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Abstract

Analytical gradients of potential energy surfaces play a central role in quantum chem-
istry, allowing for molecular geometry optimizations and molecular dynamics simula-
tions. In strong coupling conditions, potential energy surfaces can account for strong
interactions between matter and the quantized electromagnetic field. In this paper, we
derive expressions for the ground state analytical gradients in quantum electrodynam-
ics coupled cluster theory. We also present a Cholesky-based implementation for the
coupled cluster singles and doubles model. We report timings to show the performance
of the implementation and present optimized geometries to highlight cavity-induced

molecular orientation effects in strong coupling conditions.

1. Introduction

In the Born-Oppenheimer approximation, nuclei evolve on electronic potential energy sur-
faces, driven by the force given by the gradient of the electronic energy. The identification of

relevant geometries on potential energy surfaces, as well as the study of chemical reactivity


henrik.koch@ntnu.no

or orientational effects through molecular dynamics simulations, relies on the evaluation of

molecular gradients of the potential energy surfaces.

An efficient evaluation of these gradients usually relies on an implementation of the analytical
nuclear derivative of the electronic energy.*¥ Among several electronic structure methods,
coupled cluster theory is well-known to provide a highly accurate description of dynamical
correlation, both for ground and excited states, when the ground state is dominated by a sin-
gle reference configuration.”® In addition, it is known to converge rapidly to the exact limit
as one moves up the hierarchy of methods.”™ Due to its increasingly feasible computational
cost, its singles and doubles formulation (CCSD)7 is today extensively used for calculations
of energies and different properties for medium sized systems. Many implementations of
analytical gradients at the CCSD level have been reported over the past decades.®"* More
recently, decomposition methods for the electronic repulsion integrals have been used to
further improve the efficiency of such gradient algorithms.®< 4 In particular, the Cholesky
decomposition method, which provides rigorous error thresholds, have recently become ap-

plicable to much larger systems due to algorithmic advances. 97

In strong coupling conditions, the strong interactions between light and matter lead to the
formation of hybrid light-matter states named polaritons. In these conditions, several exper-
imental studies have shown modifications of e.g. ground state chemical and photochemical

18722 and supramolecular organization.?32” A rationalization of such modifications,

reactivity
however, requires a detailed description of the quantum nature of both the molecule and the
electromagnetic field. In this direction, many quantum chemistry ab initio methods have
been generalized to quantum electrodynamics (QED). Recent examples include QED den-
sity functional theory,“®3! QED Hartree-Fock,?##% QED configuration interaction, %4> and
QED coupled cluster theory 525937 While the ab initio character of these methods provides
a proper description of the molecular system, an accurate treatment of cavity-mediated re-

orientation effects, as well as changes in the equilibrium geometry, is needed in order to make

more robust predictions.”®Y To this end, implementations of analytical gradients of some



ab initio methods have already been implemented.?%4142

In this work, we also move towards this end-goal, presenting a general formulation of analyt-
ical gradients for the ground state energy in QED coupled cluster (QED-CC) theory, along
with an implementation at the QED-CC with single and doubles electronic excitations and
single photonic excitations (QED-CCSD-1) level. We provide timings of the QED-CCSD-1
gradient evaluations in order to demonstrate the efficiency of the implementation, as well
as optimized geometries in various systems to highlight the importance of cavity-induced

orientation and relaxation effects.

2. Theory

2A. QED Hamiltonian

In strong coupling conditions, the Hamiltonian must include the quantized electromagnetic
field and its interactions with matter. Here, we describe such a system by means of the
Pauli-Fierz Hamiltonian expressed within the length gauge representation of the dipole ap-
proximation.“®43 Moreover, we adopt the Born-Oppenheimer approximation, assuming that
the wave function for the electronic and photonic degrees of freedom depends only on the
positions of the nuclei. Working in the QED-HF coherent-state basis for a single mode of

the electromagnetic field, we finally obtain the electronic-photonic Hamiltonian“244

H=H,+wb'b+ \/g(x (d—(d)))(d" + b) + %(A (d —{(d)))?, (1)

where d is the dipole moment operator and (d) is its expectation value at the QED Hartree-
Fock (QED-HF) level. The electromagnetic field is represented by a single harmonic oscillator
with frequency w and photon creation and annihilation operators denoted by b and b.

The first two terms of eq. describe the molecular electronic Hamiltonian, H., and the

energy of the quantized electromagnetic field, respectively. The third term in H describes the



bilinear interaction between the molecular system and the displacement field. The final term
is the dipole self-energy, which ensures that the Hamiltonian is bounded from below.#%4% The

47”8, where V' is the quantization volume

coupling strength of the field is denoted by A =
and e the polarization vector. To simplify the notation, we will let d = X -d in the following.
By expanding the electronic Hamiltonian in the second quantization formalism, eq. can

be rewritten as

1
H = hpgBpy + 5 D Gparsrars + wb'b
pq

pgrs

w w
+ \/g%: depq(bT +b) — \/;<d> (bT +b) + hpue-

Here hy,. is the nuclear repulsion energy. The indices p,q,r, s denote molecular orbitals

(MOs), and

Epg = Z a;rzoaqcr €pars = LipgErs — g Eips, (3)

where af and a are the creation and annihilation operators for the electrons, respectively.
Moreover, the one- and two-electron integrals h,, and g,,.s are dressed electronic integrals
that include contributions from the electromagnetic field. Denoting the electronic one- and

1 € €
two-electron integrals as iy and g ., we have

. 1 )
hpq = hpq + 5 Z dprdrq - dpq<d> + 2;; <d>2 (4)

pgrs = gﬁqm + dpgdys, (5)

where N, is the number of electrons of the molecule, and d,, can be split in an electronic

part d, and a nuclear part dy:
S.
Ly (6)

o = dyy

Note that, when introducing the second quantization formalism for the electronic Hamilto-

nian, we have implicitly made use of the complete basis set approximation (i.e., we have



A

approximated the square of the second quantization dipole moment operator d?=d- CZ).44
The generalization of the current implementation explicitly including the quadrupole mo-

ment is straightforward.

