
Advanced Techniques for High-Performance Fock Matrix
Construction on GPU Clusters

Elise Palethorpe,† Ryan Stocks,† and Giuseppe M. J. Barca∗,‡

†School of Computing, Australian National University, Canberra, ACT 2601, Australia
‡School of Computing and Information Systems, Melbourne University, Melbourne, VIC 3052, Australia

E-mail: giuseppe.barca@unimelb.edu.au

Abstract

This Article presents two optimized multi-GPU algo-
rithms for Fock matrix construction, building on the
work of Ufimtsev and Martinez 1 and Barca et al. 2 The
novel algorithms, opt-UM and opt-Brc, introduce signif-
icant enhancements, including improved integral screen-
ing, exploitation of sparsity and symmetry, a linear
scaling exchange matrix assembly algorithm, and ex-
tended capabilities for Hartree-Fock caculations up to f -
type angular momentum functions. Opt-Brc excels for
smaller systems and for highly contracted triple-ζ basis
sets, while opt-UM is advantageous for large molecular
systems.
Performance benchmarks on NVIDIA A100 GPUs

show that our algorithms in the EXtreme-scale Elec-
tronic Structure System (EXESS), when combined, out-
perform all current GPU and CPU Fock build imple-
mentations in TeraChem, QUICK, GPU4PySCF, LibIntX,
ORCA, and Q-Chem. The implementations were bench-
marked on linear and globular systems and average
speed ups across three double-ζ basis sets of 1.5×,
5.2×, and 8.5× were observed compared to TeraChem,
GPU4PySCF, and QUICK respectively.
Strong scaling analysis reveals over 91% parallel ef-

ficiency on four GPUs for opt-Brc, making it typically
faster for multi-GPU execution. Single-compute-node
comparisons with CPU-based software like ORCA and
Q-Chem show speedups of up to 42× and 31×, respec-
tively, enhancing power efficiency by up to 18×.

1 Introduction

The evolution of quantum chemical calculations relies
heavily on the simultaneous advancement of both un-
derlying algorithms and the computer systems they em-
ploy. The last two decades have witnessed a funda-
mental shift in computing, driven by the end of Den-
nard scaling and the gradual slowdown of Moore’s law.
These changes mark the decline of the era dominated
by general-purpose processors. To surpass the perfor-
mance limitations of general-purpose systems, cutting-
edge supercomputing platforms have adopted heteroge-

neous architectures. In these systems, CPUs primarily
handle flow control, while specialized accelerators take
on the bulk of computational tasks.
Among the various accelerators, graphics processing

units (GPUs) have emerged as the most widespread
and successful. However, leveraging GPUs to achieve
substantial performance improvements over CPU-only
computations is far from straightforward. The unique
architecture of GPUs necessitates significant investment
in new programming models and often requires a com-
plete redesign of algorithms to optimize the software for
the hardware.3 This shift represents a pivotal moment
in the evolution of computational chemistry, where the
integration of novel hardware and algorithmic innova-
tion is essential for continued progress.
Within the hierarchy of quantum chemistry ap-

proaches, the Hartree-Fock (HF) method is founda-
tional.4 It provides the theoretical and algorithmic
framework for Kohn-Sham Density Functional Theory
(KS-DFT)5 and more accurate post-Hartree-Fock wave-
function methods, such as Möller-Plesset perturbation
theory6 and coupled-cluster theories.4 This positions
HF as a strategic target for both hardware advance-
ments and algorithmic refinements that can drive the
field forward.
The primary computational bottleneck of HF is the

construction of the Fock matrix, which requires the
evaluation of two-electron repulsion integrals (ERIs)
and their subsequent digestion with the electron den-
sity matrix. The number of ERIs scales as O(N4)
with system size, presenting a significant computational
challenge. Extensive research has focused on mitigat-
ing the steep computational cost of Fock matrix con-
struction. This includes the development of integral
screening techniques to reduce its formal complexity
to O(N2),7–13 the use of the continuous fast multipole
method (CFMM) to obtain the Coulomb matrix (J)
in O(N logN) time, and approaches like LinK,14 the
chain-of-spheres exchange (COSX) method,15 and the
seminumerical exchange (sn-K) method16 that integrate
optimal screening of the exchange repulsion interactions
to achieve linear time complexity for the K matrix con-
struction.
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Despite their potential, these approaches are limited
in significantly reducing overall computational time and
enhancing scalability unless they are combined with
novel algorithms designed to leverage the computational
capacity of modern parallel computing architectures.
This necessity has driven substantial research over the
past two decades to develop new HF algorithms that
can efficiently utilize the power of GPUs.16–41

