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We consider non-relativistic electron correlation energies of heavy noble gas atoms including the
superheavy element Og. The corresponding data enables us to quantify fixed-node errors in real
space quantum Monte Carlo methods as a function of the atomic number Z. We confirm that single-
reference trial function nodes lead to an overall trend of mild decrease in recovered correlation energy
with the increasing Z. This agrees with our previous study that has shown increasing fixed-node
biases with the increasing electron density. We also estimate the value of the linear term in the
asymptotic expansion of the atomic correlation energy.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum Monte Carlo (QMC) methods belong to the
most advanced approaches for capturing many-body ef-
fects in electron-ion systems. In the real space of par-
ticle coordinates, QMC methods are based on explic-
itly correlated wave functions and computationally feasi-
ble techniques for many-body solutions of the stationary
Schrödinger equation. Practical QMC calculations rely
on the so-called fixed-node/phase (FN/FP) approxima-
tions in order to avoid the well-known fundamental obsta-
cle and corresponding inefficiencies from fermion signs1–4.
The fixed-node/phase approximation impacts the out-
comes and introduces a certain level of the so-called fixed-
node/phase biases. These biases are typically small and
real space QMC methods that include variational Monte
Carlo (VMC) and FN diffusion Monte Carlo (FNDMC)
enable us to calculate highly accurate total energies and
energy differences for hundreds of valence electrons4–7.
Indeed, QMC methods are particularly well-positioned
for large-scale calculations due to their favorable scaling
in the number of particles so that calculations of con-
densed systems and periodic solids have become routine8.

An established measure of method accuracy for solving
many-body eigenvalues and eigenstates is the electron-
electron correlation energy defined as the difference be-
tween the exact and Hartree-Fock energies. Recently,
Nakano co-workers9 have presented fixed-node calcula-
tions of heavy noble gas atoms, including the superheavy
element Oganesson (Og), Z = 118. Interestingly, in the
original presentation and analysis9 the fixed-node biases
appeared to be somewhat larger than would be expected
from the past studies1–4,7,10–12. For example, for the Xe
atom the single-reference fixed-node DMC appeared to
recover ≈ 78%, while for Og only ≈ 71% of the correla-
tion energy. In addition, geminal-based wave functions
that employ pairs instead of single-particle orbitals did
not substantially change this picture9. These points are
of particular interest, since previous studies have indi-
cated that an increase in the electronic density is indeed
related to the increase of fixed-node biases12.

Another relevant analysis of atomic correlation ener-
gies has been carried out within the Density Functional

Theory (DFT)13–16. The focus has been on the overall
description of correlation as a function of atomic num-
ber Z as well as on improved versions of practically
used approximate functionals. Some of this analysis has
broader ramifications. The asymptotic terms found in
heavy atoms are related to the corresponding terms in
high-density jellium17 which is an important paradig-
matic model for condensed matter systems.

Our present work is focused on shedding more light on
the correlation energy in heavy atoms as well as on more
precise study of relationship of fixed-node errors and elec-
tron density in the limit of large atomic numbers. For this
purpose, we first consider estimations of correlation en-
ergies for noble gas heavy atoms using the best available
data from correlated wave function calculations based on
basis set expansions. Although our focus will be on non-
relativistic energies, we will be using both relativistic and
non-relativistic calculations for estimating desired val-
ues. In particular, we obtain the correlation energy of
the Og atom using an extrapolation of previously calcu-
lated data from many-body perturbation theory (MBPT)
and Coupled Cluster (CC) approaches. (We recall that
in relativistic calculations the correlation energy is given
by the difference between the lowest energy of the de-
terminant of one-particle spinors and the exact value of
the corresponding relativistic Hamiltonian18.) We also
carry out FNDMC calculations for the Rn atom which
was absent in the previous QMC studies so as to make
the corresponding data for noble gas atoms complete. In-
terestingly, we find that the fixed-node errors are smaller
than approximately estimated in the mentioned study9

due to the fact that their reference (ie, estimated exact)
correlation energies appear to be a bit too large, roughly
by 10%. At the same time, we indeed confirm that the
FNDMC bias increases with the density as we demon-
strated for lighter atoms and molecules some time ago12.
Having collected this data, we also analyze the asymp-
totic behavior of the atomic correlation energies in the
limit of large atomic numbers to complement recent DFT
studies13,14. Finally, we point out implications of our
findings for accurate QMC calculations where changes of
fixed-node errors with electron density can have a signif-
icant impact, for example, for systems under pressure.
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II. CORRELATION ENERGIES OF NOBLE GAS
ATOMS

