V respectively. We express creation and annihilation
operators using the tensor notation a”° = d;c and dp = dpg, and

define spin-free unitary group generators

p =Y. ey
(e}

ER =Y ar°aT dgdro 2)
oT

and so on for higher-body operators. Our cluster operator is a sum
of n-body spin-free excitation operators 7, that each commute
with the total spin squared operator $2.

N N Ao N 1 N
o _ q S rq
T=fi+h+ =Y t,,{E;;’}—O—E Y i {EF}+... (3®
peAUV p.gEAUY
qeCUA rs€e CUA

where the braces {} denote normal ordering with respect to the
closed shell vacuum corresponding to doubly occupying the core
orbitals and leaving the active and virtual orbitals vacant.

We consider the spin-free molecular electronic Hamiltonian A
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in normal order#® with respect to the same vacuum:

N - 1 C A

A=Y e+ L Y g et @
pq pqrs

with h, = (p|h|g) and g = (pq|rf21 |rs)y = (pr\rfz1 |gs), and the core

Fock matrix is defined by £ =h%+¥; (ZgZ’i - g;j’i).

The open-shell part of the reference is a CSF of N electrons in N
orbitals with total spin S and projected spin M, expressed through
a linear combination of creation operator strings acting upon a
closed shell vacuum, |®p) = [N,S,M;t) = Oy (t)|0)4L. The ge-
nealogical coupling vector t specifies a particular Gel'fand-Tsetlin
state in cases of spin degeneracy when there are more than two
open-shell electrons. The creation operator OA]SV"M (t) is built up by
recursively applying the definition

oY= 053 (gyaNer M, OSMEL ()aP  (5)
This recursive construction is known as a genealogical coupling
scheme as it depends on the history, specified by t, of the config-
urations as the angular momentum of each electron is added in
turn. Each component 7y denotes whether each electron increases
the total spin (ry = +%) or decreases it (ty = f%) when added
(aV%/BY in the N-th orbital to the previous (N — 1)-electron CSF.

The Clebsch-Gordan coefficients Cts’ﬂil for addition of a single
N, T3

electron simplify to C>V | = | /S£M and oMo = ¢ S}Zél:l;;l.
+2.%3 —5.£3

For example, an open-shell singlet in orbitals p and ¢ is formed
from the closed shell vacuum |0) by the operator

200 1 [/ paa B A
0," = ﬁ( e qaP —apﬁaqa) (6)

and the M = 0 component of a triplet by

510 _ L (apopaB o 4pP pac
Oz_ﬁ(anraa) @

2.2 Normal Ordered Exponential Coupled Cluster

The traditional coupled cluster wavefunction for a cluster opera-
tor containing terms that mutually commute is written as an ex-
ponential wave operator applied to the reference determinant

¥) = e [y) @)

Projecting the Schrédinger equation for this ansatz onto a mani-
fold of excited states |®;) yields the coupled cluster equations in
their energy-dependent, “unlinked" formulation

E = (| Ae” ) ©)
0=R; = (®;|(H — E)e” |®p) (10)

It is common to use the alternative “linked" formalism, which pre-
multiplies the Schrodinger equation by the inverse wave operator
e~ T to give an effective Hamiltonian A =e~7 Ael = (I—AIeTgc that



contains only linked diagrams, with the CC equations
E = (do|H|Po) an
0 =Ry = (| H|Dp) (12)

retaining size-extensivity for each term in the cluster operator,
and terminating at fourth order in the amplitudes, as shown
by the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff (BCH) expansion for A in
nested commutators. The single-reference closed-shell and spin-
unrestricted open-shell CC theories use cluster operators that mu-
tually commute, and so are almost always implemented in the
linked formalism. The appropriate generalisation for an open-
shell CSF reference state |®) is Lindgren’s normal-ordered expo-
nential coupled-cluster (NOECC) wave operator

¥) = {e }|®o) (13)

where braces indicate normal-ordering with respect to the closed-
shell vacuum. The normal-ordered exponential form excludes
contractions between cluster operators and properly parametrises
independent correlation processes according to the factorisation
theorem'>. Without normal-ordering, contractions among active-
to-active excitations in the cluster operator, such as 7* and 7,7,
would give rise to non-terminating working equations. Normal-
ordering ensures that the energy and amplitude equations termi-
nate at finite order in the cluster operators. The order at which
the equations terminate is 4 4+ min(n,2N,), where n is the number
of active orbitals and N, is the maximum rank of the excitation
operators. When applied to a closed-shell reference, {ef} =el
and NOECC is equivalent to the standard coupled-cluster ansatz.
Internally contracted MRCC can be formulated with linked equa-
tions because active-to-active excitations are excluded. Using a
linked formalism for NOECC theory in an analogous way to the
standard theory would require knowledge of the inverse wave
operator {ef}*l, which is non-trivial23, Several attempts have
been made to construct linked equations equivalent to a similarity
transformed Hamiltonian by other means. The work by Mukher-
jee et al. uses the Bloch formalism