2B. QED-CC

In QED-CC, coupled cluster theory is extended to include the interactions between the
electrons and the quantized electromagnetic field. The wave function is obtained by applying
the exponential of the cluster operator 7' to a reference wave function, which is typically

chosen to be the QED-HF wave function:=?
|QED-CC) = e’ |QED-HF) = ¢’ |HF,0). (7)
The cluster operator is defined as

T = Z CunTu(bT)na (8)

unes

where

& ={(un):p=0,n>0,
(9)

(p,m) >0, n>0}
denotes the set of excitation operators in 7. In particular, & contains all elements in the
projection manifold except |HF,0). Here, p labels the electronic excitations, with p = 0

denoting the HF state, and n denoting the photonic excitation. We can partition the cluster

operator into purely electronic, purely photonic, and mixed excitation operators,

T:T6+Tp+ﬂnt7 (1())



with

T.=Y tum, T,=> ()" T =) spru(b)" (11)
pu=>1 n=>1 p>1
n>1

Moreover, we will refer to (., = {t,, Vn, SZ} as the QED-CC amplitudes. We can determine
the QED-CC energy and amplitudes by projecting the Schrodinger equation on the excitation

set: 82

E = (HF,0|H|HF,0) (12)

Q/J,n = <'U’7 n|H‘HF7 0> = 07 (:Uﬂ n) S éoa (13)

where H = e"THeT is the similarity transformed Hamiltonian.

While these equations provide expressions for the energy and the amplitudes, the direct eval-
uation of the molecular gradient as total derivative of the energy of eq. is complicated
and usually avoided. For this reason, in the next section, we describe the Lagrangian for-
malism, which is commonly used to derive analytical expressions for the molecular gradients

in coupled cluster theory and other electronic structure methods. 4%

2C. The Lagrangian formalism

In coupled cluster theory, the dependence of the ground state energy on the amplitudes
is non-variational; that is, the energy is not stationary with respect to the amplitudes.
As a consequence, we cannot invoke the usual Hellmann-Feynman theorem to calculate
nuclear gradients. Nevertheless, we can avoid explicitly evaluating the derivatives of the wave

function parameters by adopting the Lagrangian formalism (or Z-vector technique).4*0

In this formalism, we consider a function (for example, the energy E) that depends on some
parameters A. These parameters are determined by imposing a set of conditions {e, = 0}.

To each of these constraints e,, we can now associate a Lagrangian multiplier 5\p and define



a Lagrangian L as

LX) =ENz)+ATe\ x), (14)

where & denotes the nuclear coordinates. In order to keep the notation simple, we will not
make the dependence on x explicit in the following.

To enforce the set of constraints e = 0 and determine the parameters A, we require that
the Lagrangian is stationary with respect to the multipliers A. The multipliers, instead, are

determined by requiring that £ is stationary with respect to the parameters A:

oL oL

When these equations are satisfied, the Lagrangian is by definition equal to the energy at
every value of . As a consequence, the total derivative of the energy with respect to & can
be evaluated as the partial derivative of the Lagrangian:

dE AL oL AL N, Zaﬁa_Xpac

LT oo 2900 2o, 00 ox 10)

p
In this way, the molecular gradient can be evaluated without needing to evaluate the deriva-
tive of the parameters with respect to the nuclear coordinates.

Applying this formalism to the QED-CC ground state energy, we can define the Lagrangian

as

L = (HF,0le Te"He "¢’ |HF, 0) + Z Cun (i, nle"Te"He " |HF, 0) + Z RaiFui-  (17)
wnEE ai

Here, the first term is the QED-CC ground state energy, and the second term corresponds to

the €2, equations and the associated multipliers @m. The last term enforces the QED-HF

equations through the associated multipliers k,;. Moreover, we have made the x-dependence

of the orbitals explicit by introducing the orbital rotation operator x. By assumption, the

QED-HF orbitals are optimized, and x = 0, at the geometry where the gradient is evalu-



ated.”” Finally, we can rewrite the QED-CC Lagrangian in a more compact form by intro-

ducing the dual ground state vector (Al:

(A= ((HF,0] + 3 Gunlonl)e " (18)

WnEE

L= (Ae"He "|QED-CC) + Y FuiFui = (A[H|QED-CC) + Y _ FqiFu, (19)

at at

where we have defined H = e*He ",

2D. Gradient expression

Using egs. and , the molecular gradient can be expressed as

dE

S = £ = (\JHWIQED-CC) + Y RusFLY (20)

ai
where we have denoted nuclear derivatives with (1.

So far, we have taken care of the constraints for the QED-HF and QED-CC equations, which
are imposed via the Lagrangian. However, when evaluating molecular gradients, we must
also ensure that the MOs are kept orthonormal at all nuclear geometries, since we implicitly
assume this in all our derivations. In fact, the Hamiltonian and other operators, as well as
the state vectors, are represented in terms of creation and annihilation operators (a;m Apo)
that are associated with a set of orthonormal MOs (¢,).# To account for orthonormality, we
employ an orbital connection. Given a reference geometry x(, at which we will calculate the

gradient, we can consider some unmodified MOs (UMOs) at a neighbouring geometry x,

;M0 (@) =Y Cop(o)xal), (21)

formed by freezing the orbital coefficients C,, at xy. These UMOs are not orthonormal, and

we denote the overlap matrix as Sp(x) = (oM (x)[¢yM(x)). An orbital connection T



restores orthonormality by transforming the UMOs into a set of orthonormal MOs (OMOs),
OMO Z UMO ) (22)

In this paper, we adopt the symmetric connection T' = §~1/251

From eq. , it follows that we can separate the derivatives of the Hamiltonian into two
contributions. The first one arises from the UMOs and the second one from the x-dependence
of T. To evaluate the latter, we note that TTST = T'ST = 1, and take the derivative at x,

(where S = 1). We then find
oW 4 S =0 — TW S“ (23)

The M notation denotes that the derivative is taken in the UMO basis. Finally, we can

consider the one-electron part of the Hamiltonian, . We can write the h derivative at x as

=> W)E,, = Z W B, + Z STy + TLTD ) by . (24)
bq T8

Now, since T},,(xo) = 6,4, we can simplify this expression to

RV = Z B, — - Z (Z SW g, + Z Stlh ) (25)