Og atom correlation energy. For the purpose of
this study, we estimate the all-electron Og atom correla-
tion energy using data calculated by many-body methods
based on basis set expansions. In particular, highly accu-
rate values of correlation energies up to Rn were obtained
some time ago19 within non-relativistic framework using
Coupled Cluster (CC) method with extensive basis sets.
These CC estimations have included also extrapolations
to complete basis set limits and therefore it essentially
established exact values for lighter elements within ≈ 1
mHa accuracy or better. For heavier elements these re-
sults are close to the exact ones on relative scale, with
systematic uncertainty estimated to be about 1-3 %, up
to Rn (Z = 86). Very recently, an independent study
presented calculations of several heavy atoms including
group-18 elements using relativistic many-body pertur-
bation theory (MBPT) as well as relativistic CC with
comparably extensive basis sets18. These calculations in-
clude also a few closed-shell superheavy elements such as
Og (Z = 118), from the closed-shell inert/noble gas atom
group. The most extensive calculations employed basis
sets with angular momentum channels up to ℓ = 918.

After some analysis we found that the data from these
two studies show very similar and systematic behavior.
We list the most systematic results for correlation ener-
gies from both mentioned papers, see Table I. In particu-
lar, we show non-relativistic CC correlation energies that
include extrapolations to the complete basis set limit19.
Similarly, we include the most extensive MBPT relativis-
tic calculations18. Although these two sets of calculations
were done independently and in different settings, they
show very remarkable consistency that is clear to see once
we evaluate the ratio of these two sets of correlation en-
ergies. For the heaviest inert elements, this ratio shows
strikingly small variation and almost perfect linear de-
pendence on 1/Z, see Table I and Fig.1. Note that the
range for this ratio for Z = 36−118 is very small, within
≈ 2%. This is much smaller than, for example, ratio
of MP2 and CC energies or other many-body estimators
that exhibit much less systematic behavior, see, for ex-
ample, Ref.20. A linear fit of this ratio for Kr, Xe, and
Rn as a function of 1/Z is shown in Fig.1 and in Tab.
I. From this fit we estimate the ratio for Z = 118 which
then leads to an estimate of the non-relativistic correla-
tion energy of Og, as given in the Tab. I. (We tested also
extrapolation based only on the two heaviest atoms, Xe
and Rn. That has resulted in almost identical estimate
for Og, within about 1.5 mHa, Table I.) The original
publication19 estimates systematic accuracy of the CC
values to be about 1.9%, 1.2%, 1.4% and 3.0% for Ar,
Kr, Xe and Rn, respectively. The sizes of basis sets used
by Mani and co-workers18 have been comparably exten-
sive so that we assume similar level of uncertainty of their
MBPT results. We therefore estimate the accuracy of our
value ≈ 3% which is adequate for our subsequent analy-

sis below since we will be looking at the biases which are
significantly larger. This value therefore completes the
non-relativistic set of correlation energies for the inert
( noble gas) atoms with accuracy that is approximately
consistent with lighter elements estimations as given in
Ref.19.
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FIG. 1: Ratio of CC (non-relativistic) and MBPT

(relativistic) atomic correlation energies for Kr, Xe and
Rn (circles) as a function of 1/Z. The dashed line is a
linear fit that is used to estimate the CC value for Og

(square), see Tab. I.

