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The Adiabatic Connection Integrand Interpolation (ACII) method represents a general path for
calculating correlation energies in electronic systems within the Density Functional Theory. ACII
functionals include both exact-exchange and the second-order correlation energy, as well as an
interpolating function toward the strictly-correlated electron (SCE) regime. Several interpolating
functions have been proposed in the last years targeting different properties, yet an accurate ACII
approach with broad applicability is still missing. Recently, we have proposed an ACII functional
that was made accurate for the three-dimensional (3D) uniform electron gas as well as for model
metal clusters. In this work we present an ACII functional (named genISI2) which is very accurate
for both three-dimensional (3D) and two-dimensional (2D) uniform electron gases and for the quasi-
2D infinite barrier model, where most of the exchange-correlation functionals fail badly, as well as
for strongly correlated two-electrons systems. Using the exact-exchange Kohn-Sham orbitals, we
have also assessed the genISI2 for various molecular systems, showing a superior performance with
respect to the other ACII methods for total energies, atomization energies, and ionization potentials.
The genISI2 functional can thus find application in a broad range of systems and properties.

I. INTRODUCTION

Nowadays, the ground-state Kohn-Sham (KS) Den-
sity Functional Theory (DFT) [1, 2] is widely used
in electronic structure calculations of finite and ex-
tended systems [3–7], providing an adequate ratio be-
tween the accuracy and computational time. The ba-
sic DFT variable is the ground-state electronic den-
sity n(r), which implicitly determines all the ground-
state properties of the electronic system [8, 9]. In the
KS-DFT, n(r) is found by solving the Euler equation
via one-particle orbitals {φi,σ(r)}, such that the non-
interacting kinetic energy functional is treated exactly
as Ts[n(r)] = 〈Φmin

n |T̂ |Φmin
n 〉 =

∫

dr
∑occ

i,σ |∇φi,σ |2/2,
where Φmin

n is the Slater determinant build with KS one-
particle orbitals {φi,σ(r)}, that yields the density n(r)
and minimizes the expectation value of the kinetic en-
ergy operator 〈T̂ 〉. Thus, only the exchange-correlation
(XC) energy functional Exc[n(r)] must be approximated.
We recall that the XC energy functional should describe
the electron-electron interactions beyond the classical
Hartree energy U [n] = (1/2)

∫

dr
∫

dr′ n(r)n(r′)/|r− r′|.
An elegant (and exact in principle) definition of the XC

functional uses the adiabatic connection (AC) method:
[10–16]

Exc[n] =

∫ 1

0

dα Wxc,α[n],

Wxc,α[n] = 〈Ψmin,α
n |V̂ee|Ψmin,α

n ]〉 − U [n], (1)

where V̂ee is the Coulomb repulsion operator, and Ψmin,α
n

is the antisymmetric wave function that yields the density

∗
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n(r) and minimizes the expectation value 〈T̂ + αV̂ee〉,
with α ≥ 0 being the coupling constant (also known as
interaction strength).
There are many XC functionals constructed in the

framework of the AC method, including accurate hybrid
functionals [8, 15, 17–19] and the most sophisticated fifth-
rung functionals [20](which uses the unoccupied orbitals
in the functional definition) such as the random phase ap-
proximation (RPA) [21–23] and double-hybrid(DH) func-
tionals [24].
In the fifth-rung are also included the functionals in-

vestigated in this work, i.e., the one based on a Wxc,α[n]
model [25–51], which interpolates between the weak-
(α → 0) and strong- (α → ∞) interaction limits, and
that we refer to as Adiabatic Connection Integrand In-
terpolation (ACII).
We recall that the asymptotic behaviors of Wxc,α[n]

are known exactly [26, 31, 52, 53]:

Wxc,α→0[n] = W0[n] +W ′
0[n]α+ . . .

+ W
(m)
0 [n]αm + . . . , (2)

Wxc,α→∞[n] = W∞[n] +W ′
∞[n]α−1/2 +

+ W (2)
∞ [n]α−3/2 + . . . ‘, (3)

Here, W0[n] = Ex[n] is the exact DFT exchange func-

tional, W ′
0[n] = 2EGL2

c [n], and W
(m)
0 [n] = (m +

1)E
GLm+1

c [n], where GL indicated the Görling-Levy per-
turbation theory [52, 54, 55]. Usually, only the GL2 cor-
relation (EGL2

c ) is included in the ACII functionals. In
some schemes, the GL2 terms are approximated with a
semilocal functional [13, 47, 50, 51]: in this way, how-
ever, the whole functional does not belong anymore to
the fifth-rung.
In the strong-interaction limits the strictly correlated

electron (SCE) approach [56–58] becomes exact. On the
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other hand, the SCE method becomes computationally
very demanding, especially for larger systems, such that
usuallyW∞[n] andW ′

∞[n] are approximated using gener-
alized gradient approximation (GGA) or meta-GGA for-
mulas [27, 45, 48, 51].
One of the first and most known ACII functional is

Interaction Strength Interpolation (ISI)[26]. In the last
years, different approaches and investigations have been
presented[39, 42, 43, 45–48, 50], including those based
on the Hartree-Fock (HF) density [59–63]. Efficient im-
plementation of ACII methods is also available in public
quantum-chemistry codes [64].
After the α-integration in Eq. (1), the total XC energy

of ACII functionals becomes a non-linear function (F) of
the Ex,E

GL2
c , W∞ and W ′

∞ ingredients:

Exc[n] = F(Ex, E
GL2
c ,W∞,W ′

∞) . (4)

Eq. (4) thus resembles DH functionals [24]: however,
ACII employs a non-linear dependence from the GL2
term and does not diverge for systems with vanishing
gaps [39, 47, 64], which is a clear superiority with respect
to DH approaches.
Recently, we have proposed the UEG-ISI functional

[50], an ACII functional (valid in the limit of EGL2
c →

−∞) that gives an improved description of the three-
dimensional (3D) uniform electron gas (UEG). Then, the
UEG-ISI has been supplemented by a term that depends
on EGL2

c , finally yielding the genISI functional [50], with
good performance for jellium clusters and atoms.
In this work, we construct the genISI2 XC functional

as a revision of the one proposed in Ref. 50, fulfilling the
negativity constraint of the correlation energy (Ec ≤ 0)
for any possible values of the ingredients W0, W

′
0, W∞

and W ′
∞. Both the genISI and genISI2 functionals re-

cover UEG-ISI in the limit of EGL2
c → −∞.

