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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
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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.1,2 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.3,4 In addition, it is known to converge rapidly to the exact limit

as one moves up the hierarchy of methods.5,6 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.8–13 More

recently, decomposition methods for the electronic repulsion integrals have been used to

further improve the efficiency of such gradient algorithms.8,12–14 In particular, the Cholesky

decomposition method, which provides rigorous error thresholds, have recently become ap-

plicable to much larger systems due to algorithmic advances.15–17

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

reactivity18–22 and supramolecular organization.23–27 A rationalization of such modifications,

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,28–31 QED Hartree-Fock,32,33 QED configuration interaction,32,34,35 and

QED coupled cluster theory .32,36,37 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.38–40 To this end, implementations of analytical gradients of some
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ab initio methods have already been implemented.39,41,42

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.38,43 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 Hamiltonian32,44

H = He + ωb†b +

√
ω

2
(λ · (d− ⟨d⟩))(b† + b) +

1

2
(λ · (d− ⟨d⟩))2, (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 ω and photon creation and annihilation operators denoted by b† and b.

The first two terms of eq. (1) describe the molecular electronic Hamiltonian, He, and the

energy of the quantized electromagnetic field, respectively. The third term in H describes the
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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.45,46 The

coupling strength of the field is denoted by λ =
√

4π
V
ε, where V is the quantization volume

and ε the polarization vector. To simplify the notation, we will let d = λ ·d in the following.

By expanding the electronic Hamiltonian in the second quantization formalism, eq. (1) can

be rewritten as

H =
∑

pq

hpqEpq +
1

2

∑

pqrs

gpqrsepqrs + ωb†b

+

√
ω

2

∑

pq

dpqEpq(b
† + b) −

√
ω

2
⟨d⟩(b† + b) + hnuc.

(2)

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

(MOs), and

Epq =
∑

σ

a†pσaqσ epqrs = EpqErs − δqrEps, (3)

where a† and a are the creation and annihilation operators for the electrons, respectively.

Moreover, the one- and two-electron integrals hpq and gpqrs are dressed electronic integrals

that include contributions from the electromagnetic field. Denoting the electronic one- and

two-electron integrals as he
pq and gepqrs, we have

hpq = he
pq +

1

2

∑

r

dprdrq − dpq⟨d⟩ +
δpq
2Ne

⟨d⟩2 (4)

gpqrs = gepqrs + dpqdrs, (5)

where Ne is the number of electrons of the molecule, and dpq can be split in an electronic

part depq and a nuclear part dN :

dpq = depq +
Spq

Ne

dN . (6)

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
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approximated the square of the second quantization dipole moment operator d̂2 = d̂ · d̂).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 T to a reference wave function, which is typically

chosen to be the QED-HF wave function:32

|QED-CC⟩ = eT |QED-HF⟩ = eT |HF,0⟩. (7)

The cluster operator is defined as

T =
∑

µ,n∈E

ζµnτµ(b†)n, (8)

where

E =
{

(µ, n) : µ = 0, n > 0,

(µ, n) : µ > 0, n ≥ 0
} (9)

denotes the set of excitation operators in T . In particular, E contains all elements in the

projection manifold except |HF, 0⟩. Here, µ labels the electronic excitations, with µ = 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 = Te + Tp + Tint, (10)
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with

Te =
∑

µ≥1

tµτµ Tp =
∑

n≥1

γn(b†)n Tint =
∑

µ≥1
n≥1

snµτµ(b†)n (11)

Moreover, we will refer to ζµn = {tµ, γn, snµ} as the QED-CC amplitudes. We can determine

the QED-CC energy and amplitudes by projecting the Schrödinger equation on the excitation

set:32

E = ⟨HF, 0|H̄|HF, 0⟩ (12)

Ωµn = ⟨µ, n|H̄|HF, 0⟩ = 0, (µ, n) ∈ E , (13)

where H̄ = 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. (12) 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.47–50

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).49,50

In this formalism, we consider a function (for example, the energy E) that depends on some

parameters λ. These parameters are determined by imposing a set of conditions {ep = 0}.

To each of these constraints ep, we can now associate a Lagrangian multiplier λ̄p and define
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a Lagrangian L as

L(λ, λ̄,x) = E(λ,x) + λ̄Te(λ,x), (14)

where x 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 λ, we require that

the Lagrangian is stationary with respect to the multipliers λ̄. The multipliers, instead, are

determined by requiring that L is stationary with respect to the parameters λ:

∂L
∂λ̄

= 0 ⇒ e = 0,
∂L
∂λ

= 0. (15)

When these equations are satisfied, the Lagrangian is by definition equal to the energy at

every value of x. As a consequence, the total derivative of the energy with respect to x can

be evaluated as the partial derivative of the Lagrangian:

dE

dx
=

dL
dx

=
∂L
∂x

+
∑

p

∂L
∂λp

∂λp

∂x
+
∑

p

∂L
∂λ̄p

∂λ̄p

∂x
=

∂L
∂x

. (16)

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, 0|e−T eκHe−κeT |HF, 0⟩ +
∑

µ,n∈E

ζ̄µn⟨µ, n|e−T eκHe−κeT |HF, 0⟩ +
∑

ai

κ̄aiFai. (17)

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

the Ωµn equations and the associated multipliers ζ̄µn. The last term enforces the QED-HF

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

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

QED-HF orbitals are optimized, and κ = 0, at the geometry where the gradient is evalu-
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ated.50 Finally, we can rewrite the QED-CC Lagrangian in a more compact form by intro-

ducing the dual ground state vector ⟨Λ|:

⟨Λ| =
(
⟨HF, 0| +

∑

µ,n∈E

ζ̄µn⟨µ, n|
)
e−T (18)

L = ⟨Λ|eκHe−κ|QED-CC⟩ +
∑

ai

κ̄aiFai = ⟨Λ|H̃|QED-CC⟩ +
∑

ai

κ̄aiFai, (19)

where we have defined H̃ = eκHe−κ.