QMC data. Let us now turn to analysis of
FNDMC biases for noble gas atoms calculated with
single-reference trial functions. Although in these sys-
tems with some effort one can increase the node accuracy
besides the single-reference and therefore decrease the
fixed-node biases, we opt for the single-reference FNDMC
that provides an essential baseline for QMC studies in
general.
We note that the noble gas atoms are favorable for

single-reference studies due to simplicity of closed shells
and qualitatively similar electronic properties appropri-
ate for analysis of asymptotic trends. In QMC most of
these elements have been already calculated9,21 with the
exception of the Rn atom.
In order to fill this gap, we have carried out QMC of

Rn as well as Xe atom with the single-reference Slater-
Jastrow trial wave functions. The Jastrow term contains
functions that depend on inter-particle distances, in par-
ticular, they describe electron-electron cusp and related
two-electron correlations. The orbitals for the Slater de-
terminant were obtained from numerical Hartree-Fock
solver22,23 and we reproduced the previously obtained
Hartree-Fock energy24 within a fraction of mHa. In
actual VMC and DMC calculations the radial parts of
orbitals were represented by cubic splines with fine ra-
dial step that was adequate to reproduce the HF en-
ergy in the corresponding variational Monte Carlo check.
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TABLE I: Calculated correlation energies (mHa) of heavy atoms from MBPT (relativistic)18 and CC
(non-relativistic)19 methods together with corresponding ratios. Value of r for Og (with asterisk) is found from linear
extrapolation of ratios for Kr, Xe and Rn as a function of 1/Z, Fig.1. Estimated value of ECC

corr for Og (with asterisk)
is obtained as ECC

corr = rEMBPT
corr . Ref.19 estimates systematic uncertainties of the CC values for heavier atoms as

1.2%, 1.4% and 3.0% for Kr, Xe and Rn, respectively. We assume similar ≈ 3% uncertainty for the Og atom.

atom Z −EMBPT
corr −ECC

corr r=ECC
corr/E

MBPT
corr

Kr 36 1853.2 1849.6 0.998057
Xe 54 3031.4 3000.2 0.989708
Rn 86 5619.5 5525.0 0.983184
Og 118 8910.9 8735.8∗ 0.980350∗

Kr, Xe, Rn: r = c0 + c1/Z, c0 = 0.972554 c1 = 0.919919
Xe, Rn: r = c0 + c1/Z, c0 = 0.972175 c1 = 0.946796, → Og: −Ecorr = 8734.5

TABLE II: Fixed-node DMC correlation energies (mHa) and their percentages of exact values for noble gas atoms
using CC data and estimate from above for the Og atom. We report previous DMC calculations21 with

single-reference Slater-Jastrow (SJ) and with AGP-Jastrow (AGPJ) trial functions9. Our calculations for Xe and Rn
are based on single-reference Slater-Jastrow trial functions. Error bars (in parenthesis) below the last shown digit

are dropped.

atom Z −Ecorr DMC Ref. DMC Ref.
(est.∗) SJ AGPJ

Ne 10 392 376 95.9 21 379 96.7 9

Ar 18 733 667 91.0 21 679 92.6 9

Kr 36 1850 1688 91.2 21 1716 92.8 9

1691(7) 91.4(4) this work
Xe 54 3000 2647 88.2 21 2697 89.9 9

Rn 86 5525 4634(52) 83.9(9) this work
Og 118 8736∗ 7082 81.1 9

Since we were not focused on high overall precision,
we used conventional2 fixed-node DMC algorithm which
is rather inefficient for cases with rapidly varying elec-
tronic densities (in particular, around nuclei in heavier
atoms25). However, the resulting error bars are accept-
able for present purposes since the systematic uncertain-
ties of calculated and estimated exact correlation energies
are still significantly larger.

Using the results from references9,21 we plot the per-
centage of the FNDMC correlation energies in Fig. 3.
We see overall decreasing trend as a function of 1/Z with
a mild deviation from the trend for Ar. Due to irreg-
ularities, an approximate extrapolation suggests that in
very large Z limit one would recover roughly 75% of the
correlation energy. (It is understood that here we ignore
the well-known instabilities, ie, the electronic instability
of neutral atoms and also the nuclear instability, both
appearing beyond values of Z ≈ 120 or so.)