We assess the genISI and genISI2 functionals for vari-
ous systems such as the two-dimensional (2D) UEG, the
quasi-2D infinite barrier model (IBM), the Hooke’s atom
and the dissociation of the spin-restricted H2 molecule,
which are very hard tests for XC functionals:
The 2D UEG is a paradigm for 2D electronic systems

[65], and the 2D local density approximation (LDA) XC
functional yields already quite a good accuracy for the
total energy of many 2D systems [66]. However, most of
3D XC functionals fail badly for 2D UEG, and only few
high-level methods, such as the inhomogeneous Singwi-
Tosi-Land-Sjőlander (ISTLS) can accurately describe the
2D UEG [67, 68].
The quasi-2D IBM [69–74], which is a severe test for

the dimensional crossover from 3D to 2D, is poorly de-
scribed both at the RPA and the semilocal (GGA and
meta-GGA) levels of theory, e.g. see Refs. 45 and
72. For example, the popular Perdew–Burke–Ernzerhof
(PBE) GGA [75] and the Tao-Perdew-Staroverov-
Scuseria (TPSS) [76] meta-GGA XC functionals fail
badly for this test.
The Hooke’s atom [77–84], also named Harmonium,

represents two interacting electrons in an isotropic har-

monic potential of frequency ω (ω =
√
κ, where κ is the

force constant). At small values of ω, the electrons are
strongly correlated, and at large frequencies, they are
tightly bound [85]. Because ACII formulas interpolate
between the weak- and strong-correlation limits, this is a
very important test.
The H2 dissociation curve using a spin-restricted for-

malism, which is a widely studied prototype of a strongly
correlated system [39, 41, 86–94]. While most of XC
functionals gives the correct energy at the equilibrium
distance, only the most advanced functionals can cor-
rectly describe the static-correlation at infinite distance.
[41, 89, 91, 95, 96]
In addition, we considered the more conventional

molecular systems, investigating the accuracy for total
energies, atomization energies and ionization potentials.
The performances of genISI and genISI2 are then dis-
cussed in comparison with the other well-known ACII
functionals.
The paper is organized as follows: In section II, we

overview the genISI and present the construction of
genISI2 XC functional; Computational details are de-
scribed in Section III, while in section IV, we report the
results for various systems. Finally, in section V, we sum-
marize our conclusions.

II. THEORY

A. Overview of the genISI exchange-correlation
functional

In the UEG-ISI functional[50] the AC integrand is:

WUEG−ISI
xc,α [n] = W∞[n] +

b(2 + cα+ 2d
√
1 + cα)

2
√
1 + cα(d+

√
1 + cα)2

,

(5)
where

b = b[n] = (W0[n]−W∞[n])(1 + d) ≥ 0,

c = c[n] = b[n]2/(4W ′2
∞[n]) ≥ 0,

d = 3.5. (6)

The parameter d has been optimized, minimizing the
error for the correlation energy per particle (ǫc) of the
3D UEG. For small α we have:

WUEG−ISI
xc,α [n] → W0[n]− s[n]α+ . . . (7)

with

s[n] =
1 + d

4

(W0[n]−W∞[n])3

W ′2
∞[n]

≥ 0. (8)

Note that there are no exact conditions for the coefficient
s[n], as the UEG-ISI functional is built for metallic sys-
tems, in which EGL2

c = −∞, see the discussion in Ref.
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50. The UEG-ISI XC energy is:

EUEG−ISI
xc [n] =

∫ 1

0

dα WUEG−ISI
xc,α [n]

= W∞[n] +
b[n]

d+
√

1 + c[n]
. (9)

The genISI functional adds a EGL2
c dependent term

to UEG-ISI; it has the following expression for the AC
integrand:

W genISI
xc,α [n] = WUEG−ISI

xc,α [n] +

A[n]α

(1 +mr[n]p[n]α)3
, (10)

with

p[n] = W ′
0[n]/W0[n] ≥ 0,

A[n] = W ′
0[n] + s[n],

r[n] =
( W0[n]

W∞[n]

)3

≥ 0,

m = 18.0. (11)

The parameter m has been obtained by fitting to the
correlation energy of Harmonium with force constant κ =
1/4[45, 77]. The genISI functional has been constructed
so that for small α it recovers the exact expansion:

Wxc,α[n] → W0[n] + (2EGL2
c )α+ . . . (12)

Integrating over α, we obtain a simple analytical expres-
sion for the genISI XC energy:

EgenISI
xc [n] =

= EUEG−ISI
xc [n] +

A[n]

2(mr[n]p[n] + 1)2
. (13)

B. The genISI2 functional

For the genISI2 functional, we consider the following
expression:

W genISI2
xc,α = WUEG−ISI

xc,α +W a1

xc,α +W a2

xc,α,

W a1

xc,α =
W ′

0[n]α

(1 + l1r[n]p[n]α)3
≤ 0,

W a2

xc,α =
−WUEG−ISI

xc,α [n] +W0[n]

(1 + l2r[n]p[n]α)3
≥ 0,

(14)

.
For small α the genISI2 behaves as:

W genISI2
xc,α → W0[n] +

+

(

2 +
6l2W0[n]

2(WUEG−ISI
xc,α=0 [n]−W0[n]))

W∞[n]3

)

αEGL2
c + ...

(15)

Thus, using Eq. (7), we have that genISI2 recovers the
exact limit in Eq. (12).
The genISI2 XC energy

EgenISI2
xc [n] =

∫ 1

0

dα W genISI2
xc,α [n], (16)

does not have a simple analytical expression (as genISI).
Still, the integral over the coupling constant can be nu-
merically computed with high efficiency and accuracy
(e.g., using a Gaussian quadrature with only 16 points).
The genISI2 functional recovers all the exact condi-

tions fulfilled by revISI [30], LB [31], genISI, and addi-
tionally, the genISI2 correlation energy is always nega-
tive. This is not the case for the genISI functional. We
mention that for all the studied systems, we have found
the correct behavior of genISI (i.e., EgenISI

c ≤ 0), how-
ever in principle, EgenISI

c can be positive, probably out-
side of the physical range of W0, W

′
0, W∞ and W ′

∞ in-
gredients. In fact, the quantity A[n] can be positive for
small values of EGL2

c (see Appendix for further details.)
Moreover, by construction,

lim
W ′

0
→0

EgenISI2
c = 0, (17)

a condition not satisfied by genISI, see Eq. (13). We re-
call that W ′

0 vanishes not only for any one-electron sys-
tems (where genISI is also exact because of W0 = W∞),
but also for a perfect insulator (where genISI will fail), an
interesting model system used in the DFT and solid-state
physics development [97, 98]. Note that the correlation
energy of the jellium-with-gap model vanishes in the limit
of infinite band gap energy [99, 100], such that Eq. (17)
remains valid in this case.
Finally, the parameters l1 and l2 were found from

the minimization of the mean absolute relative error
(MARE) of several small spherical systems, as described
in the following subsection.

C. Small systems with accurate ingredients

For few spherical systems (Harmonium with force con-
stant κ = 1/4, the two-electron exponential density
[n(r) = 2 exp(−2r)/π ], and the He, Be, Ne), the ingredi-
ents ( W0, W

′
0, W

SCE
∞ , and W ′SCE

∞ ) are known (almost)
exactly from literature (see Table I). For the Neon atom,
we recomputed W0 and W ′

0 using the the coupled-cluster
single double and perturbative triple [CCSD(T)] density
and inversion technique (see Sect. III for details).
Fig. 1 reports the MARE(l1, l2) of the correlation en-

ergies of these systems, computed with the genISI2 ex-
pression, as a function of the l1 and l2 parameters. The
minimum error is found at l1 = 10.65 and l2 = 3.6, which
we use to define the genISI2 functional.
In Tab. I, we show the correlation energies of these

systems, computed from several ACII functionals. The
genISI2 functional gives the best MARE (≈ 2%) showing
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FIG. 1. log[ MARE(l1, l2)] (in %) of correlation energies com-
puted for the systems of Table I, from the genISI2 expres-
sion of Eq. (16), as a function of the l1 and l2 parameters.
The minimum of the log(MARE(l1, l2)) is at l1 = 10.65 and
l2 = 3.6 (shown with an empty square), i.e. the parameters
used in the genISI2 functional.

that the genISI2 functional form is flexible enough to
describe the correlation in these systems

TABLE I. Exact (or almost exact) ACII ingredients (in Ha)
and negative of correlations energies (−Ec in mHa) from sev-
eral ACII functionals, computed for the Harmonium with
force constant κ = 1/4, the two-electron exponential density
[n(r) = 2exp(−2r)/π, Exp.], and the He, Be, and Ne atoms.
The exact values are from Ref. 50 and references therein. In
the last column, we show the MARE (in %) of each method.
Best ACII results are in boldface.