2D. Gradient expression

Using eqs. (16) and (19), the molecular gradient can be expressed as

dE

dx
= L(1) = ⟨Λ|H̃(1)|QED-CC⟩ +

∑

ai

κ̄aiF
(1)
ai , (20)

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†pσ, apσ)

that are associated with a set of orthonormal MOs (ϕp).
4 To account for orthonormality, we

employ an orbital connection. Given a reference geometry x0, at which we will calculate the

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

ϕUMO
p (x) =

∑

α

Cαp(x0)χα(x), (21)

formed by freezing the orbital coefficients Cαp at x0. These UMOs are not orthonormal, and

we denote the overlap matrix as Spq(x) = ⟨ϕUMO
p (x)|ϕUMO

q (x)⟩. An orbital connection T
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restores orthonormality by transforming the UMOs into a set of orthonormal MOs (OMOs),

ϕOMO
p =

∑

q

Tpq(x)ϕUMO
q (x). (22)

In this paper, we adopt the symmetric connection T = S−1/2.51

From eq. (22), 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 T †ST = TST = 1, and take the derivative at x0

(where S = 1). We then find

2T (1) + S[1] = 0 =⇒ T (1) = −1

2
S[1]. (23)

The [1] notation denotes that the derivative is taken in the UMO basis. Finally, we can

consider the one-electron part of the Hamiltonian, h. We can write the h derivative at x0 as

h(1) =
∑

pq

h(1)
pq Epq =

∑

pq

h[1]
pqEpq +

∑

pq

∑

rs

(T (1)†
pr Tqs + T †

prT
(1)
qs )hrsEpq. (24)

Now, since Tpq(x0) = δpq, we can simplify this expression to

h(1) =
∑

pq

h[1]
pqEpq −

1

2

∑

pq

(∑

r

S[1]
rphqr +

∑

s

S[1]
qs hps

)
Epq. (25)

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

h(1) = h[1] − 1

2
{S[1], h}. (26)

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

mations between S[1] and g when taking the derivative. Collecting the one- and two-electron
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terms with the notation {...}, we can write the derivative of the Hamiltonian operator as

H(1) = H [1] − 1

2
{S[1], H}. (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 x in the case of energy

derivatives.51

The final expression for the gradient reads

dE

dx

∣∣∣∣
0

=
∑

pq

h(1)
pq D

e
pq +

∑

pqrs

g(1)pqrsd
e
pqrs + h(1)

nuc

+

√
ω

2

∑

pq

d(1)pq D
e-p
pq −

√
ω

2
⟨d⟩(1)Dp +

∑

ai

κ̄aiF
(1)
ai

(28)

where we have introduced the densities

De
pq = ⟨Λ|Epq|QED-CC⟩ (29)

depqrs = ⟨Λ|epqrs|QED-CC⟩ (30)

De-p
pq = ⟨Λ|Epq(b

† + b)|QED-CC⟩ (31)

Dp = ⟨Λ|(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)
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equation for the QED-CC multipliers ζ̄:

ζ̄A = −η. (33)

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

coupled cluster quantities,32

Aµn,νm = ⟨µ, n|[H̄, τν(b†)m]|QED-HF⟩ (34)

ηµn = ⟨QED-HF|[H̄, τµ(b†)n]|QED-HF⟩. (35)

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

gives the response equation for the κ̄ multipliers:

κ̄Aκ̄ = −ηκ̄. (36)

Here, Aκ̄ is the QED-HF Hessian,

Aκ̄
ai,bj =

∂Fai

∂κbj

= δabδij(ϵa − ϵi) + 4gaibj − gabij − gajbi − 4daidbj, (37)

while ηκ̄ can be expressed as

ηκ̄ai =
〈

Λ
∣∣∣ ∂H̃
∂κai

∣∣∣QED-CC
〉

=
∑

r

hri(D
e
ra + De

ar) −
∑

r

hra(D
e
ri + De

ir)

+
∑

rst

(
girst(d

e
arst + derast) − garst(d

e
rist + deirst)

)

+

√
ω

2

∑

r

dri(D
e-p
ra + De-p

ar ) −
√

ω

2

∑

r

dra(D
e-p
ri + De-p

ir )

+ 4dai

(∑

rs

drsD
e
rs − ⟨d⟩ +

√
ω

2
Dp

)
.

(38)
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Here, we have used

∂⟨d⟩
∂κpq

= 4dpq(vp − vq) (39)

with vp = 1 if p denotes an occupied orbital and vp = 0 otherwise. All partial derivatives are

evaluated at κ = 0. Note that while in the first two lines of eq. (38) the standard definition11

of the ηκ̄ 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 Te includes single

and double electronic excitations and Tp includes single photonic excitations. Additionally,

Tint includes simultaneous electron-photon excitations obtained by combining the included

electronic and photonic excitations:

Te = T1 + T1 Tp = Γ1 Tint = S1
1 + S1

2 (40)

where

T1 =
∑

ai

taiEai T2 =
1

2

∑

aibj

taibjEaiEbj

Γ1 = γb†

S1
1 =

∑

ai

saiEaib
† S1

2 =
1

2

∑

aibj

saibjEaiEbjb
†.