A{eT @) = {eT Vgl Po) (14)

where H.g is an effective Hamiltonian in the reference space |®g)
with the same eigenenergy as the target space {ef}\fDO). By
applying Wick’s theorem to factor out {ef} they obtain a rigor-
ous expression for the effective Hamiltonian as an infinite series,
along with a hierarchy of finite order approximations of increas-
ing accuracy®#35, Intermediate normalisation P{e? } = P is not
imposed since it is in general incompatible with size-extensivity,
which requires (1 — P)H 4P = 0, where P projects onto the refer-
ence space?243. Qur approach is much simpler. Recognising that
for the single-reference case intermediate normalisation can be
imposed, we use the unlinked form.

The unlinked energy and amplitude equations are given by
E = (®o|A{e"} ) (15)
Ry = (@|(F — E){e” }|y) (16)

where the first-order interacting space is (®;| = (®o|E], with I
standing for one of the cluster excitations. The unlinked residual
equations can be rewritten as

Ry = (@[ A{e” }|@p) — (@] {eT } o) E a7

— (@ A{eT }[ Do) — (@ [{e } Do) (DolA{ Y Do)  (18)

A proof that Eq. [18]is equivalent to a connected form of the resid-
ual equations and that the formulation is therefore size extensive
is provided in Appendix@ The equations terminate, but at a high
order in T of 4 + min(n,2N,). In this contribution, we study trun-
cated equations. Naively truncating the exponential in the un-
linked formalism to obtain a lower-cost approximation would re-
sult in non-size extensive equations. However, the size-extensivity
error can be kept small by retaining all terms in Eq. up to a
given power in the amplitudes (see Appendix [A).

Specifically, the linearised equations (I-NOECC) are:
E = (®y|H{1+T}|dp) (19)
Ry = (®7|A{1+T}|®o) — (®1[{T}|®o) (®o|H|Po) 20
and the quadratic equations (q-NOECC) are:

E=(@lA{1+ 7+ 117} ) @)
N PO BX A A A
Ry = (@ A{1+ T+ 512} @o) — (@1 [{T}@o) (@[ A {1 +T}|y)

(@1 {372) o) (oAb} 22)

Since standard CCD only includes terms up to quadratic in
the amplitudes, our truncated g-NOECCD method exactly repli-
cates closed-shell CCD, and q-NOECCSD differs from CCSD
only by neglecting third- and fourth-order terms involving sin-
gles amplitudes and the failure to cancel the disconnected
(@ |{T}|®k) (P |H{T}|Pp) term in the residual equation, where
|®k) is a singly excited state and |®;) is doubly excited.

Our unlinked formulation explicitly imposes intermediate nor-
malisation. It therefore allows for the possibility to include purely
active-to-active excitations in the cluster operator that would for-
mally break intermediate normalisation, since the amplitudes that
would violate intermediate normalisation are necessarily zero at
convergence.

2.3 The Cluster Operator

We choose the cluster operator so that it generates the entire first-
order interacting space out of the reference state. For excitations
from core orbitals to virtual, this leads to the usual inclusion of
singles and doubles as in standard CCSD approaches. We also
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include core-to-active, active-to-virtual, and active-to-active ex-
citations in both the singles and doubles. The active-to-active
excitations are important to allow the possibility of correlation-
induced orbital relaxation of the reference state. The Goldstone
diagrams for the general excitation operators for NOECCSD are
depicted in Figure (1] For reference states with only one active or-
bital, we exclude purely active-to-active excitations in the singles

and doubles.
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Fig. 1 Goldstone diagrams for the singles and doubles amplitudes used
in our NOECCSD. Core and virtual electrons are represented by solid
arrows; active electrons are represented by skeleton arrows.

The active-to-active amplitudes introduce spectator excitations,
where a double excitation involves an electron being annihilated
and created in the same active orbital and acts as a single excita-
tion when applied to the reference. The same residual equation is
therefore obtained by projection with either the single excitation
E or the double excitation with a spectator £, pu> and there are an
insufficient number of equations to uniquely determine the ampli-
tudes!L043745] 1y the linearised approximation -NOECCSD, the
redundant excitations are interchangeable and the infinite set of
amplitudes that solve the residual equations all result in exactly
the same energy. We have also observed that different amplitude
solutions also yield exactly the same energies for the g-NOECCSD
method, although we do not expect this to be true in general. De-
spite the fact that in the current formulation the equations contain
redundant excitations and are under-determined, we find that is
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always possible to converge the residual equations. Typically, con-
vergence requires use of an appropriate level shift and the Direct
Inversion in the Iterative Subspace (DIIS) technique46. It should
be noted that, while spectator excitations are present, we choose
to include these only at the ranks denoted by the ansatz, i.e. the
NOECCSD cluster operator only includes one- and two-body op-
erators, even though there may be higher rank operators that pro-
duce the same configuration from the reference.