Harm. Exp. He Be Ne

W SCE
∞ -0.743a -0.910c -1.500c -4.021h -20.035h

W
′
SCE

∞ 0.208a 0.293e 0.621g 2.590g 22.0g

W0 -0.515b -0.625c -1.024f -2.673f -12.078i

W
′

0 -0.101b -0.093d -0.095g -0.246f -0.948i

MARE (%)
SPL 35.9 35.6 39.9 104.0 428.8 7.1
LB 38.5 37.8 41.6 108.1 436.8 5.8
ISI 36.6 36.4 40.5 102.4 414.3 5.1

revISI 37.0 36.9 40.8 101.7 409.3 4.1
genISI 39.6 37.4 39.3 106.5 415.7 5.8
genISI2 37.2 38.0 42.3 97.2 391.9 1.8
Exact 38.5 37.3 42.1 94.4 391.0 -

a) from Ref. 31, b) from Tab IV of Ref. 29, c) from Tab. I of
Ref. 25, d) from Tab. I of Ref. 101, e) Ref. 102, f) for Tab.
II and Tab. IV of Ref. 16, using accurate density, g) from

Tab. 1 of Ref. 30, h) from Tab. I of Ref. 103, using accurate
density, i) computed in this work at the
CCSD(T)/unc-aug-cc-pV6Z density.

In Fig. 2, we show a comparison between UEG-ISI,
ISI, genISI, and genISI2 for adiabatic connection cor-
relation integrand Wc,α = Wxc,α − W0 of Harmonium
(κ = 1/4) and Ne atom. We observe that both genISI
and genISI2 curves are smooth and realistic, being close
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FIG. 2. The adiabatic connection correlation integrand
Wc,α = Wxc,α −W0, for Harmonium (κ = 1/4) (upper panel)
and for the Ne atom (lower panel). The Harmonium exact
curve is from Ref. 29 and the Ne atom CCSD(T) reference
(with uncontracted aug-cc-pCVQZ basis set) is from Ref. 94.
We use the exact/accurate (SCE) ingredients shown in Table
I.

to the exact result. On the other hand, the UEG-ISI
integrand does not have the right slope at α = 0, show-
ing a strong underestimation. We recall that the area
under the curves for 0 ≤ α ≤ 1 represents the corre-

lation energy Ec =
∫ 1

0 dαWc,α. However, we mention
that for both atoms, the genISI2 gives the best perfor-
mance, being better than ISI and genISI. Noting that the
CCSD(T) correlation energy of the reference curve of the
lower panel of Fig. 2 is about 14 mHa bigger than the
benchmark reference (see Table I), we may even expect
that W genISI2

α,c is the most accurate shown result for the
Ne atom.
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III. COMPUTATIONAL DETAILS:

A. (quasi-)2D systems

The calculations for the quasi-2D IBM in Sect. IVA
use exact orbitals and densities [69]. Thus W0 and W ′

0

ingredients are exactly computed [104], while for the
strong-interaction limit ingredients W∞ and W ′

∞ we use
(at any quantum well thickness) accurate interpolations
between the 2D and 3D limits, as explained in detail in
Sec. IVA. Note that for W∞(Lmax) and W ′

∞(Lmax) we
use the meta-GGA functional of Ref. 105 and Ref. 27,
respectively. For the 2D uniform electron gas in Sect.
IVB, we use the exact ingredients.

B. Atoms and Molecules

All calculations have been performed with a locally
modified version of ACES II [106] program. All ACII
results have been obtained in a post-self-consistent-field
(SCF) fashion, using as a reference OEPx SCF converged
quantities (i.e. orbitals, orbital energies, and densities).
As in our previous studies [47, 48, 107, 108] to solve OEPx
equations, we have employed the finite-basis set proce-
dure from Ref. 109. The hPC model [48] was used in all
calculations to evaluate the W∞ and W ′

∞.
In particular, we have investigated:

- Harmonium: We have performed calculations for
various values of ω (∈ 0.03 ÷ 1000) in the Har-
monium model[110] using the computational setup
and an even-tempered Gaussian basis set (up to f
angular momentum functions) from Ref. 111.

- Total energies: the total energies (reported in
Tab. V) have been calculated for the systems listed
in Table I of Ref. 112, using an identical computa-
tional setup.

- Atomization energies: AE6 [113, 114] atom-
ization energies listed in Tab. VI. These calcula-
tions have been performed using uncontracted cc-
pVTZ basis sets of Dunning [115] without counter-
poise corrections for basis set superposition error
(BSSE). The results have been corrected for size-
consistency error according to Ref. 43 (Note, how-
ever, that this correction is very small for atomiza-
tion energies).

- Vertical ionization potentials: 32 vertical ion-
ization potentials (VIP)[116] computed as the en-
ergy difference between the neutral and the ionic
species[117]. The computational setup, namely ba-
sis sets and geometries (in the case of molecules),
is identical as in Ref. 116.

For total energies, atomization energies and ionization
potentials, we used, as reference data, the CCSD(T) [118]

results obtained in the same basis set to make a compar-
ison on the same footing and to reduce basis set related
errors.

C. Accurate reference for atomic systems

To compute the reference W0, W∞, W ′
∞, and EGL2

c

values reported in Tab. I and III, one needs to obtain ac-
curate KS occupied and unoccupied orbitals from which
EGL2

c can be evaluated. To this end, we have considered
the densities from Full Configuration Interaction (FCI),
in the case of Harmonium and He atoms, and CCSD(T),
for Ne atom. The KS potential is then obtained using
the Wu-Yang (WY)[119] inversion procedure. All calcu-
lations have been performed in a locally modified PySCF
[120] program together with KS-pies package [121] for
the WY method. In all calculation, the lambda regular-
ization parameter[122] was set to 10−5 and the Fermi-
Amaldi guide potential was used to correct the asymp-
totic behavior of the XC potentials. We used the uncon-
tracted aug-cc-pV6Z [123] basis set for He and Ne atoms
and for Harmonium the basis set from Ref. 111.

IV. RESULTS

In this section, we validate the accuracy of the genISI2
functional for the quasi-2D IBM model (see Sect. IVA)
for the two-dimensional electron gas (see Sect. IVB) and
for finite systems (see Sect. IVC).