Expressing the two one-index transformations by {...}, we find that

1

A = pltl — 5{5[”, h}. (26)

In the case of the two-electron part of the Hamiltonian, g, we obtain four one-index transfor-

mations between S[' and g when taking the derivative. Collecting the one- and two-electron



terms with the notation {...}, we can write the derivative of the Hamiltonian operator as
1
HY = gl 5{S[”, HY. (27)

Terms arising from the one-index transformations are referred to as “reorthonormalization
terms” and will be considered in more detail below. In the above, we have used that the
creation and annihilation operators can be considered independent of @ in the case of energy

derivatives.?t

The final expression for the gradient reads

dF . .
E = Z hgl) qu + Z g;,)}]?“sdpqrs + hq(llu)c
0 Pq pqrs (28)
+. /% Z dW per _ (’_J<d>(1)Dp + Z R
2 Pq pq 9 : Rail' g
pq at
where we have introduced the densities

D5, = {A|E,y|QED-CC) (29)
d;)q'rs = <A|6quS|QED_CC> (30)
DeP = (A|E,,(b' + b)|QED-CC) (31)
DP = (A|(b' + b)|QED-CC). (32)

The molecular gradient thus depends on electronic, photonic, and mixed electronic-photonic

densities. Autogenerated programmable expressions are given in the Supporting Information.

2E. Response equations

In order to evaluate the nuclear gradient, we first need to determine the Lagrangian multi-
pliers by solving two sets of response equations. First, by considering the derivative of the

Lagrangian with respect to the QED-CC amplitudes, one gets the response (or stationarity)

10



equation for the QED-CC multipliers ¢:

CA=—n. (33)

Here, the Jacobian A and the m vectors are the analogs of the standard equation of motion

coupled cluster quantities,??

Ao = {psn|[H, 7, (")) QED-HF) (34)

Nun = (QED-HF|[H, 7,,(b")"]| QED-HF). (35)

The derivative of the Lagrangian with respect to the orbital rotation parameters, instead,

gives the response equation for the & multipliers:

RA® = —n®. (36)
Here, A® is the QED-HF Hessian,
= OF,;
Aai,bj = —a e 5ab5ij<€a — Ei) + 4gaibj - gabij - gajbl' - 4daidbj7 (37)
Iibj

while n* can be expressed as

= (0|22

QED-CC) = 3" hyi( D5, + D) = > hya( D5 + D5y)

+ Z (girst<d2rst + diast) - garst(diist + dfrst))

rst

w e- e- W e-p e-p
+\/;;d7’i(Drap+Darp) o \/ §¥dra(Dm~ +Dir )
w
4d,; d,sDS. — {d —DP ).
+ (Z o) +4/5 >

(38)

11



Here, we have used
O(d)

OKpq

= 4ddypq(vp — vg) (39)

with v, = 1 if p denotes an occupied orbital and v, = 0 otherwise. All partial derivatives are
evaluated at k = 0. Note that while in the first two lines of eq. the standard definitiont
of the n* vector is obtained (albeit in terms of the dressed one- and two-electron integrals),

new contributions due to the quantized electromagnetic field arise in the last two lines.

3. Implementation

In the following, we will work at the QED-CCSD-1 level of theory, where T, includes single
and double electronic excitations and 7}, includes single photonic excitations. Additionally,
T;n: includes simultaneous electron-photon excitations obtained by combining the included

electronic and photonic excitations:

T.=Tv+T. T,=T"  Tpu=S+5; (40)
where
T =3ty T = 3 tuiy BusFy
ai aibj
Tl — ~pf (41)
St = suiBab! Si = % > Saivj Eai Eyb'.
ai aibj

Here, 7, 7 denote occupied orbitals and a, b denote virtual orbitals. To determine the ground

state energy and amplitudes, we solve eq. using the projection set

{IHF,0), |u, 0), [HF, 1), |2, 1)}, (42)

12



where p is restricted to single and double excitations.

Our implementation of QED-CCSD-1 gradients builds on the EOM-CCSD nuclear gradi-
ent implementation by Schnack-Petersen et al.,¥ which makes use of Cholesky-decomposed
two-electron integrals to evaluate the gradient. Here, we highlight the aspects of this imple-
mentation that are most relevant to the present work and refer to Ref. [13| for more details.
The two-electron integral matrix is sparse and positive definite and admits to a Cholesky

decomposition, which can be expressed directly or in a resolution-of-identity form,

s = Z LisLis =Y (aBlI)(J|K) ™ (K|yd), (43)

JK

where the J and K indices denote AO index pairs that are referred to as Cholesky pivots
and «, 3,7,d denote AO indices. Using the resolution of identity form, we can write the

contribution of the two-electron terms in the energy (in the MO basis) as:
5 Z qrsgquS = Z 'pqrs Z pq|J)(J|K) K|T8 Z LJ WJ (44>
pqrs pqrs qu
where we have defined

Z 'pqrs rs (45)

The resolution-of-identity form is particularly useful because it allows us to evaluate nuclear
derivatives without determining the derivatives of the Cholesky vectors (L7 5)."#4 Moreover,
the introduction of the intermediate Wp{] allows us to avoid storing the memory-intensive
four-index block of the density matrix (e.g., dgpeq), Whose contributions are instead stored in

the three-index tensor Wp{z.l?’

3A. Response equations

In the case of the amplitude response, A and 1 have already been implemented, and we

refer the reader to Ref. [32 for more details. In the case of the orbital relaxation, k,; is

13



determined by solving eq. . The implementation of the right-hand side makes use of the

Wp‘]q intermediate and the permutation operator P,; (P Xu = Xia):

’r/fi = (1 - Pai) < Z hripﬁa + Z Wi{Lit + \/gz driDﬁf)
r tJ r

(46)
w
4d,; d.s DS, — (d —DP
+ (Z fo— (d) + \/; )
where we have introduced the symmetrized quantities
X _ X X NI i o Tird
qu - qu + qu qu - qu + qu' (47)

Finally, the implementation of the QED-HF Hessian transformation, starting from an exist-
ing HF implementation,¥ is straightforward provided that the one- and two-electron integrals

are properly redefined to include the QED contributions.