We make no attempt at spin completeness of the excitation
manifold. For single-reference cases the dominant spin-coupling
is present in the CSF and the remaining dynamic correlation pro-
cesses are contained within the first-order interacting space. The
higher-rank excitations necessary for spin completeness lead to
computationally expensive terms in the NOECC equations and
are not necessary to guarantee spin adaptation. We expect that
higher-order excitations will be of much less significance that the
ones generating the first-order interacting space. Hermann and
Hanrath found that although excluding spectators in spin-adapted
CC treatments gave a significant spin-incompleteness error in the
energy, including them only up to the tensor rank was sufficient
to remove it almost entirely, despite the excitation manifold not
being fully spin-complete.’38

3 Method

3.1 Automated equation generator

The large numbers of terms appearing in the spin-free open-shell
coupled cluster equations make it necessary to automate the gen-
eration of working equations. We therefore constructed an object-
oriented Python code that implements a second-quantised oper-
ator algebra along with a tensor algebra to represent the associ-
ated coefficients. In this framework, a particular coupled-cluster
ansatz may be represented as a sum of tensor products, with as-
sociated second-quantised operator products. The open-shell ref-
erence is included through the application of second-quantised
operators with specific orbital indices that create the appropriate
configuration state function out of the closed shell Fermi vacuum.
Rigorous spin adaptation of the theory is performed at the level of
the coupled-cluster ansatz by including all terms in the spin sum-
mation. This brute force approach leads to very many terms in the
equations, but produces a fully spin-adapted coupled cluster the-
ory. The equations are projected onto the excited state manifold
generated by the cluster operators and Wick’s theorem is applied
to obtain the terms that contribute to the energy and amplitude
equations.

As an example, consider a doublet with one open-shell elec-
tron, with spin «, in an orbital labelled ¢. Each contribution r; to
a residual R; is found by evaluating its contribution to the expec-
tation value when projected onto the excitation manifold,

<am ‘qADIE;rl at

“) (23)

1 1 1 iu 1 iu 1 b.]
For example, the linear contribution r of amplitude ¢} with g

to the residual R™ is found from

(aa o {is} o5t {2l oy {E:T}

d > (24)



One of the spin cases is
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a

(25)
where possible full contraction is
i i = 080 86115 6186, 6,5/ 878 (26)
for a residual contribution of
ri = gl Ly 51815/ 625/ 858} (27)

The automated procedure to generate this expression is equiva-
lent to the Goldstone diagram construction in figure

This and other possible spin components are accounted for au-
tomatically, together with the factor of 4 associated with this dia-
gram. In our pilot implementation, we do not identify equivalent
terms in the equations by the topologies of their diagrammatic
construction. Furthermore, the equations are not factorized in
this naive implementation, giving a suboptimal scaling of compu-
tational cost that remains to be addressed in future versions of
the code. It is expected that the efficiency will be improved by a
substantial factor when these steps are introduced through future
code developments.

3.2 Solution of CC Equations

The solution scheme used for these NOECC equations is based on
the iterative quasi-Newton method commonly employed in cou-
pled cluster methods. With no true spin-free Fock matrix avail-

able, the preconditioner was the generalized Fock matrix, given
by

E =Y (Do) [@o) i + Y (Dol ELy | Do) gy (28)
q qrs
Iterative solution of the generated equations is aided by use of a
level shift, chosen to be larger than the difference between the
Fock matrix eigenvalues corresponding to the highest core orbital
and lowest virtual orbital. Direct Inversion in the Iterative Sub-
space (DIIS) was used to accelerate convergence4047,

4 Results

4.1 Doublets

We start with doublet electronic states because the single deter-
minant ROHF reference can be correlated using standard unre-
stricted and spin-restricted spin-orbital coupled cluster implemen-
tations, which enables us to compare directly to our spin-free
approach. In Table [1| we present results for unrestricted CCSD
(uCCSD), Szalay and Gauss’s spin-restricted CCSD (rCCSD)48
and our normal-ordered exponential NOECCSD, truncated to lin-
ear and quadratic order. Szalay and Gauss’s spin-restricted ap-
proach constrains the cluster amplitudes by imposing the exact 5>
expectation value, rather than fully spin-adapting the amplitudes.
We also present results for the quadratic spin-free CCSD without
normal-ordering. The geometries were obtained from Szalay and
Gauss#8 and we use the same cc-pVTZ basis as that work. In all
cases, the ROHF state is used as the reference determinant. Ener-
gies were converged to 10710 Ey.