A. quasi-2D IBM

Let us consider the quasi-2D IBM quantum well of
thickness L in the z-direction [69–74]. The true 2D
uniform electron gas limit is recovered by shrinking the
z-coordinate, keeping fixed the total number of elec-
trons per unit area (n2D). The quasi-2D regime is ob-

tained when L ≤
√

3/2πr2Ds = Lmax [69], being equiv-
alent to a non-uniform scaling in one dimension (i.e.
nz
λ(x, y, z) = λn(x, y, λz), with λ = Lmax/L). The 3D

density of this quasi-2D system is

n(z) =
2

Lπ(r2Ds )2
sin2(πz/L). (18)

We perform similar calculations to those reported in
Fig. 6 of Ref. 69. Thus, we use the following ingredients
for the ACII methods:

W0(L)/N = Ex(L)/N, (19)

where Ex(L)/N is the exact exchange per particle calcu-
lated with exact orbitals for the quasi-2D IBM of thick-
ness L ≤ Lmax. We recall that most semilocal ex-
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change functionals fail badly for the quasi-2D IBM sys-
tem [70, 74], diverging in the limit L → 0. Note that

W0(0)/N = Ex(0)/N = −4

√
2

3π

1

r2Ds
, (20)

is the exchange energy per particle of the 2D uniform
electron gas.
For W∞(L)/N we use the physically motivated inter-

polation proposed in Ref. 69:

W∞(L)

N
=
[W∞(0)

W0(0)
(1− L

Lmax
)+

W∞(Lmax)

W0(Lmax)

L

Lmax

]W0(L)

N
,

(21)
where

W∞(0)/N = W 2D
∞ /N =

( 8

3π
− 2
) 1

r2Ds
, (22)

and W∞(Lmax)/N has been computed using the WTPSS
∞

of Eq. (37) of Ref. 105 that is one the most accurate
models for W∞ of 3D electronic systems.
On the other hand, for W ′

∞(L)/N we use the simplest
interpolation

W ′
∞(L)

N
=

W ′
∞(0)

N
(1− L

Lmax
)+

W ′
∞(Lmax)

N

L

Lmax
, (23)

where

W ′
∞(0)/N = W

′2D
∞ /N =

1

2(r2Ds )3/2
, (24)

and W ′
∞(Lmax)/N has been computed using W ′MGGA

∞ of
Eq. (D16) of Ref. 27.
Finally, the W ′

0(L)/N is known exactly

W ′
0(L)/N = 2EGL2

c (L)/N, (25)

where EGL2
c (L)/N is given by Eq. (45) of Ref. 104. We

observe that for 2D UEG, EGL2
c (0)/N = −0.1925 Ha, be-

ing independent on r2Ds and finite, in contrast to the 3D
UEG case where EGL2

c /N → −∞. In fact, in the high-
density limit of 2D UEG (r2Ds → 0), ǫc → EGL2

c (0)/N =
−0.1925 Ha [65].
In Fig. 3, we show all these ingredients for r2Ds =

1, 3 and 5, respectively. At high-densities (for r2Ds =
1), we observe that W∞/N ≤ Ex/N ≤ W ′

0/N ≤ 0 ≤
W ′

∞/N , while at low-densities (for r2Ds = 5), the pattern
is different W ′

0/N ≤ W∞/N ≤ Ex/N ≤ 0 ≤ W ′
∞/N . In

the figure, we also show ǫLDA
c , for a better comparison

with the other ingredients. Note that, ǫLDA
c ∝ ln(rs) has

a logarithmic divergence at L → 0, where the 3D bulk
parameter is going to vanish (rs → 0) due to the 3D
high-density regime.
Next, in Fig. 4, we show the quasi-2D IBM correla-

tion energy per particle from several ACII functionals
in the whole quasi-2D regime (i.e., 0 ≤ L/Lmax ≤ 1),
for r2Ds = 1, 3 and 5, respectively. We compare the
genISI, genISI2 and UEG-ISI with the revISI functional,
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FIG. 3. The quasi-2D IBM ingredients for the ACII function-
als: the exact exchange per particle Ex(L)/N , W∞(L)/N of
Eq. (21), W ′

∞(L)/N of Eq. (23), and the W ′

0(L)/N for the
2D bulk parameters r2Ds = 1 (upper panel), r2Ds = 3 (middle
panel), and r2Ds = 5 (lower panel), respectively.

which we have found to be the actual state-of-the-art
functional for predicting the 2D correlation energy at
L → 0. We observe that genISI2 performs even bet-
ter than revISI, being significantly better than genISI.
On the other hand, the UEG-ISI underestimates the 2D
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FIG. 4. Correlation energy per particle (ǫc) of the IBM quasi-
2D electron gas of fixed 2D electron density (r2Ds = 1 upper
panel, r2Ds = 3 (middle panel), and r2Ds = 5 (lower panel),
respectively), as a function of the normalized quantum-well
thickness L/Lmax. The dots at L = 0 represent the exact
correlation energies of the 2D UEG.

correlation energy, being accurate only in a mild quasi-
2D regime (i.e. L/Lmax ≥ 0.6). Nevertheless, we recall
that the quasi-2D IBM is a very difficult test for any XC
functional, and for example, the random phase approxi-
mation (RPA) performs worse than UEG-ISI (see Fig. 3

of Ref. 72). On the other hand, the semilocal correlation
functional, e.g. PBE [75], can not describe the moder-
ate and strong quasi-2D IBM regimes, being accurate at
L/Lmax = 1 but approaching 0 at L/Lmax = 0 [45].

B. Two-dimensional uniform electron gas (2D
UEG):

We test the ACII functionals for the 2D UEG, where
all the ingredients are known and discussed above;

W 2D
0 /N = −4

√
2

3π
1

r2Ds
, EGL2−2D

c /N = −0.1925 Ha,

W 2D
∞ /N =

(

8
3π − 2

)

1
r2Ds

, and W
′2D
∞ /N = 1

2(r2Ds )3/2
.
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FIG. 5. Upper panel: 2D UEG correlation energy per particle
ǫc versus the 2D bulk parameter r2Ds . The exact curve is the
2D LDA correlation energy parametrization of Ref. 65.
Lower panel: Relative errors (in %) of the correlation energy
of the 2D UEG (100× (approx−exact)/exact) obtained from
various ACII functionals.

In the upper panel of Fig. 5, we show that genISI2 is
remarkably close to the 2D exact LDA correlation energy
per particle [65] for any value of the 2D bulk parameter
r2Ds , even in the high-density limit. In the lower panel of
Fig. 5, we report the relative errors (in %) of the ACII
functionals. The best performance is found for genISI2,
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TABLE II. The iMARE of Eq. (26) for the 2D-UEG and 3D-
UEG. Best result is shown in bold style.

2D-UEG 3D-UEG

b=0 b=1 b=0
ISI 5.0 45.0 59.4

revISI 4.3 27.3 37.7
SPL 6.6 241.5 ∞

LB 17.2 241.5 ∞

UEG-ISI 18.9 0.9 2.4
genISI 8.9 0.9 2.4
genISI2 2.5 0.9 2.4

followed by revISI and ISI, while LB and genISI give the
worst results.

To better quantify these results, let us consider the
following integrated MARE (iMARE):

iMARE =
1

(10− b)

∫ 10

b

drs
|ǫapproxc (rs)− ǫexactc (rs)|

|ǫexactc (rs)|
×100,

(26)
where we take (b=0) for the 2D-UEG. We also com-
pute Eq. (26) for the 3D-UEG with the choices (b=0)
and (b=1). We recall that the considered ACII func-
tionals are not accurate for the 3D-UEG in the limit
rs → 0, where ǫexactc → 0.031091 ln(rs)−0.0469203, while
ǫISI
c , ǫrevISI

c ∼ 1/
√
rs, ǫ

UEG−ISI
c → −0.086. In contrast,

SPL and LB functionals perform as → 1/rs not being in-
tegrable in the high-density limit. Nevertheless, we note
that most bulk metals have 1 ≤ rs ≤ 10. The iMARE
values of Eq. (26) for both the 2D- and 3D- UEG are re-
ported in Table II from the considered ACII functionals.

Thus, we conclude this subsection by noting that the
improvement of genISI2 over the genISI is substantial for
both quasi-2D IBM and 2D UEG and, corroborated with
its 3D UEG accurate behavior, can make this functional
attractive for various solid-state applications.