(41)

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

state energy and amplitudes, we solve eq. (13) using the projection set

{|HF, 0⟩, |µ, 0⟩, |HF, 1⟩, |µ, 1⟩}, (42)
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where µ 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.,13 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,52

gαβγδ =
∑

J

LJ
αβL

J
γδ =

∑

JK

(αβ|J)(J |K)−1(K|γδ), (43)

where the J and K indices denote AO index pairs that are referred to as Cholesky pivots

and α, β, γ, δ 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:

1

2

∑

pqrs

depqrsgpqrs =
1

2

∑

pqrs

depqrs
∑

JK

(pq|J)(J |K)−1(K|rs) =
1

2

∑

pqJ

LJ
pqW̃

J
pq (44)

where we have defined

W̃ J
pq =

∑

rs

depqrsL
J
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 (LJ
αβ).13,14 Moreover,

the introduction of the intermediate W̃ J
pq allows us to avoid storing the memory-intensive

four-index block of the density matrix (e.g., dabcd), whose contributions are instead stored in

the three-index tensor W̃ J
pq.

13

3A. Response equations

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

refer the reader to Ref. 32 for more details. In the case of the orbital relaxation, κ̄ai is
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determined by solving eq. (36). The implementation of the right-hand side makes use of the

W̃ J
pq intermediate and the permutation operator Pai (PaiXai = Xia):

ηκ̄ai = (1 − Pai)

(∑

r

hriDe
ra +

∑

tJ

W̃J
tiL

J
at +

√
ω

2

∑

r

driDe-p
ra

)

+ 4dai

(∑

rs

drsD
e
rs − ⟨d⟩ +

√
ω

2
Dp

) (46)

where we have introduced the symmetrized quantities

DX
pq = DX

pq + DX
qp W̃J

pq = W̃ J
pq + W̃ J

qp. (47)

Finally, the implementation of the QED-HF Hessian transformation, starting from an exist-

ing HF implementation,13 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.
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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

1

2

∑

pqrs

depqrsg
[1]
pqrs =

1

2

∑

pqrs

depqrs

(∑

JK

(pq|J)(J |K)−1(K|rs)
)[1]

=
∑

pqJ

(pq|J)[1]W J
pq −

1

2

∑

ML

VML(M |L)(1),

(48)

where we have defined the Cholesky intermediates

ZM
pq =

∑

J

(pq|J)(J |M)−1 (49)

WL
pq =

∑

rs

depqrsZ
L
rs = W̃ J

pq(J |L)−
1
2 VML =

∑

pq

ZM
pqW

L
pq. (50)

A similar strategy can be used to evaluate the two-electron contributions to the orbital re-

laxation gradient. In this case, similar intermediates to W J
pq are defined from the contraction

of ZJ
pq with κ̄ai. A detailed description of these intermediates can be found in Ref. 13. Note

that the WL
pq intermediates here introduced are calculated from W̃L

pq. 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

(αβ|J)(1) and (J |K)(1) from an integral program, then transforming the α and β indices to

the MO basis, and, finally, evaluating the contractions in eq. (48) 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.13

These advantages generalize straightforwardly to QED-CCSD. Here, the derivative of the
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dressed two-electron integral matrix gpqrs can be expanded as

g[1]pqrs = ge[1]pqrs + d[1]pqdrs + dpqd
[1]
rs . (51)

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

contributions, and we can further expand this term as

d[1]pq = de[1]pq +
S
[1]
pq

Ne

dN +
Spq

Ne

d
(1)
N . (52)

In the evaluation of the gradient, the derivatives (αβ|J)(1) and (J |K)(1) are calculated in

terms of AO-shells. In particular, a given J represents a pair of AOs γδ and the integral

program calculates the integrals as (AB|CD), where the α is in the shell A, the β is in the

B shell, and so on. Now, for the undressed integral geABCD = (AB|CD)e, 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.13 However, the generalization of the algorithm

to the QED case requires the introduction of the derivative of the dipole moment in eq. (52).

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 (αβ|J)(1) and (K|L)(1) to include the QED contributions with

6 non-zero components and a subsequent separate treatment of the d
(1)
N contributions. This

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

From eqs. (51) and (52), the d
(1)
N contributions to the two-electron gradient are

d
(1)
N

Ne

(Spqdrs + dpqSrs). (53)
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In order to treat the d
(1)
N contributions, we could insert this expression into eq. (48). However,

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

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

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

From eq. (53), the additional terms needed for the two-electron gradient are:

1

2

d
(1)
N

Ne

∑

pqrs

depqrs(Spqdrs + dpqSrs) =
d
(1)
N

Ne

∑

p

W dipole
pp (54)

where we have defined

W dipole
pq =

∑

rs

depqrsdrs. (55)

Note that, by using
∑

p

depprs = (Ne − 1)De
rs, (56)

we can simplify eq. (54) and rewrite it as

d
(1)
N

Ne

∑

p

W dipole
pp = d

(1)
N

(
1 − 1

Ne

)∑

pq

De
pqdpq. (57)

Finally, using eq. (53), the nuclear contributions to the orbital relaxation terms read

∑

ai

∑

j

κ̄ai(2g
[1],N
aijj − g

[1],N
ajji ) =

d
(1)
N

Ne

∑

aij

κ̄ai(2daiδjj − dajδji)

= d
(1)
N

(
1 − 1

Ne

)∑

ai

κ̄aidai.