Molecule | uCCSD rCCSD | I-NOECCSD | q-NOECCSD | q-CCSD
’CH —141.105 | —140.973 —137.013 —140.851 —141.049
20H —230.302 | —230.156 —223.133 —230.306 —230.331
2CN —354.724 | —353.995 —325.369 —353.749 —354.454
2NO —433.834 | —433.354 —402.668 —433.327 —434.265
2CH; —199.002 | —198.832 —191.233 —198.833 —198.974
2NH, —220.008 | —219.831 —211.911 —219.806 —219.991

Table 1 I-NOECCSD and g-NOECCSD correlation energies in mEy for
ROHF doublets states in a cc-pVTZ basis compared to unrestricted
spin-orbital based CCSD (uCCSD), Szalay and Gauss's restricted CCSD
(rCCSD) and spin-free quadratic CCSD (gq-CCSD).

The rCCSD correlation energies are smaller than uCCSD due
to the spin-restriction imposed on the amplitudes. The spin-free
NOECCSD energies are in close agreement with rCCSD, differ-
ing by only 0.3 mEy. Exact agreement between spin-restricted
and spin-adapted theories is not expected, even if we had not
truncated the NOECCSD equations to quadratic order. The differ-
ence between the two approaches is small in comparison to the
expected magnitude of the contribution from the three-body exci-
tations that are absent in both methods. The non normal-ordered
spin-free CCSD correlation energies are universally lower than
for NOECCSD, in some cases by as much as 0.8 mEy. This is be-
cause, without normal-ordering, quadratic terms involving active
orbitals result in spurious additional energy contributions. For
example ‘! ECE" gives rise to an additional core to virtual ex-
citation #%#,E¢ that lowers the energy. Normal-ordering has no
impact on the linear terms, but linearised NOECCSD only recov-
ers 90% of the correlation energy.

4.2 Open Shell Singlets and Triplets
4.2.1 Beryllium Atom

Having demonstrated our spin-free NOECC framework for one-
electron doublets, we now turn to the two-electron cases: the
triplet and the open-shell singlet. The 3P and 'P 2s2p excited
states of the beryllium atom exemplify these electronic configu-
rations, in a system simple enough to allow comparison of the
singlet-triplet splitting with full configuration interaction (FCI).

Table [2]lists energies computed for the CSF references, and all-
electron FCI and NOECCSD energies of the singlet ! P and triplet
3P states. uCCSD energies are also included for the triplet state,
which has a single reference determinant. We use the cc-pCVTZ
basis and the orbitals for both CSF references were generated
from an ROHF calculation for the M =1 triplet state. The CSF
for the open-shell singlet is that generated by Eq. [6] Energies are
converged to 10710 Ey.

2541 CSF uCCSD | I-NOECCSD | q-NOECCSD FCI
3 —14.513129 | —14.561352 | —14.561504 | —14.561358 | —14.561412
1 —14.356425 — | —14.473941 —14.462727 | —14.463057
A 0.156703 - 0.087563 0.098630 0.098355

Table 2 I-NOECCSD and g-NOECCSD 2s2p excited state energies and
singlet-triplet gap A of the beryllium atom in Eg in a cc-pCVTZ basis,
compared to the energies of the CSF references, the full Cl energies, and
the unrestricted CCSD energy for the triplet state.

The uCCSD, g-NOECCSD and FCI energies for the single-
reference triplet state are all in excellent agreement, within 60
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Fig. 2 Goldstone diagram construction representing the automated generation of the residual term rjl‘;, = g?fté;» 6,“6;6[855/553;

UEy. The agreement between CCSD and FCI is a consequence
of the higher-order excitations all involving core-valence corre-
lation, which is small for Be. We can also conclude that spin-
contamination in the uCCSD wavefunction for this state is very
small, and that the neglected cubic and higher NOECCSD contri-
butions must also either be small in magnitude, or cancel.

The singlet CSF reference is almost 0.1Ey above FCI, whereas
the triplet reference was 0.05Ey above the corresponding FCI en-
ergy. This is in part a consequence of using the ROHF orbitals op-
timised for the triplet, but also because the correlation among sin-
glet spin-coupled electrons is larger than triplet spin-coupled due
to the Fermi heap in their joint probability distribution.4? The ef-
fect of both orbital relaxation and correlation are well captured in
the spin-free NOECCSD approach. At linear order, -NOECCSD is
within 10 mEy of FCI, which reduces to 0.3 mEy for g-NOECCSD.
The singlet-triplet gap is also accurate to 0.3 mEy compared to
FCL

A fully spin-adapted theory should recover the same energy for
each of the (25+ 1) spin-projections of a state with total spin S.
Our approach enables us to correlate arbitrary CSFs, and as a
test of our method, we computed all-electron I-NOECCD energies
of the M =1 and M = 0 components of the triplet state. The
M =1 CSF is a single ROHF determinant, whereas the M = 0 CSF
is a linear combination of two determinants (Eq. . The two
calculations converged with energies that were identical at every
iteration, confirming that our method is fully spin-adapted.