3B. Nuclear gradient

Once the response equations have been solved, the nuclear gradient can be calculated. As
mentioned before, this is usually split in two contributions. At first, UMOs contributions are
considered. These include one- and two-electron contributions, both from the energy and
the orbital relaxation terms, as well as contributions coming from the bilinear term of the
Hamiltonian. The one-electron and bilinear contributions are straightforward and will not
be discussed further. Below, we describe the two-electron and reorthonormalization terms in
more detail, emphasizing the required modifications to obtain the QED-CCSD-1 quantities

starting from an existing CCSD implementation.

14



Two-electron contributions

Using the resolution-of-identity form in eq. (43)), we find that the two-electron contributions

to the gradient (in the UMO basis) can be written

e ettt = 5 3 i (S el ) B (K )

pq?"S pq"'S (48)
=S gl )W — LS vy
Prq 2
pqJ ML

where we have defined the Cholesky intermediates

Zoy = Z(pq!J)(J!M)‘l (49)

M\H

MyxsL
Vi =y ZMWE. (50)

pq

Z pqrs 'r’s (‘]|L)

A similar strategy can be used to evaluate the two-electron contributions to the orbital re-
laxation gradient. In this case, similar intermediates to Wp‘]q are defined from the contraction
of Z;q with Kq. A detailed description of these intermediates can be found in Ref. [13. Note
that the Wqu intermediates here introduced are calculated from Wqu. In this way, contrac-

tions with the two-electron density matrix only need to be evaluated once.

From the given list of the Cholesky pivots {J}, we can evaluate the gradient by requesting
(aBl))Y and (J|K)® from an integral program, then transforming the o and 3 indices to
the MO basis, and, finally, evaluating the contractions in eq. using the pre-calculated
Cholesky intermediates. Hence, the memory-intensive four-index blocks of the density ma-
trix do not need to be stored, as smaller batches of these densities can be constructed and
immediately contracted with the Cholesky vectors, yielding the much less memory-intensive

three-index Cholesky intermediates.'?

These advantages generalize straightforwardly to QED-CCSD. Here, the derivative of the

15



dressed two-electron integral matrix g,4s can be expanded as

1), = g5, + A+ dpl 1)

gpqrs pqrs TS

In this expression, the derivative of the dipole moment contains both electronic and nuclear

contributions, and we can further expand this term as

Sk S
dpg = dif) + S + Sy, (52)

In the evaluation of the gradient, the derivatives (af]J)") and (J|K)®" are calculated in
terms of AO-shells. In particular, a given J represents a pair of AOs 70 and the integral
program calculates the integrals as (AB|CD), where the « is in the shell A, the J is in the
B shell, and so on. Now, for the undressed integral ¢§gcp = (AB|CD)®, the derivative is
non-zero only when differentiating with respect to one of the atoms in the shell quartet. As
a consequence, its derivative only has 12 non-zero components. This reduced dimensionality
is exploited to reduce computational costs.*® However, the generalization of the algorithm
to the QED case requires the introduction of the derivative of the dipole moment in eq. .
Here, we note that the first two terms have 6 non-zero components, while the third one,
involving the derivative of the nuclear dipole moment, has 3N non-zero components, where
N is the number of atoms in the molecule. As a consequence, the generalization to the QED
case requires a redefinition of (a]|J)® and (K|L)Y to include the QED contributions with
6 non-zero components and a subsequent separate treatment of the d%) contributions. This

will also be the case for the two-electron part of the orbital relaxation gradient.

From egs. and , the dg\l,) contributions to the two-electron gradient are

dy

N (Spqdrs + dpqSTS)‘ (53)

16



In order to treat the dg\l,) contributions, we could insert this expression into eq. . However,

this is equivalent to explicitly considering these terms without introducing the Cholesky

decomposition. Here, we present only the final expression of the dy contributions to the

two-electron gradient, while we show this equivalence in the Supporting Information.

From eq. , the additional terms needed for the two-electron gradient are:

1dy) « . dy
5? Z dpqrs(SpdaS + quSTS) = N

€ qu‘S
where we have defined
dipole __ Z
qu pqrs

Note that, by using

Z pprs - 1)D§s7

we can simplify eq. and rewrite it as

d%) dipole (1) 1
N2 W =y (1= 5 ) 2 Dy
p pq

Finally, using eq. , the nuclear contributions to the orbital relaxation terms read

ZZK‘” 29aljjv_gc[tlJ]JiV - N Z"Jm 2dai0;5 — da 5]%)

atj

1
e (1 _ F) S Fuidar

Reorthonormalization

(54)

(57)

(58)

Above, we have focused on the UMO contributions to the molecular gradient. The last terms

to account for are the reorthonomalization contributions, which arise from the derivative

of the orbital connection. These contributions are usually expressed in the MO basis in

terms of a generalized Fock matrix F,, such that the gradient contribution takes the form

17



— S,g}]]qu. In the QED-CCSD-1 case, F,, can be defined as
pq

1 K,2e
qu:é(ypq‘i‘gp@‘i‘ﬁ %), (59)

where
F. = DF h w’ L’ D~ d,.d <d>21>f”~ YN perg
F'pg = Z privrg + Z priqr Z pritsq N, vg T 9 Z pr Yrq

i = Ay (ZD - \/gDp) (60)

(d) _
e =0

R _ X X X
qu = Dpg + Epq D, = qu + qu

Here, we have separated the two-electron contributions to the orbital relaxation in fjf?
Since the d%) part of the derivative dipole moment has no reorthornormalization contribu-

yk,Qe

tions, F#

is the same as the one in the CCSD case, with dressed two-electron integrals. We

refer to Ref. [13]for this term. The other two terms are given in the Supporting Information.