(58)

Reorthonormalization

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 Fpq such that the gradient contribution takes the form
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−∑pq S
[1]
pqFpq. In the QED-CCSD-1 case, Fpq can be defined as

Fpq =
1

2
(Fpq + F ⟨d⟩

pq + F κ̄,2e
pq ), (59)

where

Fpq =
∑

r

[
Dκ̄

prhrq +
∑

J

W̃J
prL

J
qr

]
+

1

2

∑

rs

Dκ̄
rsdprdsq −

⟨d⟩2
2Ne

Dκ̄
pq +

√
ω

2

∑

r

De-p
pr drq

F ⟨d⟩
pi = −4dpi

(∑

rs

Dκ̄
rsdrs − ⟨d⟩ −

√
ω

2
Dp

)

F ⟨d⟩
pa = 0

Dκ̄
pq = Dpq + κ̄pq DX

pq = DX
pq + DX

qp

(60)

Here, we have separated the two-electron contributions to the orbital relaxation in F κ̄,2e
pq .

Since the d
(1)
N part of the derivative dipole moment has no reorthornormalization contribu-

tions, F κ̄,2e
pq 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.53 Geometry optimizations were performed using an interface to the ge-

omeTRIC package,54 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.39 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 ||λ|| = 0.05 a.u. All geometry optimizations were performed using the cc-pVDZ basis
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set. The coordinates for the optimized geometries are provided in a separate repository.55

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 1, 2, and 3. Timing data are presented in Table

1. The time to solve the multiplier equations [eq. (33)] 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 tgradient ttotal tgradient/ttotal

Cyclooctatetraene
28/524

CCSD 243 s 324 s 3154 s (10.3 %)
(aug-cc-pVTZ) QED-CCSD-1 522 s 611 s 7959 s (7.9 %)

Azobenzene
48/198

CCSD 9.7 s 22.9 s 267.1 s (8.6 %)
(cc-pVDZ) QED-CCSD-1 25.7 s 41.9 s 872.1 s (4.8 %)

Porphine
81/325

CCSD 140 s 267 s 3303 s (8.1 %)
(cc-pVDZ) QED-CCSD-1 406 s 530 s 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 1. 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 (H2 and H3) and a slight decrease in the dihedral angle γ between

two adjacent CH groups (H1, C1, C2, H2). Values of these selected bond lengths and angles

are given in Table 2.

Figure 1: Optimized geometry for the cyclooctatetraene molecule using QED-CCSD-1 with
λ = 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. γ is the dihedral angle
between H1-C1-C2-H2.

Method rH2−H3 [Å] γ [◦]

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 θ 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 ϕ and the dihedral

angle α between C1, C2, N1 and N2 (see Figure 2).

Figure 2: Optimized geometry for the cis-isomer of azobenzene using QED-CCSD-1 with
λ = 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. α is the C1-C2-N1-N2

dihedral angle, θ is the angle between the N-N bond and the polarization vector, and ϕ is
the angle between the C1-C2 phenyl group and the polarization direction.

Method rH1−H2 [Å] α [◦] θ [◦] ϕ [◦]

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 λ = 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.13,14 Moreover, building on an existing implementation of CCSD gradients,13 we reduce

the memory usage by using an on-the-fly construction of the intermediates involving the V4

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.38–40

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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(45) Schäfer, C.; Ruggenthaler, M.; Rokaj, V.; Rubio, A. Relevance of the Quadratic Dia-

magnetic and Self-Polarization Terms in Cavity Quantum Electrodynamics. ACS Pho-

tonics 2020, 7, 975–990, PMID: 32322607.

(46) Rokaj, V.; Welakuh, D. M.; Ruggenthaler, M.; Rubio, A. Light–matter interaction

in the long-wavelength limit: no ground-state without dipole self-energy. Journal of

Physics B: Atomic, Molecular and Optical Physics 2018, 51, 034005.

(47) Stanton, J. F. Many-body methods for excited state potential energy surfaces. I. Gen-

eral theory of energy gradients for the equation-of-motion coupled-cluster method. The

Journal of Chemical Physics 1993, 99, 8840–8847.

(48) Koch, H.; Jensen, H. J.; Helgaker, T.; Scuseria, G. E.; Schaefer, H. F.; others Coupled

cluster energy derivatives. Analytic Hessian for the closed-shell coupled cluster singles

and doubles wave function: Theory and applications. The Journal of chemical physics

1990, 92, 4924–4940.

29



(49) Handy, N. C.; Schaefer, I., Henry F. On the evaluation of analytic energy derivatives

for correlated wave functions. The Journal of Chemical Physics 1984, 81, 5031–5033.

(50) Helgaker, T.; Jørgensen, P. Methods in Computational Molecular Physics ; Springer,

1992; pp 353–421.

(51) Olsen, J.; Bak, K. L.; Ruud, K.; Helgaker, T.; Jørgensen, P. Orbital connections for

perturbation-dependent basis sets. Theoretica chimica acta 1995, 90, 421–439.

(52) Beebe, N. H.; Linderberg, J. Simplifications in the generation and transformation

of two-electron integrals in molecular calculations. International Journal of Quantum

Chemistry 1977, 12, 683–705.

(53) Folkestad, S. D.; Kjønstad, E. F.; Myhre, R. H.; Andersen, J. H.; Balbi, A.; Coriani, S.;

Giovannini, T.; Goletto, L.; Haugland, T. S.; Hutcheson, A.; others eT 1.0: An open

source electronic structure program with emphasis on coupled cluster and multilevel

methods. The Journal of Chemical Physics 2020, 152 .

(54) Wang, L.-P.; Song, C. Geometry optimization made simple with translation and rota-

tion coordinates. The Journal of chemical physics 2016, 144 .