In 2008, Yasuda implemented the first GPU algorithm
for evaluating two-electron integrals involving s and
p-type Gaussian functions and forming the Coulomb
matrix J .17 Using the McMurchie-Davidson (MMD)42

recursive scheme, each GPU thread computed a two-
center primitive integral class [p|q] and contracted its
constituent ERIs with density matrix elements until the
Coulomb matrix was completed, without exploiting ERI
symmetry.
Following Yasuda’s seminal work, Ufimtsev and Mar-

tinez developed a full Fock build implementation for
GPUs,18,19 also based on the MMD recursive scheme.
This implementation, herein referred to as UM09, sig-
nificantly improved workload balance and overall per-
formance by organizing ERI data in blocks of uniform
angular momentum and employing two algorithms: a
J -engine-based43 Coulomb matrix algorithm and an ex-
change matrix K algorithm. Both algorithms partially
sacrificed symmetry exploitation to prevent inter-GPU-
block synchronization and memory bank conflicts.
In 2012, Asadchev and Gordon introduced a Fock

build algorithm utilizing a Rys quadrature ERI algo-
rithm,44,45 enabling evaluations to extend to g-type
Gaussians.21 They utilized eight-fold permutational
symmetry and assigned different GPU warps to update
different Fock matrix blocks. Although this reduced
re-computation, significant thread synchronization was
necessary to avoid race conditions using mutual exclu-
sion objects.
In 2013, Miao and Merz proposed an approach where

contracted integral classes were mapped to different
GPU threads, with the main innovation being the use of
the Head-Gordon-Pople (HGP) algorithm to minimize
the computational cost associated with the evaluation
of a contracted integral class.22 This approach was im-
plemented in the QUICK GPU program, and further ex-
tended to multi-GPU parallelism.29,34,46

In 2020, Barca et al. introduced a novel algorithm
that also mapped contracted integral classes to GPU
threads,28 fine-tuning this scheme and extending it to
multi-GPU and multi-node parallelism in 2021.2 This
scheme, herein referred to as Brc21, was also based on
HGP and incorporated algorithmic innovations such as
efficient use of integral screening, full exploitation of in-
tegral symmetry, a novel ERI digestion scheme, and var-
ious GPU-specific optimizations that enabled it to out-
perform existing GPU and CPU implementations. The
original Brc21 scheme was implemented in the LibC-
Chem library of GAMESS,47,48 and then a distinct ver-
sion was implemented in the EXtreme-scale Electronic
Structure System (EXESS).49–51

In the last two years, Asadchev and Valeev observed
that the shift from compute-bound to memory-bound
for integral classes involving d-type functions in Brc212

might allow a matrix-based formulation of the MMD
algorithm to outperform it for high-angular momentum
functions.37 Recently they extended this MMD scheme
to low-angular-momentum functions.52 However, the
current implementations of Asadchev and Valeev’s work
in LibIntX provide only ERI evaluation and an initial
K matrix assembly, and therefore do not yet allow for
full performance verification. Furthermore, whether the
MMD approach in LibIntX can outperform UM09 for
d and f functions remains to be established due to the
lack of a full Fock build algorithm. In Section 6.1 of
this paper, we will provide evidence that for up to d-
functions, an optimized algorithm based on the UM09
scheme for theK-matrix assembly designed by us signif-
icantly outperforms the K-matrix assembly algorithm
in LibIntX.
Recently, Li et al. introduced a single GPU algorithm

integrated into GPU4PySCF,53 the GPU-accelerated ver-
sion of PySCF. This implementation is based on the Rys
Quadrature ERI evaluation scheme and uses the Brc21
scheme for integral class creation and screening.44,45

While the use of Rys quadrature is rationalized as pro-
viding a lower GPU memory footprint, we demonstrate
in this paper that it results in significantly lower per-
formance compared to optimized versions of the Brc21
and UM09 schemes.
Thus, to date, each of these GPU implementations is

based on a single algorithm tailored on a specific recur-
sive scheme, either MMD, HGP, or Rys. Learning from
established literature on ERI calculations on CPU,54 it
is unlikely for a single algorithm to be optimal across dif-
ferent molecular systems, basis sets with different angu-
lar momenta, and different numbers of GPUs employed.
To date, the UM09 and Brc21 implementations have

shown the most promise in practical performance bench-
marks. There are significant differences in how each
of these schemes addresses the challenges of efficient
ERI evaluation and digestion. For example, the Brc21
scheme fully exploits the eight-fold permutational sym-
metry of the ERIs, while the UM09 scheme elects to
split the Coulomb and exchange computation for fine-
grained density screening. Additional differences in-
clude the ERI evaluation recurrence relation, degree of
parallelism, and shell pair batching strategy. In gen-
eral, however, the UM09 scheme optimizes for efficient
screening while the Brc21 scheme minimizes computa-
tion per ERI.
In this Article, we provide improved multi-GPU algo-

rithms for both the Brc21 and UM09 schemes, named
opt-Brc and opt-UM. This enables us to provide evi-
dence that the fastest algorithm requires executing one
or the other schemes, but neither of the two dominates
in performance across the whole range of basis sets, sys-
tem sizes, and the number of GPUs utilized.
We also show that, when combined, the opt-Brc

and opt-UM schemes significantly outperform all cur-
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rent GPU and CPU Fock build implementations in
Terachem, QUICK, GPU4PySCF, LibIntX, ORCA and
Q-Chem.
Besides various algorithmic optimizations and novel

implementations of the opt-Brc and opt-UM schemes,
additional contributions of this work are:

• Improvements to the efficiency and effectiveness
of screening in the Brc21 Fock build.