C. Finite systems

1. Role of Reference orbitals

The genISI2 functional has been parametrized on ex-
act ingredients, reported in Tab. I. For practical appli-
cations, however, such exact values are not known. In
Tab. III, we report accurate results for the Harmonium
(κ = 1/4), He, and Ne atoms as obtained from accu-
rate FCI (or CCSD(T)) density (as described in section
III C). Our results for W0 and EGL2

c for the Harmonium
and He atom reproduce previous exact results from the
literature obtained in different ways, see Tab. I. Data for
W∞ and W ′

∞ in Tab. III have been computed with the
hPC functional with the accurate density.

The second row (labelled with ∂i) of each section of
Tab. III reports the relative derivatives of EgenISI2

c with

respect to the various ingredients, i.e.

∂i =
1

Wi

∂EgenISI2
c

∂Wi
(27)

where Wi is one of the four ingredients (W0, W∞, W ′
∞

and EGL2
c ) The EGL2

c ingredient has the largest coeffi-
cients, particularly for atomic systems. For those sys-
tems, thus the W ′

0 = 2EGL2
c ingredient has a very large

impact on the final correlation energy. For this reason,
its accurate calculation is much more important than the
SCE ingredient.
Then, we compute the ACII ingredients consider dif-

ferent input orbitals and densities (S-VWN [124], PBE,
HF, and OEPx), which are routinely available. We can
see that the type of input orbitals have a drastic effect
on the EGL2

c energy (relative deviations -38%. . .+11%).
In contrast, the other quantities are not much affected
(with a relative deviation of few percent, and often much
smaller). In fact, the value of the EGL2

c energy is directly
related to the HOMO-LUMO energy gap (last column of
Table III), whereas the other ingredients depend only on
the ground-state density (matrix), which does not change
much. HF largely underestimates EGL2

c , whereas PBE
overestimates it. The best agreement with the reference
EGL2

c is obtained using OEPx orbital, and in fact, OEPx
gives an energy gap closer to the reference one [48, 125].
More sophisticated approaches [48, 112] are more com-
putationally demanding or numerically cumbersome.
Thus, the calculation of genISI2 correlation energies on

OEPx orbitals seems the best choice, considering both
the accuracy and the computational cost. Then, for all
finite systems, the considered ACII functionals have been
evaluated using OEPx orbitals.
If the genISI2 functional is used with very different

orbitals (PBE, HF), a proper scaling of the EGL2
c must

be used. Otherwise, the results can be quite nonphysical.

2. Harmonium

In Fig. 6, we show the relative errors (in %) given
by ACII functionals for Harmonium within a broad in-
terval of frequencies 0.03 ≤ ω ≤ 1000. Calculations are
done using OEPx orbitals, which gives quite an accurate
density in this case [47, 48].
In the strongly-correlated regime (i.e., ω ≤ 0.5), the

best result is given by the LB followed by the genISI2
(with −2% / RE / −0.5%), while the worst is SPL
(with the error below 10 %). GL2 is very inaccurate in
this region. On the other hand, for the tighter bound
electrons (ω ≥ 1) until the high-density limit (ω ' 100),
the genISI2 gives a similar performance to other methods
being much better than genISI, which is the worst.
Overall, the genISI2 (MARE = 2.77%) improves over

the genISI (MARE = 4.55%), being better than other
functionals, such as SPL (MARE = 7.66%), ISI (MARE
= 5.09%) and revISI (MARE = 3.79%). The LB gives
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TABLE III. The ACII ingredients for different input densities, in case of the the Harmonium (κ = 1/4), Helium, and Neon
atoms. We used the uncontracted aug-cc-pV6Z basis set, except for Harmonium, where a special basis set is utilized [111].
Values of W∞ and W ′

∞ are computed with the hPC functional [48]. The last two columns report the genISI2 correlation energy
and the HOMO-LUMO gap. We also report the relative derivatives (∂i, see Eq. (27)) for FCI / CCSD(T) densities.

W0 W∞ W ′

∞ EGL2
c EgenISI2

c Gap (eV)
Harmonium

FCI -0.515 -0.743 0.207 -0.0496 -0.0370 11.47
∂ -15.7% 15.7% 8.4% 18.9%

S-VWN -0.511 (-0.8%) -0.738 (-0.7%) 0.204(-1.4%) -0.0497(+0.2%) -0.0371 11.32
PBE -0.513 (-0.4%) -0.741 (-0.3%) 0.205(-1.0%) -0.0498(+0.4%) -0.0372 11.42
HF -0.515 (0%) -0.743 (0%) 0.208(0.5%) -0.0304(-38%) -0.0283 20.84

OEPx -0.515 (0%) -0.743 (0%) 0.208(0.5%) -0.0494(-0.4%) -0.0368 11.45
Helium

FCI -1.024 -1.491 0.644 -0.0480 -0.0414 20.40
∂ -6.9% +6.9% +2.6% +27.1%

S-VWN -0.998 (-2.5%) -1.454 (-2.5%) 0.619 (-3.9%) -0.0533 (+11%) -0.0440 16.90
PBE -1.013 (-1.1%) -1.476 (-1.0%) 0.634 (-1.6%) -0.0514 (+7.1%) -0.0431 17.00
HF -1.026 (+0.2%) -1.492 (+0.1%) 0.645 (+0.2%) -0.0366 (-23%) -0.0345 27.46

OEPx -1.026 (+0.2%) -1.492 (+0.1%) 0.646 (+0.3%) -0.0478 (-0.4%) -0.0412 20.77
Neon

CCSD(T) -12.078 -20.051 23.041 -0.4741 -0.3884 17.12
∂ -2.6% +2.5% +0.3% +29.5%

S-VWN -12.008 (-0.6%) -19.964 (-0.4%) 22.952 (-0.4%) -0.499 (+5.3%) -0.403 15.53
PBE -12.044 (-0.3%) -20.011 (-0.2%) 23.016 (-0.1%) -0.491 (+3.6%) -0.421 15.15
HF -12.108 (+0.2%) -20.076 (+0.1%) 23.045 (0%) -0.367 (-22.6%) -0.320 27.39

OEPx -12.104 (+0.2%) -20.078 (+0.1%) 23.044 (0%) -0.4631(-2.3%) -0.3819 18.44
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FIG. 6. Relative error on correlation energies of Harmonium
at various values of ω computed with OEPx orbitals for sev-
eral ACII functionals using the hPC model for the strong-
interaction functionals. The errors have been computed with
respect to FCI data obtained in the same basis set [111].

the smallest MARE = 0.52% which is consistent with
other predictions [44].

3. H2 Dissociation

In Fig. 7, we report the H2 dissociation curve using
a spin-restricted formalism for ISI, revISI, genISI, and

genISI2, as well as the FCI (exact) results. We used
OEPx orbitals and aug-cc-pV5Z basis-set. Note that,
for two-electron systems, OEPx calculation can be done
exactly, as the exchange potential is half of the Hartree
potential [126]. In addition, the singly excited term van-
ishes [112]. Fig. 7 highlights three important regions:

i) at equilibrium distance (see inset on the left), all
methods are quite accurate. The highest accuracy
is obtained from LB, genISI2, ISI, and revISI, while
genISI over-binds and SPL under-binds.

ii) at the dissociation limit, all ISI methods converge
to a constant D, in contrast to GL2, which diverges.
The constant D can be directly computed as

D = E[H2]− 2E[H ] = 2(E[H1/2,1/2]− E[H ]), (28)

where E[H1/2,1/2] is the total energy of the strongly
correlated hydrogen atom [86] with half electron
spin-up spin-down occupation. The resulting ener-
gies are reported in Tab. IV. In the limit EGL2

c =
−∞, genISI and genISI2 reduce to the same UEG-
ISI functional, and thus the same energy (-0.47239
Ha) is obtained. An almost perfect agreement is
obtained with the SPL and LB functionals. We re-
call that SPL and LB perform identical (as W∞),
in the limit EGL2

c = −∞. However, it should be
considered that this is just an error cancellation
between the approximated electronic density and
the (approximated) hPC SCE model. Using the
exact density, in fact, the SPL and LB give a too
low energy. The difference between SPL (LB) and
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TABLE IV. Total energy of H1/2,1/2 and the hydrogen atom
(H) for different methods. Results for H1/2,1/2 are reported
with both OEPx and exact orbitals.