4. Results and discussion

To illustrate the efficiency and possible applications of the QED-CCSD-1 gradients, we
present timings of the implementation as well as optimized geometries for a few molecu-
lar systems. The QED-CCSD-1 gradient has been implemented in a development branch of
the eT 2.0 program.” Geometry optimizations were performed using an interface to the ge-
omeTRIC package,®® which allows for efficient optimization of molecular geometries, as well
as global orientation, which is crucial when optimizing molecular systems in the presence of
an external field.®® For the QED-CCSD-1 calculations, the cavity frequency is set equal to
the first bright excitation energy, calculated at the CCSD level. The coupling strength is

set to ||A|| = 0.05 a.u. All geometry optimizations were performed using the cc-pVDZ basis

18



set. The coordinates for the optimized geometries are provided in a separate repository.?”
Timings were run on an Intel(R) Xeon(R) Platinum 8380 system with 80 cores and 2 TB of

memory.

4A. Timings

We compare timings for the evaluation of the gradient with CCSD and QED-CCSD-1 for
three molecular systems. As test systems, we consider cyclooctatetraene, with the aug-cc-
pVTZ basis set, and azobenzene and the porphine molecule with the cc-pVDZ basis sets.
The selected molecules are shown in Figures[l] 2] and [3] Timing data are presented in Table
. The time to solve the multiplier equations [eq. ] is not included in the gradient time
as this is not strictly part of the gradient evaluation, but it represents a significant part of

the total time of the calculation.

As expected, we see that in all cases, the time for the molecular gradient evaluation is longer
for QED-CCSD-1 than for CCSD. However, the evaluation of the gradient always constitutes
a very small fraction of the total time. For example, in cyclooctatetraene, the evaluation of
the analytical molecular gradient only represents 8% of the time of the whole calculation.
In the evaluation of the QED-CCSD-1 gradient, the additional cost compared to CCSD is
found to be almost exclusively due to the QED terms in the two-electron density matrix.
The remaining QED contributions add a negligible cost compared to CCSD.
Table 1: Timings for a single gradient evaluation using CCSD and QED-CCSD-1.

nocc/nvir Method t2e-dens Zfgradient ttotal tgradient/ttotal

CCSD 2435 324s 3154s (103 %)
QED-CCSD-1  522s  61ls  7959s (7.9 %)

Cyclooctatetraene

(aug-cc-pVTZ) 28/524

Azobenzene 48/198 CCSD 9.7s 229s 267.1s (8.6 %)
(cc-pVDZ) QED-CCSD-1  25.7s 41.9s 872.1s (4.8 %)
Porphine 81/325 CCSD 140 s 267s 3303 s (8.1 %)
(cc-pVDZ) QED-CCSD-1 406 s  530s 13821 s (3.8 %)
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4B. Geometry optimization
Cyclooctatetraene

The anti-aromatic molecule cyclooctatetraene has a boat shape in its ground state geometry.
Starting from the optimized CCSD geometry in a random orientation, we find that the field
causes the molecule to reorient such that the plane of the boat lies perpendicular to the cavity
polarization. This allows the molecule to minimize its spatial extent along the polarization
axis, which lowers the total energy. The optimized geometry is shown in Figure [ As
expected, in addition to the reorientation, we see a slight flattening of the molecule along
the polarization axis. In particular, we find a slight increase in the distance between two
opposite hydrogen atoms (Hs and H3) and a slight decrease in the dihedral angle v between
two adjacent CH groups (H;, Cy, Cq, Hy). Values of these selected bond lengths and angles
are given in Table

Figure 1: Optimized geometry for the cyclooctatetraene molecule using QED-CCSD-1 with
A = 0.05 a.u. and the cc-pVDZ basis set. The polarization vector is indicated by the green
arrow.

Table 2: Selection of optimized parameters for cyclooctatetraene. v is the dihedral angle
between H;-C;-Cq-Hs.

Method THy—Hy [A] v [°]
CCSD 5.22 48.4
QED-CCSD-1 5.25 47.1
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Azobenzene

As a second example, we consider the cis-isomer of azobenzene. As in the previous case, start-
ing from the optimized CCSD geometry in a random orientation, we find that the molecule
rotates in order to align to the cavity polarization. As can be seen in Figure 2, however, the
optimized molecular structure preserves a certain angle relative to the polarization direction.
In Table [3| we report this relative orientation of the molecule as the angle § between the
N-N bond and the direction of the cavity field. When introducing the cavity field, we also
observe a rotation of the phenyl groups around the C-N bonds, which leads the groups to
be more perpendicular to the polarization. In this case, we report in Table |3| both the angle
between the plane of the phenyl group and the polarization direction ¢ and the dihedral

angle o between Cy, Co, Ny and Ny (see Figure [2)).

H,

H,

Figure 2: Optimized geometry for the cis-isomer of azobenzene using QED-CCSD-1 with
A = 0.05 a.u. and the cc-pVDZ basis set. The polarization vector is indicated by the green
arrow.

Table 3: Selection of optimized internal coordinates for cis-azobenzene. « is the C;-Cy-N1-No
dihedral angle, 6 is the angle between the N-N bond and the polarization vector, and ¢ is
the angle between the C;-Cy phenyl group and the polarization direction.

Method i, —m, [A] a [°] 0 [°] o [°]
CCSD 5.60 57.1 - -
QED-CCSD-1 5.19 52.0 61.3 30.7
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Porphine

Porphine is the base-structure for large categories of biological molecules called porphyrins
and chlorins. The optimized geometry is shown in Figure[3] Again, we find that the molecule
orients itself to become perpendicular to the polarization vector. In contrast to the other
two systems, however, the internal geometry of this molecule does not change noticeably
when coupling to the field. A different behavior, however, might be obtained considering

more than one cavity mode with different polarization directions.

Figure 3: Optimized geometry for the porphine molecule using QED-CCSD-1 with A = 0.05
a.u. and the cc-pVDZ basis set. The molecule is planar, with the polarization vector
perpendicular to the plane of the molecule, indicated by the green arrow pointing out of the
figure.

5. Conclusions

In this paper, we presented a formulation of ground state analytical gradients for QED-CC
together with an efficient Cholesky-based implementation at the QED-CCSD-1 level. Using
the resolution-of-identity form, we avoid the evaluation of the derivative of the Cholesky vec-
tors.T3¥4 Moreover, building on an existing implementation of CCSD gradients,™ we reduce
the memory usage by using an on-the-fly construction of the intermediates involving the V*

block of the density matrix. Timings for a single gradient evaluation show that the calcula-
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tion of the analytical gradient requires less than 10% of the total time of the QED-CCSD-1

calculation.