4.2.2 Oxygen Molecule

Another archetypical singlet-triplet system is provided by the oxy-
gen molecule. The lowest energy singlet state 'A, lies 0.0359 Ey
above the triplet 328‘ ground state. Both states correspond to the
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open-shell configuration ng,xné},y. The Oé"l reference CSF for the
3257 is a single ROHF determinant, whereas the Og’o reference
CSF for the A, state is a linear combination of two determinants.
Table[3|reports all-electron NOECCSD energies for the singlet and
triplet states of O, at a bond length of 1.2075A using a cc-pCVTZ
basis. For both CSFs, the orbitals were obtained from a ROHF
calculation on the triplet state. We also report energies for the
3):57 ground state computed by ROHF-uCCSD for comparison. All
energies are converged to 1010 Eg.

25+IA Reference Energy uCCSD I-NOECCSD | q-NOECCSD
b —149.653208 —150.223429 | —150.238029 | —150.222443
1A, —149.605647 - —150.204043 | —150.183136
'zs —149.558086 - —150.187127 | —150.156285
TAy =32, 0.047561 - 0.033986 0.039307
DS 0.095122 — 0.0509029 0.066158

Table 3 I-NOECCSD and g-NOECCSD energies in Ey of the triplet
ground state and lowest-lying open and closed shell singlet excited states
of Oy in a cc-pCVTZ basis set, compared to the CSF reference eneriges
and the unrestricted CCSD energy of the triplet state.

As before, the ¢-NOECCSD energy is within 1 mEy of the
uCCSD energy, where they can be compared. The computed
singlet-triplet gap of 0.0393 Ey is in good agreement with the ex-
perimental value of 0.0359 Ey, considering that the experimental
value is the adiabatic 0-0 energy, whereas we have computed the
vertical electronic energy, and that triple excitations are not fully
accounted for in our method. The 12; state, which lies 0.0598
Ey above the triplet ground state, is a ng"x + 717307 configuration
that is a symmetry-adapted linear combination of two closed-shell
CSFs. Our single-reference open-shell formalism extends straight-
forwardly to this multi-determinant state and we obtain a singlet-
triplet gap with g-NOECCSD of 0.0662 Ey.



5 Discussion

We discuss the characteristics of the NOECC method using criteria
set out by Kéhn and coworkers for MRCC theory: size extensiv-
ity; size consistency; orbital invariance; compatibility with SRCC;
satisfying the proper residual condition.

5.1 Size extensivity

As shown in Appendix [A] solving for the amplitude equations is
equivalent to solving for a corresponding set of equations com-
prising only connected terms. Since the energy of the CSF refer-
ence is also size extensive, our NOECC method is fully size exten-
sive when all terms are included up to the finite order at which
the equations terminate. Truncating our equations at a lower or-
der introduces a size-extensivity error.

5.2 Size consistency

Size consistency requires that the energy of a molecule composed
of two infinitely separated spin-coupled fragments is equal to the
sum of the energies of the isolated fragments. For size consistency
to be satisfied, the reference CSF must dissociate into the corre-
sponding CSFs for the constituent fragments, and non-vanishing
higher-order excitations present in the NOECC wave operator for
the molecule must be representable through products of lower-
order excitations of the fragments.

The appropriate CSF for spin-coupled, but non-interacting frag-
ments is the one constructed from Clebsch-Gordon coupling of
the spins of the fragments. For example, a two-electron open-
shell triplet and singlet are formed by high-spin or low-spin cou-
pling two one-electron doublet states, respectively. To assess the
size consistency of the NOECC ansatz, we examine the energies
for the homolytic bond fission of Li, as the simplest non-trivial
test case.

At dissociation, the 'E; and 3% states of lithium dimer should
have the same energy, and this should be equal to twice that of an
isolated lithium atom in the 2 state. The results of all-electron
spin-free NOECCD and NOECCSD calculations assessing the ex-
tent to which this is true are presented in Tables |4 and |5| respec-
tively. The orbitals of the 3%} state of Li, and the 2S state of the
Li atom were obtained from ROHF calculations. The 1):; state
was constructed using the localised 1s and 2s orbitals of the 3%}
state, ensuring that the energy expectation value of the open-shell
singlet CSF exactly matches the ROHF energy of the triplet, and
that both are exactly twice that of the doublet. The cc-pCVTZ ba-
sis was used and an interatomic distance of 10°A was chosen to
represent the system of the two dissociated, but still spin-coupled,
lithium atoms. All energies are converged to 10~!9 Ei. uCCD and
uCCSD energies are also provided for comparison.