(55) Lexander, M. T.; Angelico, S.; Kjønstad, E. F.; Koch, H. Data for “Analytical eval-

uation of ground state gradients in quantum electrodynamics coupled cluster theory”

(10.5281/zenodo.11216108). 2024,

30



Supporting information for "Analytical evaluation of ground state gradients in

quantum electrodynamics coupled cluster theory"

Marcus T. Lexander,a) Sara Angelico,a) Eirik F. Kjønstad, and Henrik Koch

Department of Chemistry, Norwegian University of Science and Technology,

7491 Trondheim

(Dated: 12 June 2024)

a)These authors contributed equally to this work

S1



CONTENTS

S1. Comparison of the analytical and numerical gradients S3

S2. Notes on the treatment of the nuclear contributions to the Cholesky

vectors S4

S3. Derivations for the reorthonormalization contributions S6

A. Dressed one-electron integral S7

B. Reorthonormalization of the bilinear term S8

C. Orbital relaxation (Fock matrix) S9

S4. Density matrix expressions S10

A. One-electron density S10

B. One-electron-one-photon density S10

C. One-photon density S11

D. Two-electron density S11

References S15

S2



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 H2O-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 ω = 0.5 a.u., λ = 0.05 a.u.,

ϵ = [0.577350, 0.577350, 0.577350]. The numerical gradient is calculated with a five point

stencil, with h = 1 · 10−4 Å. The maximum deviation between the analytical and numerical

gradient is 4 · 10−9.

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 · 10−4 Å. The molecular geometry is given in Å, while the gradients are

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

Molecular geometry (Å)

H 0.866 810 000 0.601 440 000 5.000 000 000

H −0.866 810 000 0.601 440 000 5.000 000 000

O 0.000 000 000 −0.075 790 000 5.000 000 000

He 0.100 000 000 −0.020 000 000 7.530 000 000

Analytical gradient (a.u.)

H 0.074 446 196 0.047 170 451 0.000 360 463

H −0.074 310 167 0.046 932 779 0.000 053 345

O −0.000 031 410 −0.094 104 796 0.002 633 639

He −0.000 104 618 0.000 001 566 −0.003 047 447

Numerical gradient (a.u.)

H 0.074 446 196 0.047 170 450 0.000 360 459

H −0.074 310 166 0.046 932 781 0.000 053 346

O −0.000 031 410 −0.094 104 796 0.002 633 640

He −0.000 104 614 0.000 001 565 −0.003 047 451
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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:

∑

JK

SJ(J |K)−1(K|pq) = Spq = δpq
∑

JK

dJ(J |K)−1(K|pq) = dpq (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 WK =
∑

J SJ(J |K)−1. Inverting this

relation, we get
∑

K

WK(K|L) = SL. (2)

Using that L corresponds to a pair of AOs γδ and transforming them to the MO basis we

obtain

∑

K

∑

γδ

WKSK,γδCγpCδq = Spq (3)

∑

K

WKSK,pq = δpq. (4)

Substituting the definition of WK we find

∑

KJ

SJ(J |K)−1(K|pq) = δpq (5)

We can now consider the d
(1)
N contributions to the two-electron gradient. As shown in eq.

(48), these can be expressed as

1

2

∑

pqrs

depqrsg
[1]
pqrs =

∑

pqJ

(pq|J)[1]
(∑

rsK

dpqrs(J |K)−1(K|rs)
)

− 1

2

∑

JK

(∑

pqrs

∑

ML

dpqrs(pq|J)(J |M)−1(M |L)(1)(L|K)−1(K|rs)
)
.

(6)

We can now notice that the d
(1)
N contributions to (pq|J)[1] and (M |L)(1) are:

(pq|J)[1] =
d
(1)
N

Ne

(SpqdJ + dpqSJ) (7)

(M |L)(1) =
d
(1)
N

Ne

(SMdL + dMSL). (8)
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Then, inserting eq. (7) into the first term of eq. (6), one gets

d
(1)
N

Ne

∑

pqrs

dpqrs
∑

JK

(SpqdJ + dpqSJ)(J |K)−1(K|rs). (9)

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

d
(1)
N

Ne

∑

pqrs

dpqrs(δpqdrs + dpqδrs) = 2
d
(1)
N

Ne

∑

p

W dipole
pp , (10)

where we have used the symmetry properties of dpqrs and defined W dipole
pq =

∑
rs dpqrsdrs.

Inserting eq. (8) in the second term of eq. (6), one finds

−1

2

d
(1)
N

Ne

∑

pqrs

dpqrs
∑

MJ

∑

LK

(pq|J)(J |M)−1(SMdL + dMSL)(L|K)−1(K|rs). (11)

Applying the identities in eq. (1) one finds

−1

2

d
(1)
N

Ne

∑

pqrs

dpqrs(δpqdrs + dpqδrs) = −d
(1)
N

Ne

∑

p

W dipole
pp . (12)

Finally, the sum of the two terms gives d
(1)
N

Ne

∑
pW

dipole
pp . 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:1

∑

aij

κ̄ai(2g
[1]
aijj − g

[1]
ajji) =

∑

aiK

KK
ai (ai|K)[1] +

∑

jK

LK(K|jj)[1] +
∑

jiK

NK
ji (K|ji)[1] (13)

−
∑

KL

MKL(K|L)(1) −
∑

KL

OKL(K|L)(1) (14)

where we have used the intermediates1

KK
ai =

∑
j(2κ̄aiZ

K
jj − κ̄ajZ

K
ij ) NK

ji = −∑a κ̄aiZ
K
aj

LK = 2
∑

ai κ̄aiZ
K
ai

MKL =
∑

j L
KZL

jj OKL =
∑

ij N
K
ji Z

L
ji.