Moreover, we optimized the geometries of cyclooctatetraene, azobenzene, and porphine in
an optical cavity. In all cases, we allowed for rotations of the molecules, thus showing the
reorientation of the system with respect to the polarization of the field. This highlights
the importance of including cavity-induced effects when determining optimal geometries, as

already suggested by some recent studies.?8

Given the well-established accuracy of coupled cluster theory and the efficiency of the imple-
mentation, we believe that the implementation will prove to be a useful tool for determining
equilibrium geometries in optical cavities. Moreover, the implementation can also be used
to parametrize classical force fields or to perform ground state ab initio molecular dynamics

simulations of cavity-induced orientational effects in molecular ensembles.
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S1. COMPARISON OF THE ANALYTICAL AND NUMERICAL
GRADIENTS

To test the correctness of the implementation of the analytical gradient, we compare the
analytical and the numerical gradients for HoO-He. The geometry of the system can be
found in Table S1. The gradient was calculated with the cc-pVDZ basis set. The fre-
quency, coupling strength and polarization directions are w = 0.5 a.u.,, A = 0.05 a.u.,
€ = [0.577350,0.577350,0.577350]. The numerical gradient is calculated with a five point
stencil, with 2 = 1-10* A. The maximum deviation between the analytical and numerical

gradient is 4 - 107°.

TABLE S1. Comparison of numerical and analytical gradients. The gradients are calculated us-
ing the cc-pVDZ basis set. Numerical gradients were evaluated with a five-point stencil using a
displacement of h = 1-10~* A. The molecular geometry is given in A, while the gradients are

expressed in atomic units. The a.u. to A conversion factor used is 0.52917721092.

Molecular geometry (A)

H 0.866 810 000 0.601 440 000 5.000 000000
H —0.866 810000 0.601 440 000 5.000 000 000
O 0.000 000 000 —0.075790000 5.000 000 000
He 0.100 000 000 —0.020 000000 7.530 000000

Analytical gradient (a.u.)

0.074 446 196 0.047170451 0.000 360463

—0.074 310167 0.046 932779 0.000 053 345
—0.000031410 —0.094104 796 0.002633 639

He —0.000104 618 0.000001 566 —0.003 047 447

Numerical gradient (a.u.)

0.074 446 196 0.047170450 0.000 360 459

—0.074 310166 0.046 932781 0.000 053 346

O —0.000031410 —0.094104 796 0.002 633 640
He —0.000104614 0.000001 565 —0.003 047451
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S2. NOTES ON THE TREATMENT OF THE NUCLEAR
CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE CHOLESKY VECTORS

In the following, we will make use of the following identities:
Z Sy(JIK) " (Kpg) = Spg = dpq Z d;(J|K)" (K|pg) = dypy (1)

We will now prove the first identity. A similar derivation can be followed to obtained the
second one.
To prove the first identity, we start by considering Wi = >, S;(J|K)™!. Inverting this

relation, we get

> Wi(KI|L) = S (2)
K
Using that L corresponds to a pair of AOs 76 and transforming them to the MO basis we
obtain
Z ZWKSK,M?CWCM = Spg (3)
K ~6
Z Wk Skpq = Opg- (4)
K

Substituting the definition of Wik we find

ZSJ JIK) " (Kpg) = Opq (5)

We can now consider the ds\l,) contributions to the two-electron gradient. As shown in eq.

(48), these can be expressed as

9 Z pars pqrs = Z (pq|J)[1] <Z dpqrs(J|K)_1(K|7’s))

Pq”s pgJ rsK ©
- _Z (szmrs (pa|J)(J|M)™ (M\L)(l)(LIK)l(KVs)).

We can now notice that the dﬁ) contributions to (pg|J)! and (M|L)Y) are:

(1)

d
(pq|,])[1] = l(Spqu + dpqSJ) (7)
d“
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Then, inserting eq. (7) into the first term of eq. (6), one gets

N Z dpgrs Z Spads + dpgSy) (J|K)TH(K]rs). (9)

6
pgars

Now, using the identities in eq. (1), we find

(1) Z 5 d.+d. 5 ) _ d§\17) Z Wdipole (10)
pqrs pqUrs pqOrs Ne pp )
p

pgrs

6

where we have used the symmetry properties of d,q-s and defined Wﬁ;p"le = dpgrsdyrs
Inserting eq. (8) in the second term of eq. (6), one finds

—ldizdmzzpqu J(TIM) " (Sydy + dysS2) (LIK) H(K]rs). (1)

pqrs MJ LK

Applying the identities in eq. (1) one finds

1dy dy
_§ N dpq7"8(5pqdrs + dpq5T8> == N (12)
pqrs

(1)
Finally, the sum of the two terms gives - Iy Z I/lepOle Note that this term is equivalent to

the one derived without considering the Cholesky decomposition of the dressed two-electron
integrals proposed in the same text.

As for the two-electron integrals contributions to the orbital relaxation terms, these can be

written as:!
> Fail(20h); — o) =D KE(ail )M + ZLK (KiHM + > NE(K g (13)
aij ar K K

- Z My (K|L)® Z O (K|L)W (14)
where we have used the mtermedlates
Kg = Z (2/{(”2 /{aJZK) fo =—>, RaiZg
K=2 Zai Raizg
MKL:ZjLKZJ-Lj OKL:Zij foZJLl
Using the definitions of the different intermediates and only considering the dg\l,) contributions

to the derivatives we get for the first term:

( > 2Rqidy; Z SKZ =Y Fajdai Z Sk 7 ) (15)

aij aij

(N me ai me az) = d§ < )(Zﬂcm az) (16)
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while for the second term:

2— ( > Faidj; Z SkZl + > Faid; Z dxZ ) =AY Faida. (17)

aij aij
For the third term:
d(l)

(1)
— "iazdjz SK + K:a’LS]Z dK =N "%aidai- (18)
L

atj atj

For the fourth term:

N ZKGZ(ZZKSKCZLZL ZngKSLZJI;) = —dg\lf) Zﬁaidar (19)

atj

Finally, for the fifth term we find:
N K L K L dg\lf)

S ( DEAEREEDY zadestﬁ) =085 (20)

aij ai
Where we have made extensive use of the identities in eq. (1). Note that the second and the
fourth terms cancels each other out, as well as the third and the fifth. As a consequence,
the dg\l,) contributions to the orbital relaxation gradient can be expressed as
Z Kai 2gaz]j - ga]}]z) = d( (1 - _) (Z Kai az) (21)
aij
which is equivalent (up to the chosen threshold for the Cholesky decomposition) to the

expression obtained without differentiating the Cholesky decomposition.