H1/2,1/2 H MARE%

@OEPx @Exact @Exact
OEPx -0.35771 -0.34374 -0.5 28.48 %
ISI -0.47591 -0.48120 -0.5 4.82 %

revISI -0.47350 -0.47738 -0.5 5.30 %
genISI -0.47239 -0.47536 -0.49840 5.20 %
genISI2 -0.47239 -0.47536 -0.5 5.52 %
SPL -0.49994 -0.51676 -0.5 0.01 %
LB -0.49994 -0.51676 -0.5 0.01 %

Exact -0.5 -0.5

the other ACII functionals originates from the W ′
∞

contribution which does not vanish using approxi-
mated expressions, such as PC or hPC. The exact
W ′

∞ is zero for E[H1/2,1/2], and, in this case, all the
ACII functionals will be identical to SPL (LB).

iii) in the region around 4-8 a.u. (see right inset), a
large repulsive bump emerges in the case of SPL
and LB, and also for ISI and revISI. On the other
hand, genISI and genISI2 show a much smoother
curve. The bump is related to deficiencies of XC en-
ergy expression to describe fully the regions where
static and dynamic correlation effects interplay.
This issue has already been discussed in the litera-
ture in different contexts [41, 90–92]. We note that
proper dissociation for H2 can be recovered using
highly nonlocal [41] forms of AC or by using simple
AC formulas [93] with accurate input ingredients
for W∞ and W ′

∞.

In summary, the genISI2 provides a quite accurate de-
scription of the H2 dissociation curve, performing sig-
nificantly better than genISI near the equilibrium dis-
tance, while at large distances between the H atoms, both
genISI2 and genISI are similar, recovering the UEG-ISI
functional. Their behaviors strongly depend on the qual-
ity of the approximations for W∞ and W ′

∞. However,
they yield the exact result when the exact SCE W∞ and
W ′

∞ ingredients are used.

4. Molecular systems

First, we show in Table V the total energies (in Ha)
for a test-set of 5 atoms and 11 small molecules, previ-
ously used in ab initio DFT calculations [112]. Although
total energies are not very important in practical chem-
ical applications, they are essential observables and are
especially useful as indicators of the quality of the ACII
interpolation functions.
The genISI2 (with MAE ≈ 25 mHa and MARE = 0.02

%) gives the best performance among ACII functionals,
being almost twice better than revISI (MAE ≈ 42 mHa
and MARE = 0.04 %), which is slightly more accurate
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FIG. 7. H2 dissociation curve computed in a spin-restricted
formalism with several ACII functionals, using OEPx orbitals.
The exact curve is also reported.
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FIG. 8. Absolute relative errors (ARE) on the total energies
versus the ARE on atomization energies for the molecules of
the AE6 test (SiH4, SiO, S2, C3H4, C2H2O2 and C4H8). We
use the CCSD(T) as reference data (see also Table VI).

than ISI and genISI. The MP2 method yields here MAE
and MARE of about 19.87 mHa and 0.09%, respectively,
which indicates the large improvement of genISI2 func-
tional with respect to its counterparts. The worst per-
formance is given by LB (MAE ≈ 64 mHa and MARE =
0.06 %) and SPL (MAE ≈ 53 mHa and MARE = 0.06
%) functionals, which yield a result similar to the PBE
functional (MAE ≈ 58 mHa and MARE = 0.11 %).

We note that the total energy test is important from
the theoretical point of view because it can also show if a
given functional that is accurate for atomization energies
of molecules relies on an error cancellation (e.g., most
semilocal GGA and meta-GGA XC functionals).

Next, let us consider the popular AE6 benchmark that
is representative for the atomization energies of a large
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TABLE V. Total energies (Ha) for several ACII functionals computed using OEPx orbitals, w.r.t. CCSD(T) reference data.
The last two rows report the MAE (in mHa) and MARE errors. For comparison, we also report the MP2 and PBE total
energies. The best results from ACII functionals are boldfaced.

System CCSD(T) MP2 PBE LB SPL ISI revISI genISI genISI2
He -2.9025 -2.8970 -2.8929 -2.9032 -2.9015 -2.9019 -2.9021 -2.9024 -2.9028
Be -14.6623 -14.6424 -14.6299 -14.6767 -14.6728 -14.6710 -14.6702 -14.6745 -14.6655
Ne -128.9000 -128.8924 -128.8659 -128.9465 -128.9363 -128.9273 -128.9231 -128.9287 -128.9083
Mg -199.8282 -199.8157 -199.9539 -199.8690 -199.8657 -199.8656 -199.8656 -199.8637 -199.8663
Ar -527.4575 -527.4336 -527.3451 -527.5440 -527.5309 -527.5148 -527.5071 -527.5089 -527.4882
HF -100.3958 -100.3861 -100.3859 -100.4534 -100.4419 -100.4315 -100.4266 -100.4323 -100.4096
CO -113.2574 -113.2339 -113.2323 -113.3680 -113.3476 -113.3277 -113.3185 -113.3260 -113.2872
H2O -76.3869 -76.3720 -76.3754 -76.4457 -76.4327 -76.4208 -76.4152 -76.4211 -76.3958
H2 -1.1727 -1.1650 -1.1662 -1.1717 -1.1695 -1.1702 -1.1705 -1.1720 -1.1711
He2 -5.8051 -5.7939 -5.7859 -5.8040 -5.8008 -5.8017 -5.8021 -5.8018 -5.8038
Cl2 -919.7703 -919.7222 -920.0431 -919.9427 -919.9302 -919.9241 -919.9211 -919.9300 -919.9098
N2 -109.4763 -109.4562 -109.4507 -109.6093 -109.5861 -109.5611 -109.5497 -109.5548 -109.5134
Ne2 -257.8000 -257.7850 -257.7319 -257.8931 -257.8727 -257.8548 -257.8463 -257.8574 -257.8168
HCl -460.5093 -460.4823 -460.6385 -460.5920 -460.5855 -460.5823 -460.5807 -460.5854 -460.5746
NH3 -56.5233 -56.5016 -56.5072 -56.5715 -56.5588 -56.5486 -56.5439 -56.5516 -56.5253
C2H6 -79.7641 -79.7145 -79.7270 -79.8343 -79.8124 -79.7988 -79.7923 -79.8106 -79.7630

MAE 19.87 58.46 63.60 53.16 43.96 41.76 44.86 24.86
MARE 0.08% 0.11% 0.06% 0.06% 0.05% 0.041% 0.04% 0.02%

TABLE VI. Atomization energies (in kcal/mol) for the AE6 test, computed using OEPx orbitals. The last two rows report the
error statistics (MAE and MARE) computed w.r.t. CCSD(T) reference data. The best results are highlighted in bold.