Using the definitions of the different intermediates and only considering the d(1)N contributions

to the derivatives, we get for the first term:

d
(1)
N

Ne

(∑

aij

2κ̄aidai
∑

K

SKZ
K
jj −

∑

aij

κ̄ajdai
∑

K

SKZ
K
ij

)
(15)

=
d
(1)
N

Ne

(
Ne

∑

ai

κ̄aidai −
∑

ai

κ̄aidai

)
= d

(1)
N

(
1 − 1

Ne

)(∑

ai

κ̄aidai

)
(16)
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while for the second term:

2
d
(1)
N

Ne

(∑

aij

κ̄aidjj
∑

K

SKZ
K
ai +

∑

aij

κ̄aiδjj
∑

K

dKZ
K
ai

)
= d

(1)
N

∑

ai

κ̄aidai. (17)

For the third term:

−d
(1)
N

Ne

(∑

aij

κ̄aidji
∑

K

SKZ
K
aj +

∑

aij

κ̄aiSji

∑

K

dKZ
K
aj

)
= −d

(1)
N

Ne

∑

ai

κ̄aidai. (18)

For the fourth term:

−2
d
(1)
N

Ne

∑

aij

κ̄ai

(∑

KL

ZK
aiSKdLZ

L
jj +

∑

KL

ZK
aidKSLZ

L
jj

)
= −d

(1)
N

∑

ai

κ̄aidai. (19)

Finally, for the fifth term we find:

d
(1)
N

Ne

∑

aij

κ̄ai

(∑

KL

ZK
ajSKdLZ

L
ji +

∑

KL

ZK
ajdKSLZ

L
ji

)
=

d
(1)
N

Ne

∑

ai

κ̄aidai. (20)

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 d
(1)
N contributions to the orbital relaxation gradient can be expressed as

∑

aij

κ̄ai(2g
[1]
aijj − g

[1]
ajji) = d

(1)
N

(
1 − 1

Ne

)(∑

ai

κ̄aidai

)
(21)

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:

h{1}
pq = {S[1], h}pq =

∑

t

S
[1]
pt htq + S

[1]
qt hpt. (22)

In the evaluation of the gradient, terms of this kind are contracted with the densities or the

orbital relaxation multipliers κ̄ai, and we can rewrite these contributions as expressions of

the form −∑pq S
[1]
pqFpq. In the following, we provide derivations of the first two terms of the

generalized Fock matrix presented in the main text in eq. (59). Expressions of F κ̄,2e
pq can be

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

hpq = he
pq +

1

2

∑

r

dprdrq − ⟨d⟩dpq +
δpq
2Ne

⟨d⟩2. (23)

In the following, we will analyze all the contributions coming from the different terms of this

integral. We will use the notation Fpq += to indicate contributions to add to Fpq.

The reorthonormalization contributions for the purely electronic part are derived as:

∑

pq

De
pqh

{1}
pq =

∑

pqt

(
De

pqS
[1]
pt htq + De

pqS
[1]
qt hpt

)
=
∑

pq

S[1]
pq

(∑

r

De
prhrq

)

⇒ Fpq +=

(∑

r

De
prhrq

) (24)

where in the last equality we have redefined p ↔ q and used the symmetry of hpq. Moreover,

we have introduced the symmetrized density matrix De
pq = De

pq + De
qp.

For the term coming from the dipole self-energy 1
2

∑
r dprdrq we have:

(∑

r

dprdrq

){1}

=
∑

r

(
dprd

{1}
rq + d{1}pr drq

)
(25)

∑

pq

De
pq

(∑

r

dprdrq

){1}

=
∑

pqr

(
De

pqdprd
{1}
rq + De

pqd
{1}
pr drq

)
=
∑

pqr

De
pqdprd

{1}
rq

=
∑

pqrt

De
pqdprS

[1]
rt dtq + De

pqdprS
[1]
qt drt

=
∑

pq

S[1]
pq

(∑

rs

De
rsdprdsq + De

prdrsdsq

)

⇒ Fpq +=
∑

rs

De
rsdprdsq +

∑

rs

De
prdrsdsq.

(26)

For the ⟨d⟩dpq term, instead, we get:

(⟨d⟩dpq){1} = ⟨d⟩{1}dpq + ⟨d⟩d{1}pq
∑

pq

De
pq(⟨d⟩dpq){1} =

∑

pq

De
pq⟨d⟩{1}dpq +

∑

pq

De
pq⟨d⟩d{1}pq .

(27)
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From the first term we get

⟨d⟩{1} =
∑

i

2d
{1}
ii = 2

∑

i

{S[1], d}ii = 2
∑

it

S
[1]
it dti + S

[1]
it dit = 4

∑

it

S
[1]
ti dti

∑

pq

De
pq⟨d⟩{1}dpq =

∑

it

S
[1]
ti

(
4dti

∑

pq

De
pqdpq

)
⇒ F ⟨d⟩

pi += 4dpi
∑

rs

De
rsdrs.

(28)

While from the second term we get

∑

pq

De
pq⟨d⟩d{1}pq =

∑

pq

S[1]
pq

(
⟨d⟩
∑

r

De
prdrq

)
⇒ Fpq += ⟨d⟩

∑

r

De
prdrq. (29)

Finally, for the ⟨d⟩2 term we have

δpq
2Ne

(⟨d⟩2){1} =
δpq
Ne

⟨d⟩⟨d⟩{1} = 4
δpq
Ne

⟨d⟩
∑

it

S
[1]
ti dti

∑

pq

De
pq

δpq
2Ne

(⟨d⟩2){1} =
∑

p

De
pp

2Ne

(⟨d⟩2){1} =
1

2
(⟨d⟩2){1} = ⟨d⟩⟨d⟩{1} = 4⟨d⟩

∑

it

S
[1]
ti dti

⇒ F ⟨d⟩
pi += 4⟨d⟩dpi.