Both 1-NOECCD and g-NOECCD show significant size-
inconsistency errors of 0.03 mEy. Size consistency is violated be-
cause the cluster operator includes terms that excite fragment A
with spectator orbitals on fragment B, and vice versa

pqu Fqall, £qaU £qBU. £ qBU.
Epu = Epus + Epyu + Epguy + Epgug @9

The terms £}t + E}%)4 are non-vanishing in the molecule, but

uCCD | 1-NOECCD | g-NOECCD

Li (%) —41.505947 | —41.680942 | —41.532939

Liy 3X;),r=10°A | —83.011893 | —83.389282 | —83.091473
Lip ('), r=10°A — | —83.389289 | —83.091788
2E (°S) —E (°%y) 0.000000 0.027398 0.025595
2E (35) —E (%)) - 0.027404 0.025910

Table 4 I-NOECCD and g-NOECCD correlation energies in mEy for Li
and Li, at a separation of 10°A in cc-pCVTZ basis, compared to unre-
stricted CCD.

uCCSD | 1-NOECCSD | q-NOECCSD

Li(%S) —41.546366 | —41.694641 | —41.545784

Lir 327),r=10°A | —83.092731 | —83.389282 | —83.091498
Li ('2),r = 10°A - | —83.389289 | —83.091947
2E (°S) —E (%) 0.000000 0.000001 —0.000070
2E (*S) —E('x]) - 0.000007 0.000379

Table 5 I-NOECCSD and 1-NOECCSD correlation energies in mEy for
Li and Li, at a separation of 10°A in cc-pCVTZ basis, compared to
unrestricted CCSD.

are absent in the cluster operators of fragments and the cluster
operator is therefore not additively separable in the dissociative
limit, which for CCD would require

Lqu Frdal, rqBU
Epu — Ep,;uﬁ +Epgug (30)

The doubles spectator excitations correspond to single excita-
tions when acting on the reference. Since the 1-NOECCSD and
q-NOECCSD methods explicitly include the single excitations £}//,
E}% that were absent in NOECCD, size consistency can be re-
stored numerically through the combined action of the singles
and doubles. The size-inconsistency errors are reduced to 7 nEy
for -lNOECCSD and 4 uEy for g-NOECCSD. While the NOECCSD
method is not rigorously size consistent, it is numerically very
close to being size consistent in practice. Similar observations
have been made by Hanauer and Kéhn® for the ic-MRCC method,
where they found that the magnitude of size-inconsistency errors
depended critically on the way they removed the redundancies
from their working equations. These small size-inconsistency er-
rors may be due in part to the size-extensivity errors introduced
by truncating our theory. The fact that ¢-NOECCSD has a larger
error than I-NOECCSD would align with the presence of discon-
nected terms in the ¢-NOECCSD equations that do not appear in 1-
NOECCSD. This suggests that taking the full NOECCSD equations
(5-NOECCSD for the Li atom and 6-NOECCSD for the dimer)
could remove the errors, although this would be prohibitively ex-
pensive in our current version of the code.

5.3 Orbital invariance

The NOECC method proposed is invariant to core-core and
virtual-virtual rotations in the same way as standard coupled-
cluster theory. The reference CSF is not in general invariant to
active-active rotations. This is in contrast to a CASSCF reference
function, used in ic-MRCC methods, which is invariant to active-
active rotations>2. For any given excitation order, the NOE cluster
operator T consists of all possible excitations from the set of core
and active orbitals to the set of active and virtual orbitals. The
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NOE wave operator {eT} is therefore invariant to orbital rotations
within each of these sets. If a certain subset of these excitations
were excluded, the wave operator ceases to be orbital invariant.
Our proposed NOECC method includes all excitations of a given
type and therefore retains all orbital invariance properties of the
reference CSF.

5.4 Compatibility with SRCC

The state-specific NOECC method we have proposed is a single-
reference method in the sense that we correlate a single reference
CSF representative of the electronic eigenstate under considera-
tion. In general, the CSF is a specific linear combination of many
determinants. In the case that the CSF is a single closed-shell
determinant, NOECC reduces identically to conventional spin-
free coupled-cluster theory, making it seamlessly compatible with
SRCC methods. Many of the problems associated with combining
results from MRCC methods with SRCC methods stem from the
use of a CASSCF reference, where it is often challenging to keep
the reference space consistent across different regions of the po-
tential energy surface. In the context of state-specific NOECC, this
problem becomes one of choosing an appropriate CSF reference.
Some regions of the potential energy surface will not be well rep-
resented by a single CSF2 and there the state-specific approach is
expected to be less accurate.