CCSD(T) LB SPL ISI revISI genISI genISI2
SiH4 318.8 327.4 325.7 324.5 323.9 327.4 320.9
SiO 182.0 241.7 237.4 231.8 229.1 231.8 220.2
S2 94.3 134.7 132.7 130.6 129.6 133.3 125.3

C3H4 690.8 749.1 737.8 726.4 721.2 724.8 702.2
C2H2O2 618.1 711.4 696.9 678.3 669.8 668.5 644.3
C4H8 1130.5 1192.9 1177.3 1164.1 1158.0 1166.4 1133.6

MAE 53.8 45.6 36.9 32.9 36.3 18.7
MARE 17.9% 16.2% 14.3% 13.4% 14.6% 10.1%

molecular database [127]. Note that we consider the er-
ror vs CCSD(T) results in the same basis-set and not
versus experimental results. In this way, a more simple
and direct comparison can be performed without consid-
ering complete-basis-set extrapolation issues. In Table
VI, we show the AE6 atomization energies (in kcal/mol)
from the ACII functionals. The genISI2 improves over all
the other considered functionals, reducing the MAE from
' 33 kcal/mol to ≈ 19 kcal/mol. This is a quite signif-
icant improvement. However, we should point out that
other conventional approaches give much lower errors.
For example, MP2 yields MAE=12.1 and MARE=3.71%,
see Ref. 47. In fact, the calculation of atomization ener-
gies with ACII functional based on KS orbitals is still a
challenge, such that the genISI2 functional is an impor-
tant step in this direction.

To better visualize the performance of each functional,
we report in Fig. 8 the absolute relative errors (ARE)
on total energies versus the ones on atomization ener-
gies for the six molecules of the AE6 test. As shown,

the genISI2 gives a systematic improvement for all the
molecules. Thus, the maximum error on atomization en-
ergies is for the S2 dimer (ARE=32.9 %), followed by
the SiO molecule (ARE=21%), while all the remaining
molecules have ARE below 4%. On the other hand, the
total energies are remarkably accurate, the worst case
being the SiO molecule with ARE=0.0298 %.

In Table. VII, we show the results for the ionization po-
tentials of the 32 systems (atoms and small molecules) re-
ported in Ref. 116. The best result is found from genISI2
(MARE=3.5 %, MAE=0.44 eV), which gives a system-
atic improvement over the other functionals, providing
the best result for 27 systems out of 32. After that, ISI,
revISI and genISI give almost similar performances (with
4.6% ≤ MARE ≤ 5% and 0.57 eV ≤ MAE ≤ 0.61 eV),
while SPL and LB have the worst performances, with
MAE≥ 0.7 eV.
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TABLE VII. Ionization potentials (in eV) computed from
an energy difference obtained for several ACII expressions.
The last two rows report the error statistics (MAE (eV) and
MARE (%)) computed w.r.t. reference data. The smallest
error of each row is highlighted in bold.

Ref. LB SPL ISI revISI genISI genISI2
Ar -15.63 -16.15 -16.10 -16.01 -15.97 -15.94 -15.89
Be -9.31 -9.72 -9.63 -9.58 -9.55 -9.76 -9.38
C2H2 -11.43 -12.36 -12.21 -12.01 -11.91 -11.88 -11.64
C2H4 -10.63 -11.40 -11.25 -11.07 -10.99 -11.00 -10.72
C2H6 -13.01 -12.70 -12.69 -12.70 -12.70 -12.74 -12.71
CH2CF2 -10.61 -11.00 -10.93 -10.84 -10.79 -10.78 -10.67
CH3CN -10.75 -11.94 -11.80 -11.61 -11.52 -11.47 -11.28
CH4 -14.37 -14.65 -14.58 -14.51 -14.49 -14.52 -14.37
CHF3 -14.59 -15.75 -15.71 -15.67 -15.65 -15.67 -15.60
Cl2 -11.45 -11.05 -11.06 -11.07 -11.08 -11.07 -11.10
CO2 -13.70 -14.93 -14.80 -14.62 -14.54 -14.49 -14.33
CO -13.94 -14.62 -14.54 -14.46 -14.42 -14.42 -14.31
CS -11.27 -14.16 -14.02 -13.82 -13.72 -13.73 -13.45
FCN -13.65 -15.83 -15.68 -15.46 -15.36 -15.29 -15.11
H2CO -10.83 -11.70 -11.58 -11.42 -11.35 -11.32 -11.16
H2CS -9.29 -10.47 -10.39 -10.28 -10.22 -10.22 -10.07
H2O -12.50 -13.19 -13.08 -12.92 -12.85 -12.83 -12.66
HCCF -11.50 -12.08 -11.97 -11.82 -11.75 -11.71 -11.57
HCl -12.59 -13.15 -13.11 -13.07 -13.06 -13.10 -12.98
HCN -13.90 -15.74 -15.54 -15.26 -15.14 -15.06 -14.80
He -24.48 -24.54 -24.50 -24.51 -24.52 -24.51 -24.54
He2 -24.48 -24.62 -24.60 -24.58 -24.56 -25.17 -24.42
HF -15.96 -16.68 -16.58 -16.43 -16.37 -16.35 -16.18
Mg -7.57 -8.03 -8.00 -7.99 -7.98 -8.16 -7.92
N2 -15.51 -13.96 -14.11 -14.52 -14.69 -15.00 -14.95
NCCN -13.51 -13.34 -13.51 -13.94 -14.12 -14.44 -14.43
Ne2 -21.34 -22.03 -21.94 -21.81 -21.75 -21.74 -21.59
Ne -21.47 -22.08 -21.98 -21.86 -21.80 -21.80 -21.64
NH3 -10.78 -11.31 -11.20 -11.08 -11.02 -11.02 -10.84
OCS -11.18 -12.30 -12.22 -12.09 -12.03 -11.99 -11.89
P2 -10.66 -10.38 -10.38 -10.38 -10.38 -10.38 -10.37
SiH4 -12.78 -13.02 -12.99 -12.97 -12.96 -13.01 -12.91

MAE 0.80 0.71 0.61 0.57 0.59 0.44
MARE(%) 6.45 5.75 4.95 4.59 4.74 3.52

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

We have developed a novel ACII approach, denoted
as genISI2, that satisfies the negativity constraint of the
correlation energy and the exact conditions for the weak-
and strong-interaction limits. When the GL2 correla-
tion diverges, the genISI2 approach recovers the UEG-ISI
functional, which is correct for the 3D uniform electron
gas. On the other limit, i.e., when the GL2 correlation
vanishes, the genISI2 correlation energy also correctly
goes to zero, see Eq. (17).

The genISI2 functional is based on two parameters that
have been fixed from the correlation energies of small
systems, where the ingredients used for the weak- and
strong-interaction limits (W0, W

′
0, W

SCE
∞ , and W ′SCE

∞ )
are known (almost) exactly. Such a simple optimiza-
tion procedure seems powerful and practical because the

FIG. 9. Bar-plot of the normalized MARE for the 7 tests
and the 6 ACII functionals considered in this work. The last
section reports the normalized MARE averaged over all tests.