S3. DERIVATIONS FOR THE REORTHONORMALIZATION
CONTRIBUTIONS

The reorthonormalization terms in the gradient are defined as the contributions arising from

the one-index transformations of the Hamiltonian and the Fock matrix. This is defined as:
Wil = (S, h},, Z SRy + Sh . (22)

In the evaluation of the gradient, terms of this kind are contracted with the densities or the
orbital relaxation multipliers k,;, and we can rewrite these contributions as expressions of

the form — Zp " Sﬂqu. In the following, we provide derivations of the first two terms of the

f ark,2e

FpaC can be

generalized Fock matrix presented in the main text in eq. (59). Expressions o

found in Ref. 1 and are omitted here.
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A. Dressed one-electron integral

The dressed one-electron integral is defined as

5
o =ho+ = derqu 2;}1 (d)?. (23)

In the following, we will analyze all the contributions coming from the different terms of this
integral. We will use the notation .%,, += to indicate contributions to add to .%,,.

The reorthonormalization contributions for the purely electronic part are derived as:
1r e e [1 _ 1 e
Z Pq ;q} - Z <quSpt htq + quSqt ) - Z Szgq] (Z Dprhm)
pqt pq r
= (Z D;Thrq)

where in the last equality we have redefined p <+ ¢ and used the symmetry of h,,. Moreover,

(24)

we have introduced the symmetrized density matrix Dy, = Dy, + Dg,.

For the term coming from the dipole self-energy % >, dped,q we have:

{1}
(Z dprdrq> — Z (dpdly +did,g) (25)

T

{1}
Zng (Z dprdrq> = Z (De d, d{l} + Df)q %{)i}d szqdprdi;}
pq T

pgr pgr
= DLy S dig + Dl Sy dr
pgrt (26)

(e
pq TS
Fpg += Z Dy gdpydsq + Z Diprtlrsdlsg.

For the (d)d,, term, instead, we get:
(<d>dpq){1} = <d>{1}dpq + <d>d;;{);}

> Dg((d)dyg) ™ =Y D5 (d) Mg+ Y 7 D5 (d)dll)
pq 4

rq
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From the first term we get

{1} ZQd{l} —9 Z {S[l]’ d}ii = 22 Si[tl]dtz’ + Sg}dit _ 42 Sg}dti
7 it it

Z q {l}dpq Z Stzl] <4dtl Z D ) - ﬁlﬁ? +=4dy; Z Dy drs

rs

While from the second term we get

> Dp(dyal =) sk <<d> ZDzrdw> = Fpg+=(d)>_ D,d
pq pq T r

Finally, for the (d)? term we have

510‘1 2\{1} __
2_]\fe(<d> ) =

0
014y (a0 = 4581 )3 Sidn

De 1

2.0, iy (@) = = X" = §<<d>2>{” — () ()" = 4(d) 3" i,

it
= 7 1= a(d)d,,
DL pt-

Collecting the different terms, we can now write
:ZDeh + = ZDed dyg Dy —P4 ()
" 2N,
= —4d,, Z DS dys + 4(d
where

> Doy = Z DL he, + %ZD;Tdmdsq Z D% d, + <d>2.

B. Reorthonormalization of the bilinear term

(29)

(32)

The bilinear term in the Hamiltonian /3 > dpgEpg(bT + b) leads to reorthonormalization

terms that are:

w e 1 e-
\/ 2 Z qupd})q} = 7 Pq \/ prrpd’“q
Pq
w w 1 d W
—\/ 5 D@ = —4 [T D > Sdy = F =4, |5 D
it

where we have reused the results for d,gé} and (d){"} derived in the previous section.

and
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(34)



C. Orbital relaxation (Fock matrix)

Finally, we derive the reorthonormalization contributions coming from the derivative of the
Fock matrix. As the dressed two-electron integrals are decomposed in terms of Cholesky
vectors, their contributions are automatically included using the implementation proposed
in Ref. 1 with a proper redefinition of the Cholesky vectors. For this reason, we here focus
only on the terms arising from the one-electron integrals.

Here, we define an extended matrix K as:

0 0

Xl
Il
—
w
ot
N—

Fai 0

We can now derive the reorthonormalization terms as:

> Raihly = ngpqh{;} (36)

ai

And, applying the same procedure we used for the one-electron integrals contributions we

get:

Pq += Z Hprh”] +3 Z ’irsdprdsq W <d>

_'_: 4dpz Z Brslyg

Here, we have introduced a symmetrized & defined as &, = Kp; + Kgp, using the definition

(37)

’fpp

of K given in eq. (35).
We can now note that k,, = 0 and define some extended densities Dﬁq and their symmetrized
analogs Dy as

Dpg = Dpg + Fig Dpg = Dpg + Dy (38)

This allows us to derive the final expressions for .#,, and 9,520:

Cgqu = Z |:D§rhrq + Z W};]TL(]JT:| Z DR d d <d>jD§q + \/gz D;;pdrq

@ _ —4dpi(; Did,. — (d) — \/g Dp> (39)

F =0

pa
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S4. DENSITY MATRIX EXPRESSIONS

Here, we list programmable expressions for the QED-CCSD-1 density matrices.