5.5 Projected Schrédinger equation
A proper residual equation?3>1l is defined as one that is equiv-
alent to solving a projected Schrodinger equation. In general,
the amplitude equations for methods using the JM ansdtze,
where each reference determinant has its own wave operator, do
not correspond to a projected Schrodinger equation (a notable
exception being Hanrath’s MRexpT2>3 method). The NOECC
approach uses an internally-contracted ansatz with a complete
first-order interacting space and therefore does satisfy the
condition of having a proper residual equation.

6 Conclusion

We have developed a novel formulation of the single-reference
normal-ordered exponential coupled-cluster method to correlate
multi-determinant states, NOECC. The ansatz is rigorously
spin-adapted and recovers the dynamic correlation and orbital
relaxation of an arbitrary configuration state function, without
spin contamination. Both high- and low-spin states of an atom or
molecule can be correlated. Our working equations are derived
from a reformulation of the unlinked coupled-cluster equations,
which we prove are equivalent to solving fully connected equa-
tions. The method formally terminates at 4 + min(n,2N,) in the
cluster amplitudes, where n is the number of open-shell orbitals
and N, is the maximum excitation rank of the cluster operator,
at which order the theory is fully size extensive. In this way,
we circumvent the requirement for the inverse of the normal
ordered exponential, for which the closed form is not known.
We have developed code to automatically generate spin-adapted
equations in a truncated form, while keeping the size extensivity

8 | Journal Name, [year], [vol.], 1

errors as small as possible. The NOECCSD method truncated at
second-order has been examined numerically using a set of small
atoms and molecules, with encouraging results. Our energies for
doublet systems are comparable to those found by Szalay and
Gauss using a spin-restricted formalism and the singlet-triplet
energy splitting are shown to be in excellent agreement with FCI
for the 1s2s configuration of beryllium and within 10 kJ/mol
of experiment for the oxygen molecule. Numerical tests of size
consistency reveal that, while the method is not rigorously size
consistent, size-inconsistency errors are on the order of puEy
for the cases tested. In common with many MRCC methods,
the NOECC wavefunction contains spectator excitations that
lead to a set of redundant amplitudes in the residual equations.
Although this leads to an infinite family of solutions, we find that
different amplitude solutions yield exactly the same energies.
NOECC is a single-reference method in the sense that coefficients
of the multi-determinant reference state are not relaxed. Since
our formulation does not rely on the absence of active-to-active
excitations in the cluster operator, it can in principle therefore
be used to correlate single CSFs, or CASSCF, RASSCF24 or
GASSCF=>2 references to recover the dynamic correlation of
highly multi-reference states, without spin contamination. While
for cases such as bond dissociation, or near degeneracies, a
fully multi-reference approach is more appropriate, NOECC is
highly suited for correlating specific spin states, such as those in
organic radicals and high- or low-spin transition metal spin states.
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A Connectedness of the residual equation

We demonstrate here that our working equations (Equation [18))
are equivalent to a connected form of the residual equations. We
also show that truncating our equations does introduce discon-
nected terms, but that size extensivity can be restored if the equa-
tions are taken to the full (finite) order at which they terminate.
The proof uses a derivation found in Lindgren’s paperl® that ex-
tracts the connected terms from the product of the Hamiltonian
and the normal ordered exponential form of the wave operator:

A’} = {A{ )} + {ﬁﬂ{ef}} (31)



The contracted terms can be separated into products of the con-
nected parts and the remaining cluster operators:
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The first term of equation [31| corresponds to extending the sum
to k = 0, leading to the classic result that12/44

=)

Z (ATl =y ey 36)

where the subscript C denotes connected terms. We have also
used the the fact that, within a normal ordered product, operators
consisting of even numbers of creation and annihilation operators

commute.

A.1 Size extensivity in the closed shell case
Our residual equation is

Ry = (@ A{e" }|o) — (@7[{eT } Do) (@o|A{e" }|0) 37)

— (@] {e"}|@o) (ol {eT }| Do)
(38)

= (@|{{e" Y (H{eT })c} o)

1

= (@{eT (A (T} c|®o) — (@il{eT AL P)elDy)  (39)

— (@{e” }|@o) (ol H{e" }|o) (40)

In the closed shell case, amplitudes cannot be contracted with
from the right so the middle term is zero. The disconnected terms
in (®g|H{e” }|®y) will also vanish. We then have

Ry = (@1|{eT Y(A{eT })c|®o) — (@y]{e” }|®o) (@0l (A{e })e|®o)

(41

— ¥ (@{e }®k) (@k| (AL })c|Do) (42)
K#0

— (@] (A{e" })clPo) + ; (@l{e - 1}|@k) (@k|(A{eT})c|Po)
K#0

(43)