AC correlation integrand of the genISI2 functional Wα,c

achieved good accuracy for both the Harmonium and Ne
atoms, as reported in Fig. 2. Moreover, improved re-
sults are obtained for other very different systems, rang-
ing from two-dimensional systems to atomization ener-
gies of molecules.
We compared genISI2 with all the currently available

ACII functionals. In Fig. 9, we report the normalized
MARE

ηji =
MAREj

i
1
6

∑

j MAREj
i

, (29)

where MAREj
i is the MARE of the i-th test for func-

tional j. The index j runs over the 6 ACII functionals
considered, and the index i runs over the 7 tests consid-
ered, namely: 3D UEG (see Tab. II), 2D UEG (see Tab.
II), Harmonium (see Sect. IVC2), the strongly corre-
lated hydrogen (see Tab. IV), total energies of atoms
and molecules (see Tab. V), atomization energies (see
Tab. VI), and ionization potential (see Tab. VII).
The first section of Fig. 9 shows that for the 3D UEG,

as also discussed in Ref. 50, SPL and LB are very inaccu-
rate, while revISI and ISI improve significantly. Instead,
by construction, genISI and genISI2 are almost exact.
For the quasi-2D IBM, which is one of the most se-

vere tests for XC density functionals [69], we have shown
that the genISI2 performs remarkably well in the whole
quasi-2D regime, see section IVA. For the true 2D UEG
(see the second section of Fig. 9), the genISI2 is the best
functional. Such high accuracy for 3D, quasi-2D and 2D
uniform electron gases should make it attractive for var-
ious electronic calculations of solid-state and condensed-
matter physics.
In the case of finite systems, we have shown that great

care is required for the calculation of the GL2 correlation
energy, being the most important ingredient to obtain the
correct correlation energy, which depends strongly on the
chosen ground-state orbital. While fully self-consistent
calculations are, in principle, possible [48], a more com-
putationally cheaper yet accurate approach is required
to investigate large systems. We have shown in Table III
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that Kohn-Sham OEPx orbitals can be a reliable choice
to obtain accurate ingredients for the weak- and strong-
interaction limits (W0, W ′

0, W∞, and W ′
∞). Thus, all

finite system calculations in this work have been per-
formed using OEPx orbitals.
For the Harmonium (see third section of Fig. 9),

genISI2 improves with respect to all ACII functional, ex-
cept LB, which is almost exact. LB (and also SPL) is al-
most exact for the H2 dissociation (see the fourth section
of Fig. 9), whereas all the other ACII approaches give
similar errors. However, as discussed in section IVC3,
for these strongly correlated electron systems, the accu-
racy of the results also strongly depends on the accuracy
of W∞, and W ′

∞ (in this work approximated with hPC)
and not only on the ACII interpolation formula. Using
the exact SCE for W∞, and W ′

∞, all the ACII functionals
will be exact.
For atoms and molecular systems, we have observed a

systematic improvement of the genISI2 functional with
respect to the other ACII approximations for total ener-
gies, atomization energies, and ionization potential, see
last three sections of Fig. 9. Those are hard tests, de-
spite the fact that the final results are not yet competi-
tive with the most accurate quantum-chemistry methods.
Note, in addition, that the genISI2 functional has been
parametrized on exact values, whereas for the calcula-
tions of real atoms and molecules, approximated quanti-
ties are used (i.e., OEPx orbitals instead of exact ones,
hPC model data instead of SCE). Thus, further improve-
ment of the results can be expected if this ACII functional
is parametrized on those approximated ingredients.
Averaging over all tests, the genISI2 has η = 0.63, a

relevant improvement concerning ISI, revISI, and genISI,
which are all above 0.85. We thus expect that genISI2
can have broader applicability and find applications in
different areas, ranging from real metal clusters to solid-
state systems.
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Appendix: The negativity condition of the
correlation energy:

To visualize the negativity condition of the correlation
energy, let us fix W0, W∞ and W ′

∞ with the Harmonium
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FIG. 10. Upper panel: The correlation energy Ec (a.u.)
versus W ′

0 (a.u.) for Harmonium (κ = 1/4), for three ACII
functionals. Other ingredients are from Tab. I. For the Har-
monium (κ = 1/4), W ′

0 = −0.101.
Lower panel: The adiabatic connection correlation integrand
Wc,α versus α (in log scale), for the point B of the first panel
(indicated with an arrow), where W ′

0 = −0.04 Ha.

values (see Tab. I) and we vary W ′
0 (note that for the

Harmonium W ′
0 = −0.101). The results are reported in

the upper panel of Fig. 10, where we observe that genISI
correlation energy becomes positive when W ′

0 → 0, and
genISI2 solves this failure. Moreover, as shown in the
lower panel of Fig. 10, the correlation integrand Wc,α of
genISI2 remains smooth, with the correct slope at α →
0, even for the difficult case when W ′

0 is small (W ′
0 =

−0.04), where genISI curve becomes wrongly positive and
non-monotonic.
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M. J. Puska, and R. M. Nieminen, Testing of
two-dimensional local approximations in the
current-spin and spin-density-functional theories,
Phys. Rev. B 67, 205327 (2003).

[67] J. F. Dobson, Inhomogeneous stls theory and tdcdft,
Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 11, 4528 (2009).

https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jctc.6b00713
https://doi.org/10.1039/C6CP08704C
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpclett.7b01113
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5022669
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpclett.8b01054
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/s00214-018-2354-5
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.085117
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jctc.8b01037
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jctc.0c00328
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jctc.2c00352
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1002/wcms.1634
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0178800
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpca.3c03976
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.47.13105
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jctc.0c00823
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.50.196
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.52.4493
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.103.166402
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.246402
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-22340-2_4
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5078565
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0029084
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpclett.1c01157
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jctc.1c01206
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpclett.3c01832
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jctc.3c00347
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.88.256601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.67.205327
https://doi.org/10.1039/B904385N


16

[68] J. F. Dobson, J. Wang, and T. Gould, Correla-
tion energies of inhomogeneous many-electron systems,
Phys. Rev. B 66, 081108 (2002).

[69] L. Pollack and J. Perdew, Evaluating density functional
performance for the quasi-two-dimensional electron gas,
Journal of Physics: Condensed Matter 12, 1239 (2000).

[70] L. Chiodo, L. A. Constantin, E. Fabiano, and F. Della
Sala, Nonuniform scaling applied to surface energies of
transition metals, Phys. Rev. Lett. 108, 126402 (2012).

[71] S. Karimi and C. A. Ullrich, Three-to two-dimensional
crossover in time-dependent density-functional theory,
Phys. Rev. B 90, 245304 (2014).

[72] L. A. Constantin, Simple effective interaction for dimen-
sional crossover, Phys. Rev. B 93, 121104 (2016).

[73] A. D. Kaplan, K. Wagle, and J. P. Perdew, Col-
lapse of the electron gas from three to two di-
mensions in kohn-sham density functional theory,
Phys. Rev. B 98, 085147 (2018).

[74] C. Horowitz, C. Proetto, and J. Pitarke, Construction
of a semilocal exchange density functional from a three-
dimensional electron gas collapsing to two dimensions,
Phys, Rev. B 108, 115119 (2023).

[75] J. P. Perdew, K. Burke, and Y. Wang, Gener-
alized gradient approximation for the exchange-
correlation hole of a many-electron system,
Phys. Rev. B 54, 16533 (1996).

[76] J. Tao, J. P. Perdew, V. N. Staroverov, and
G. E. Scuseria, Climbing the density functional
ladder: Nonempirical meta–generalized gradient
approximation designed for molecules and solids,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 91, 146401 (2003).

[77] M. Taut, Two electrons in a homogeneous
magnetic field: particular analytical solutions,
J. Phys. A: Math. 27, 1045 (1994).

[78] J. Coe, A. Sudbery, and I. D’amico, Entanglement and
density-functional theory: Testing approximations on
hooke’s atom, Phys, Rev. B 77, 205122 (2008).
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D. E. Bernholdt, K. K. Baeck, P. Rozyczko, H. Sekino,
C. Hober, and R. J. Bartlett Integral packages included
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