(30)

Collecting the different terms, we can now write

Fpq =
∑

r

De
prhrq +

1

2

∑

rs

De
rsdprdsq −

De
pq

2Ne

⟨d⟩2

F ⟨d⟩
pi = −4dpi

∑

rs

De
rsdrs + 4⟨d⟩dpi

(31)

where
∑

r

De
prhrq =

∑

r

De
prh

e
rq +

1

2

∑

rs

De
prdrsdsq − ⟨d⟩

∑

r

De
prdrq +

De
pq

2Ne

⟨d⟩2. (32)

B. Reorthonormalization of the bilinear term

The bilinear term in the Hamiltonian
√

ω
2

∑
pq dpqEpq(b

† + b) leads to reorthonormalization

terms that are: √
ω

2

∑

pq

De-p
pq d

{1}
pq ⇒ Fpq +=

√
ω

2

∑

r

De-p
pr drq (33)

and

−
√

ω

2
Dp⟨d⟩{1} = −4

√
ω

2
Dp
∑

it

S
[1]
ti dti ⇒ F ⟨d⟩

pi += −4

√
ω

2
Dpdpi (34)

where we have reused the results for d
{1}
pq and ⟨d⟩{1} derived in the previous section.
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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 κ̄ as:

κ̄ =


 0 0

κ̄ai 0


 (35)

We can now derive the reorthonormalization terms as:

∑

ai

κ̄aih
{1}
ai =

∑

pq

κ̄pqh
{1}
pq (36)

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

get:

Fpq +=
∑

r

κ̄s
prhrq +

1

2

∑

rs

κ̄s
rsdprdsq −

κ̄s
pq

2Ne

⟨d⟩2

F ⟨d⟩
pi += −4dpi

∑

rs

κ̄rsdrs + 4
∑

p

κ̄pp

Ne

⟨d⟩dpi
(37)

Here, we have introduced a symmetrized κ̄ defined as κ̄s
pq = κ̄pq + κ̄qp, using the definition

of κ̄ given in eq. (35).

We can now note that κ̄pp = 0 and define some extended densities Dκ̄
pq and their symmetrized

analogs Dκ̄
pq as

Dκ̄
pq = Dpq + κ̄pq Dκ̄

pq = Dκ̄
pq + Dκ̄

qp (38)

This allows us to derive the final expressions for Fpq and F ⟨d⟩
pq :

Fpq =
∑

r

[
Dκ̄

prhrq +
∑

J

W̃J
prL

J
qr

]
+

1

2

∑

rs

Dκ̄
rsdprdsq −

⟨d⟩2
2Ne

Dκ̄
pq +

√
ω

2

∑

r

De-p
pr drq

F ⟨d⟩
pi = −4dpi

(∑

rs

Dκ̄
rsdrs − ⟨d⟩ −

√
ω

2
Dp

)

F ⟨d⟩
pa = 0

(39)
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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

De
ij = 2δij −

∑

abk

t̄ajbktaibk −
∑

a

s̄ajsai −
∑

abk

s̄ajbksaibk (40)

Virtual-Occupied block

De
ai = t̄ai (41)

Occupied-Virtual block

De
ia = 2γ̄sai +

∑

bj

s̄bjvaibj +
∑

bj

t̄bjuaibj −
∑

bjck

s̄bjcksajtbick −
∑

bjck

s̄bjcksbitajck (42)

Virtual-Virtual block

De
ab =

∑

i

s̄aisbi +
∑

icj

s̄aicjsbicj +
∑

icj

t̄aicjtbicj (43)

B. One-electron-one-photon density

Occupied-Occupied block

De-p
ij = 2δij γ̄ + 2δijγ + 2

∑

ak

δij t̄aksak +
∑

akbl

δij t̄akblsakbl

−
∑

a

t̄ajsai −
∑

a

s̄ajsaiγ −
∑

abk

s̄ajbktaibk −
∑

abk

t̄ajbksaibk −
∑

abk

s̄ajbksaisbk

−
∑

abk

s̄ajbksaibkγ −
∑

abk

t̄ajbktaibkγ

(44)

Virtual-Occupied block

De-p
ai = s̄ai + t̄aiγ +

∑

bj

t̄aibjsbj (45)
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Occupied-Virtual block

De-p
ia = 2sai + 2γ̄saiγ +

∑

bj

s̄bjuaibj +
∑

bj

t̄bjvaibj

+ 2
∑

bj

s̄bjsaisbj − 2
∑

bj

s̄bjsajsbi +
∑

bj

s̄bjvaibjγ +
∑

bj

t̄bjuaibjγ

+
∑

bjck

s̄bjcksaisbjck − 2
∑

bjck

s̄bjcksajsbick − 2
∑

bjck

s̄bjcksbisajck +
∑

bjck

s̄bjcksbjvaick

−
∑

bjck

t̄bjcksajtbick −
∑

bjck

t̄bjcksbitajck +
∑

bjck

t̄bjcksbjuaick

−
∑

bjck

s̄bjcksajtbickγ −
∑

bjck

s̄bjcksbitajckγ

(46)

Virtual-Virtual block

De-p
ab =

∑

i

t̄aisbi +
∑

i

s̄aisbiγ +
∑

icj

s̄aicjtbicj +
∑

icj

t̄aicjsbicj

+
∑

icj

s̄aicjsbiscj +
∑

icj

s̄aicjsbicjγ +
∑

icj

t̄aicjtbicjγ
(47)

C. One-photon density

Dp = γ̄ + γ +
∑

ak

t̄aksak +
1

2

∑

akbl

t̄akblsakbl (48)