If |®;) is to be reached from |®g) using only excitations and
|®k) # |Do), then |Pg) must be in the manifold spanned by the
states |®y). If |®k) is an excited state that can only be reached
from |®y), then (d)K\(I:I{eT})dCIDO) = Rk. The disconnected terms
vanish at convergence because they are comprised of smaller con-

nected terms that are already solved in our equations. Solving
our (not fully connected) equation is equivalent to solving the

connected equation
0=R; = (P/|(A{e" })c|®o) (44)

A.1.1 The truncated residual equation

Expanding our equation (including disconnected terms) for R; at
each order in 7'

ST
R = — (@] A{1"} ) (45)

- X G 0] G @l e )
a=0"" :

nl‘ Z (Z> (@ {7} ( A{T" })C\<1>o> (47)

!
n! ‘= \a

N () (@r[{7) o) (ol AT Y ) (48)

— i 2 (0) L ireyion) el (00 o

K#0
49
Our residual including terms up to order N is then
LA N o
RY=3 ¥ (1) X @l ien) @l (A)) o)
n=0""" q= K#0
(50)
Al 1
Z n— (@1] (A{T"}) | Po) (51)
+ Z ( ) Y (@} |@x) (@x| (A{T"}) |o))
K#0
(52)

The disconnected terms on the right are no longer zero in general,
as we are not solving the lower-truncated residual Ry(v*a], and our
method is not size-extensive.

We do however avoid the spurious higher-order disconnected
terms that would arise if each exponential were independently

truncated at order N:

. Sl oy o
B =Y (@il A{T} @) (53)

a=0
N o N by

-Y 5 o (@1[{T}|®0) Z; (@o|H{T7}|®o) (54
a=0"" b=0

This does not affect the fact that the equations for closed shells
terminate at 4th order in the the amplitudes. If our equations
are truncated at 4th order, we do recover the full size extensive
formulation of the theory without truncation. In the smaller con-
nected components of the disconnected terms where |®;) can be
reached from |®x) by application of {7%}, Ry(v]

to order N —a, so Ry{V] = Ry{v*”]

only has terms up
and our equation is equivalent to
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the connected form.

A.2 The general case

We first use the fact that the product of Hamiltonian and normal
ordered wave operator H{e’ } can be expressed as the product of
{eT'} with a fully connected operator:

A{el) = {T}A (55)

where A is a sum of fully connected terms. This result was first
published by Mukherjee2432 and we will reproduce the proof
here. It is convenient to define the fully connected term Hy =
(H{eT})C and the modified exponential {eT} {e —1}.

Repeatedly applying Wick’s theorem to equation [36] yields the
relation obtained by Chakravarti, Sen, and Mukherjee=433 that

Afe™} = {{e" g} = {eT}A (56)
where A is the sum of connected terms defined by
A={Ao} — {({e" YHo)c} +H{{E" (e Mo)e)e} 57
—{({ Y (e YHo)e)e)c + - (58)
Using this result, the residual equation can be written
(@1[{e }[@o) (@0l A{eT }|y) (59)

Ry = (®;|A{e" }|®o) —

= (@] {e YA|®o) — (@] {e” }|Po) (@o|{e }A| Do) (60)

= I (1@l i) @il you) @ul{e o) ) (@ ihian)
K

(61)

= (P/|A|®o) 62)

+ ¥ (@l How) — (@112 }Io) (@0l {&” } k) ) (@xlAlo)

K20
(63)

where the K = 0 terms cancel due to the intermediate normalisa-
tion condition (CI>0|{ef}|CI>O) =1

Assu}ning intermediate
(@ol{e" }|@x) =

normalisation also gives that

0, so we can write

Ry = (@1|A[@o) + ) (®s[{e" @) (Dx[AlBo)  (64)
K#0
As for the closed shell case, if |®g) cannot be reached from an-
other excited state, then we have (®x|A|®g) = Rx, which vanishes
at convergence.
Solving the residual Eq[I8]is therefore equivalent to solving the

fully connected equation
0= R; = (®7]A|Dy) (65)

The contribution of order 7" to the residual is

ZZ

K#0c= o (

(@I{T" )} @k) (Px[A| Do) (66)
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where A(©) is the sum of (connected) terms in A of order ¢ with
respect to T
The residual truncated at order N is then

N N—c

UoLR-TRY L

K#0c=0a=

 (PrHT} @) (@A D) (67)

where the relabelling a = (n— ¢) has been made inside the sum.
Equivalently,

N 1 _
RY =Y Y —(@{T} %) z (@A D) (68)
KZoa=0 ¢! =0
Noq
=Y Y (@ {T} k) (@ AN |y) (69)
K£0a=0 %'

where AN~4 indicates the sum of terms in A up to order

N—ain T. Since we have not solved the connected equations
(dx|AN-4|®y) = 0 truncated to lower order, the truncation of
our equations has once again introduced a size-extensivity error.
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