III. EXTRAPOLATION AND ASYMPTOTIC
TERMS

As shown previously, see for example recent Refs.13,14,
the non-relativistic correlation energy of atoms in the

limit of Z → ∞ can be expressed as

ecorr = Ecorr/Z = −AC ln(Z) +BC + .... (1)

where the total atomic correlation energy Ecorr is defined
as customary as Ecorr = Eexact − EHF and the value of
AC is known exactly13,26. It is related to the well-known
expression for the correlation energy of the homogeneous
electron gas and the corresponding constant is given by
AC = 2c0/3 where c0 = (1 − ln 2)/π2 [Ha]. The cor-
relation energy for jellium is expressed in terms of the
Wigner radius rs while in atoms this dependence is re-
placed by 1/Z. It has been demonstrated that the linear-
logarithmic term is asymptotically universal as shown
also for other Coulomb interactions models such as spher-
ically or harmonically confined electron gas17,27,28. We
carry out estimation of the BC using data for Xe, Rn and
Og by neglecting possible contributions from higher or-
der terms and shell-filling effects. Clearly, even for these
heaviest atoms we can expect some non-asymptotic ef-
fects and in order to assess this better, we plot the quan-
tity (Ecorr + ACZ ln(Z))/Z2 as a function of 1/Z. This
plot indicates whether there is a trend to converge to the
origin, since that should be the exact limit for 1/Z → 0
and the value of BC is then given by the slope of the lin-
ear fit. The data indeed show tendency to extrapolate to
zero although the shell-filling effects are still significant
even for Rn and presumably also for Og. In order to
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FIG. 2: Obtained Ecorr (in %) by fixed-node DMC with
single-reference trial function for Ne, Ar, Kr, Xe, Rn
and Og atoms. Uncertainties vary from fraction of a
percent for lighter atoms to approximately the size of
the symbol for Rn and Og. The line is for guiding the

eyes.

get some insight into the range of reasonable values and
also to assess the sensitivity to the choices of data to be
included, we tried two fits: the first one that uses only
Xe and Rn data points, the second one with the three
elements Xe, Rn and Og, see Fig. 3. The plot includes
also the value for Kr which appears off the overall trend
and therefore it was not used in the fits. The resulting
extrapolations cross the vertical axis at non-zero values,
however, the asymptotic trends are clear and provide jus-
tification of the presented analysis. The range of nonzero
offsets show the degree of uncertainty caused by the pres-
ence of the shell-filling effects and other non-asymptotic
behavior. In these fits the parameter BC varies rather
marginally, the two obtained values are ≈ 26 and 28
mHa. If we enforce the linear fit to pass through the
origin we obtain ≈ 27 mHa. All of these values are some-
what smaller than the corresponding estimation by Burke
et al13,14 of BC ≈ 37 mHa, that was derived by optimiz-
ing expressions for exchange-correlation functionals while
taking into account large number of elements in the pe-
riodic table. This difference is therefore understandable,
since here we have avoided lighter elements and also open
shell-effects. Interestingly, our value appears to be closer
to the RPA estimate of BC ≈ 18 mHa that should be
reasonably accurate at higher densities13,14.

IV. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

The single-reference FNDMC method recovers sub-
stantial amount of correlation energy which, however,

0 0.01 0.02 0.03
1/ Z

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

[e
_c

o
rr

 +
 A

_c
*l

n
(Z

)]
/ Z

FIG. 3: Plot of (ecorr +AC ln(Z))/Z as a function of
1/Z for atoms Kr, Xe and Rn (circles) and Og (square).
The dashed linear fit includes only Xe and Rn points,
the dotted one includes also the estimated data point
for Og. In this plot the coefficient BC in Eq. 1 is given
by the slope and its values for the plotted fits are ≈ 26
and ≈ 28 mHa. Since the exact asymptote should pass
through the origin, the impact of non-asymptotic and
shell-filling effects appears to be present even in the
heaviest atoms. This is visible also in nonzero but

otherwise marginal absolute constants of the two fits.
Imposing zero absolute term gives only a minor change

of the constant BC , to about 27 mHa.

shows slow decreases with increasing atomic number and
the corresponding electronic density. For Og atom the
amount is around 80%, which is markedly better than
the previously given estimate (≈ 70 %)9. For practical
QMC electronic structure calculations of properties this
is meaningful only as an asymptotic limit since valence-
only related properties of ordinary condensed matter and
molecular systems have much smaller densities and con-
sequently exhibit much smaller errors.