A. One-electron density

Occupied-Occupied block

= z] E ta]bktazbk_E Sajsal E Sa]bksazbk

abk abk
Virtual-Occupied block

Occupied-Virtual block

= 275az+ E Sijazbj + g tb]uazb] g Sbjcksa]tbzck - E Sb]cksbz ajck

bjck

bjck

Virtual-Virtual block

e 2 E : E
ab — Sazsbz + Sawj Sbhicj + tawjtbzq

icj icjy
B. One-electron-one-photon density

Occupied-Occupied block

D3P = 26577 + 20457 + 2 Z SijtakSak + Z OijlakbiSakbl
ak akbl

E tajsaz g Sajsaz’y E Sajbktazbk E Zfa]bksazbk g Sajbksazsbk

abk abk

— g SajbkSaibkY — E Lajvktaivky

abk abk
Virtual-Occupied block
De P = = S, + tm’Y + Z tazbj Sbj
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abk

(40)

(41)

(44)

(45)



Occupied-Virtual block
DiP =284 + 295477 + Z SbjUaib; + Z th;Vaib;
b b
+2 Z SbjSaiShj — 2 Z SbjSajSi T Z SbjVaibj Y + Z thjUain; Y
bj bj bj bj

+ E ShjckSaiShjck — 2 E SbjckSajSbick — 2 E ShjckSviSajck T E SbjckSbjVaick

bjck bjck bjck bjck
— E tyjckSajtick — E tyjckSvitajer + E Ljck SbjUaick

bjck bjck bjck
- E gbjckSajtln'ckﬂy_ § gbjcksbitajckﬁ)/

bjck bjck

Virtual-Virtual block

DiF = Fuisti+ Y SaisiV + O Saicitvic; + > FaicSbics
: i

icj icj

+ Z SaicjSbiScj + Z SaicjSbiciY + Z Eaicjtbicj’y

icj icj icj

One-photon density

_ _ 1 _
DY =5+~ + Zk takSak + B % LakblSakbl

Two-electron density
Occupied-Occupied-Occupied-Occupied block
diigg = 4015081 — 20055 — 2 Z OkiSajSai + Z 0it8ajSak + Z 0jkSalSai — 2 Z 0ij5aiSak

-2 g 5kl§ajbmsaibm + E 5il§ajbm8akbm + E 6jk§albm3aibm -2 E 5ij§albm8akbm

abm abm abm abm
-2 § 5kltajbmtaibm + § 6iltajbmtakbm + § 6jktalbmtaibm -2 E 5z'jtalbmtakbm
abm abm abm abm

+ E SajblSaivk + E Lajbitaivk
ab ab
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(47)

(48)

(49)



Occupied-Occupied-Occupied-Virtual block

fika = —20kYSai + 40;57Sak
— Z 0k Sb1Vaibt + 2 Z 0ij 5p1Vakbl — Z ikt piUaip + 2 Z i ot Uakbl
bl bl bl bl

+ § 6jk§blcm5altbicm -2 § 5ij§blcm8altbkcm

blem blem
+ E 6jk§blcm3bitalcm -2 E 5ij§blcm3bktalcm (50)
blem blem
— E ShjVakbi — E LyjUakbi
b b
+ g ShjclSailbke — 2 g ShjctSaktbict + g SbjctSatlick
bel bel bel
+ E ShjclSvktaict + g ShjclSckbalbi — E SbjclSbilhakel
bel bel bel
Occupied-Occupied-Virtual-Occupied block
8 e e —_
tiak = —Oiklaj + 20i5tak — E SakbjSbi (51)
b

Occupied-Occupied-Virtual-Virtual block

dijap = 2 Z 0ijSakSek + 2 Z 0ijSakelShhel 1 2 Z ijtakctorel
k kel kel (52)

_gajsbi - E gajcksbick - E gakcjsbkci - E tajcktbick_ E takcjtbkci
ck kc ck kc
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Occupied-Virtual-Occupied-Virtual block

digjo = 2Uaibj + 27Vaib;

iajb
+ 2 E gck’saiubjck - E gcksajubick - E gcksakubjci - E gckaiuajck
ck ck ck ck

+2 E gcksbjuaick_ E gcksbkuaicj - § gcksciuakbj - E gckscjuaibk
ck

ck ck ck

+ E SckdlSakbileidj + E SckdlSakejtvidl E SckdiSakdjlbici + E SckdlSbkeitajdi

ckdl ckdl ckdl ckdl

+ E SckdiSokditalc; + E SckdiScidilakbl — E SckdlSajckWbidl — E SckdlSakdlUbjci
ckdl ckdl ckdl ckdl

- g Sckdl SbickWajdl — E Sckdl SbkdiUaici — g SckdlScidlWakbj — g SckdlScjdiUaibk
ckdl ckdl ckdl ckdl

— E SckditakdiVbjei — E SckditokdiVaic; — E SekditeidiVakbj — E SekditejdiVaivk
ckdl ckdl ckdl ckdl

+ g SckdlUaickVpjdl + E SckdlUbjckVaidl + g tekaitajertoiai + g Lekaitakbileid
ckdl ckdl ckdl ckdl

+ E tekartakdloici — E tekartakdiUjci — E LekaitvickUajdal — E tekartokdiUaicy
ckdl ckdl ckdl ckdl

— E LekditcidiWakb; — E LekditejdiUaivk + E LekdiUaickUbjdl
ckdl ckdl ckdl

Occupied-Virtual-Virtual-Occupied block

e — _ —
digp; = — E 0 SbkSak — E 0 SbkelSakel — E Oijtorcitakel
k

kcl kcl

+2§bj3ai+ E gbjckvaick+ E tbjck’uaick:
ck ck

Occupied-Virtual-Virtual-Virtual block

. - _
iabe — E SbjVaicj 1 E tyjUgics

J J
+2 E ShjdkSailejak — E ShjdkSajleidk — E SpjdkSaktejdi
jdk jdk jdk
— E ShjdkScitajdk — E SpjdkSditakej + E ShjdkSciUaidk
jdk jdk jdk

Virtual-Occupied-Virtual-Occupied block

€ _
daibj = Laib;
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Virtual-Occupied-Virtual-Virtual block

aibc Z SaibjScj

J

Virtual-Virtual-Virtual-Virtual block

. ~ _
daped = E SaicjSbidj + E Laicjloidj
i i
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