D. Two-electron density

Occupied-Occupied-Occupied-Occupied block

deijkl = 4δijδkl − 2δilδjk − 2
∑

a

δkls̄ajsai +
∑

a

δils̄ajsak +
∑

a

δjks̄alsai − 2
∑

a

δij s̄alsak

− 2
∑

abm

δkls̄ajbmsaibm +
∑

abm

δils̄ajbmsakbm +
∑

abm

δjks̄albmsaibm − 2
∑

abm

δij s̄albmsakbm

− 2
∑

abm

δklt̄ajbmtaibm +
∑

abm

δilt̄ajbmtakbm +
∑

abm

δjk t̄albmtaibm − 2
∑

abm

δij t̄albmtakbm

+
∑

ab

s̄ajblsaibk +
∑

ab

t̄ajbltaibk

(49)
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Occupied-Occupied-Occupied-Virtual block

deijka = −2δjkγ̄sai + 4δij γ̄sak

−
∑

bl

δjks̄blvaibl + 2
∑

bl

δij s̄blvakbl −
∑

bl

δjk t̄bluaibl + 2
∑

bl

δij t̄bluakbl

+
∑

blcm

δjks̄blcmsaltbicm − 2
∑

blcm

δij s̄blcmsaltbkcm

+
∑

blcm

δjks̄blcmsbitalcm − 2
∑

blcm

δij s̄blcmsbktalcm

−
∑

b

s̄bjvakbi −
∑

b

t̄bjuakbi

+
∑

bcl

s̄bjclsaitbkcl − 2
∑

bcl

s̄bjclsaktbicl +
∑

bcl

s̄bjclsaltbick

+
∑

bcl

s̄bjclsbktaicl +
∑

bcl

s̄bjclscktalbi −
∑

bcl

s̄bjclsbiuakcl

(50)

Occupied-Occupied-Virtual-Occupied block

deijak = −δik t̄aj + 2δij t̄ak −
∑

b

s̄akbjsbi (51)

Occupied-Occupied-Virtual-Virtual block

deijab = 2
∑

k

δij s̄aksbk + 2
∑

kcl

δij s̄akclsbkcl + 2
∑

kcl

δij t̄akcltbkcl

− s̄ajsbi −
∑

ck

s̄ajcksbick −
∑

kc

s̄akcjsbkci −
∑

ck

t̄ajcktbick −
∑

kc

t̄akcjtbkci

(52)
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Occupied-Virtual-Occupied-Virtual block

deiajb = 2uaibj + 2γ̄vaibj

+ 2
∑

ck

s̄cksaiubjck −
∑

ck

s̄cksajubick −
∑

ck

s̄cksakubjci −
∑

ck

s̄cksbiuajck

+ 2
∑

ck

s̄cksbjuaick −
∑

ck

s̄cksbkuaicj −
∑

ck

s̄cksciuakbj −
∑

ck

s̄ckscjuaibk

+
∑

ckdl

s̄ckdlsakbltcidj +
∑

ckdl

s̄ckdlsakcjtbidl +
∑

ckdl

s̄ckdlsakdjtblci +
∑

ckdl

s̄ckdlsbkcitajdl

+
∑

ckdl

s̄ckdlsbkditalcj +
∑

ckdl

s̄ckdlscidjtakbl −
∑

ckdl

s̄ckdlsajckubidl −
∑

ckdl

s̄ckdlsakdlubjci

−
∑

ckdl

s̄ckdlsbickuajdl −
∑

ckdl

s̄ckdlsbkdluaicj −
∑

ckdl

s̄ckdlscidluakbj −
∑

ckdl

s̄ckdlscjdluaibk

−
∑

ckdl

s̄ckdltakdlvbjci −
∑

ckdl

s̄ckdltbkdlvaicj −
∑

ckdl

s̄ckdltcidlvakbj −
∑

ckdl

s̄ckdltcjdlvaibk

+
∑

ckdl

s̄ckdluaickvbjdl +
∑

ckdl

s̄ckdlubjckvaidl +
∑

ckdl

t̄ckdltajcktbldi +
∑

ckdl

t̄ckdltakbltcidj

+
∑

ckdl

t̄ckdltakdjtblci −
∑

ckdl

t̄ckdltakdlubjci −
∑

ckdl

t̄ckdltbickuajdl −
∑

ckdl

t̄ckdltbkdluaicj

−
∑

ckdl

t̄ckdltcidluakbj −
∑

ckdl

t̄ckdltcjdluaibk +
∑

ckdl

t̄ckdluaickubjdl

(53)

Occupied-Virtual-Virtual-Occupied block

deiabj = −
∑

k

δij s̄bksak −
∑

kcl

δij s̄bkclsakcl −
∑

kcl

δij t̄bkcltakcl

+ 2s̄bjsai +
∑

ck

s̄bjckvaick +
∑

ck

t̄bjckuaick

(54)

Occupied-Virtual-Virtual-Virtual block

deiabc =
∑

j

s̄bjvaicj +
∑

j

t̄bjuaicj

+ 2
∑

jdk

s̄bjdksaitcjdk −
∑

jdk

s̄bjdksajtcidk −
∑

jdk

s̄bjdksaktcjdi

−
∑

jdk

s̄bjdkscitajdk −
∑

jdk

s̄bjdksditakcj +
∑

jdk

s̄bjdkscjuaidk

(55)

Virtual-Occupied-Virtual-Occupied block

deaibj = t̄aibj (56)
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Virtual-Occupied-Virtual-Virtual block

deaibc =
∑

j

s̄aibjscj (57)

Virtual-Virtual-Virtual-Virtual block

deabcd =
∑

ij

s̄aicjsbidj +
∑

ij

t̄aicjtbidj (58)
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