It is interesting to consider, at least qualitatively,
the origin of why high densities lead to larger fixed-
node errors. The typical correlated trial functions de-
scribes the two-particle electron-electron and electron-
ion/pseudoion cusps explicitly, however, their impact on
the nodal surface is more complicated and it is also more
difficult to capture. Nakano and co-workers9 employed
the BCS-like antisymmetrized geminal pair trial func-
tions to probe this aspect. However, the improvements
for this particular effect have been rather modest. In-
deed, Tab. 2 shows that it is about 1.6% for all calcu-
lated atoms. The node deformations require inclusion of
excitations with virtuals adapted to the core scales as
combined with the excitations in valence space. Suffi-
ciently accurate trial function would require very large
numbers of core-core, core-valence and valence-valence
excitations since the 3N − 1-dimensional node is clearly
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an all-degrees-of-freedom, collective property of the exact
eigenstate.

The next point we want to emphasize is that the depen-
dence of the fixed-node bias on density should be taken
into consideration in calculations which include system-
atic electronic density changes, most notably in calcula-
tions of condensed systems at high pressures. In such
applications even small increase in the fixed-node error
could affect the results very significantly, for example,
the QMC equations of state (eg, total energy vs volume).
For example, more steep increase of the total energy with
decreasing volume would distort estimation of transition
pressures and phase changes towards higher values. The
increasing complexity of the nodal surface with localized
higher densities (in core or semicore regions) appears as
a significant factor even for systems with sp−elements
such as C, N, and O12. Clearly, these effects require bet-
ter benchmarking and trial function improvements that
would eliminate or at least better delineate this type of
bias.

Let us summarize the key findings.
a) We have estimated the non-relativistic value of the

atomic correlation energy for the Oganesson atom using
previous many-body wave function calculations based on
extensive basis set expansions and extrapolations. The
estimated value of 8736 mHa ± 3% completes high ac-
curacy non-relativistic data set for the group of noble
elements based on Coupled Cluster method19.
b) We have carried out analysis of the fixed-node errors

produced by single-reference trial functions in QMC dif-
fusion Monte Carlo calculations. We see that the amount
of recovered correlation energy, in general, decreases with
increasing atomic number Z and with the corresponding
increase of the electron density. For the heaviest ele-
ments it is between 80 and 90% which is roughly 10 %
less than in typical FNDMC calculations with lighter ele-
ments. Clearly, the present calculations are still not very
precise and more accurate studies, both with basis set
correlated wave function methods and QMC approaches,
are highly desirable. The same applies to calculations
of valence energy differences although is is expected that

these would be less impacted by deep core states so that
one expects most of these errors to cancel out. Again, the
true extent of such cancellations in all-electron calcula-
tions for very heavy elements have yet to be studied. In
effective core potential (ECP) calculations these difficul-
ties are mostly avoided up to their fidelity to all-electron,
fully correlated settings (see, for example, the new set
of correlation consistent ECPs in Ref.29 and references
therein). However, even in valence-only calculations in-
creases in electron density make nodal surfaces more com-
plicated with some influence on resulting accuracy12.

c) Finally, we estimate the value of the linear term
in the asymptotic expansion of the atomic correlation
energy as a function of Z for Z → ∞. We find value
of 26-28 mHa, which is somewhat smaller than previous
estimates13,14. Considering that the data for the heav-
iest atoms still exhibit shell-filling effects and some de-
gree of non-asymptotic behavior, further refined analysis
might provide more precise estimation. In general, the
overall trend in data indicates the presence of the linear-
logarithmic term at high densities. This term is universal
since, as explained previously, it is caused by the short
range effects from the Coulomb singularity13,17,27.

Our study therefore maps out the behavior of single-
reference QMC calculations at high electronic densities
and points out possible impacts on calculations of elec-
tronic properties that can be influenced by this type of
fixed-node biases. It also suggests that it is worth to
consider ideas for addressing these shortcomings by bet-
ter adapted trial wave function constructions and as well
as by more extensive study how the valence energy dif-
ferences could be affected.

V. ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work has been supported by the NSF grant DMR-
2316007. This study, as well as several previous ones,
have been inspired by papers and ideas of Sandro Sorella
and his collaborators.

[1] F. Becca and S. Sorella, Quantum Monte Carlo ap-
proaches for correlated systems (Cambridge University
Press, 2017).

[2] W. M. C. Foulkes, L. Mitas, R. J. Needs, and G. Ra-
jagopal, Rev. Mod. Phys. 73, 33 (2001).

[3] L. K. Wagner and D. M. Ceperley, Rep. Prog. Phys. 79,
094501 (2016).
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