• Extension of the UM09 Fock build scheme to ex-
ploit the exponential decay of the density matrix
to improve screening and yield a linear scaling
K-matrix assembly algorithm.

• Extension of the code capabilities up to f -type
Gaussian basis functions to consider more diverse
chemical systems.

All novel algorithms were implemented in the
Extreme-scale Electronic Structure System (EXESS).51

The remainder of this Article is structured as follows.
Section 2 details the notation and the primary algorith-
mic challenges of the HF method. Sections 3 and 4
detail how the Brc21 and UM09 schemes respectively
address the algorithmic challenges and our novel opti-
misations to these schemes. Section 5 briefly details our
automatic code generation framework, followed, in Sec-
tion 6, by a performance analysis and extensive compar-
isons with GPU and CPU implementations in widely-
used quantum chemistry packages.

2 Theoretical Background

2.1 Notation

We largely follow the notation presented by Barca
et al. 2 A contracted Gaussian function (CGF), denoted
by its basis set index α,

|α) ≡ ϕα(r) =
K∑
i=1

φα
i (r) (1)

is defined as a sum of K primitive Gaussian functions
(PGFs)

|α]i ≡ φα
i (r) =

Di(rx −Ax)
ax(ry −Ay)

ay (rz −Az)
aze−λi|r−A|2 (2)

where a = (ax, ay, az) in an angular momentum vector,
a = ax + ay + az is the total angular momentum, A ≡
(Ax, Ay, Az) is the Cartesian coordinate centre, Di is
a contraction coefficient, and λi the primitive Gaussian
exponent. For the sake of brevity, we will often omit
the primitive index i.
It is useful to overload the notation for these basis

functions using their angular momentum vectors as fol-

lows

|a) ≡ |α), (3)

|a] ≡ |α]. (4)

For computational convenience Gaussian functions
are grouped into shells. A primitive shell will be indi-
cated using the non-bold notation |a], and is defined as
the set of primitives |a] sharing the same total angular
momentum a, primitive exponent λi and centreA. Sim-
ilarly, a contracted shell |a) is a set of contracted Gaus-
sian functions |a) sharing the same set of primitive ex-
ponents {λi}, the same centre A and total angular mo-

mentum a. There are (a+1)(a+2)
2 Cartesian contracted

basis functions in a shell with total angular momen-
tum a. For example, a |p) ≡ |1) shell represents a set
of three p-type CGFs, namely {|a1) = (1, 0, 0), |a2) =
(0, 1, 0), |a3) = (0, 0, 1)}, which correspond to the famil-
iar px, py, and pz functions, respectively.
A CGF pair

|αβ) ≡ |ab) = ϕα(r)ϕβ(r) (5)

is a sum of PGF pairs

|αβ] ≡ |ab] = φα(r)φβ(r). (6)

Analogously, a contracted shell pair is the set of con-
tracted basis function pairs obtained by the tensor prod-
uct |ab) = |a) ⊗ |b). Primitive shell pairs are de-
fined similarly, |ab] = |a] ⊗ |b]. Primitive and con-
tracted shell pairs are further coupled into shell quartets
|abcd] = |ab]⊗ |cd] and |abcd) = |ab)⊗ |cd).
Furthermore, we will adopt the following curly braces

notation |ab} to indicate a batch of contracted shell
pairs |ab).
Central to the Hartree-Fock method is the evaluation

of the four-centre electron repulsion integrals (ERIs)

(αβ|γδ) ≡ (ab|cd) =
KA∑
i

KB∑
j

KC∑
k

KD∑
l

[ab|cd]ijkl (7)

where

[αβ|γδ] ≡ [ab|cd]ijkl =∫∫
φα
i (r1)φ

β
j (r1)

1

|r1 − r2|
φγ
k(r2)φ

δ
l (r2)dr1dr2. (8)

We use the notation (ab|cd) to indicate the set of ERIs
over all basis functions quartets arising from the tensor
product of two shell pairs |ab) ⊗ |cd). For example,
(11|11) ≡ (pp|pp) is the set of 81 contracted integrals
{(pxpx|pxpx), (pxpx|pxpy), . . . , (pzpz|pzpz)}.
ERIs are generally evaluated using recurrence rela-
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tions starting from the following fundamental integral

[00|00] =

UPUQ

∫∫
e−ζ |r1−P |2 1

r1 − r2
e−η |r2−Q|2 dr1dr2 (9)

where

ζ = λi + λj η = λk + λl (10)

P =
λiA+ λjB

ζ
Q =

λkC + λlD

η
(11)

UP = nanb DiDj

(
π

ζ

)3/2

e−
λiλj

ζ |AB|2 (12)

UQ = ncnd DkDl

(
π

η

)3/2

e−
λkλl

η |CD|2 . (13)

Here, na is a normalization factor and |AB| = |A−B|.
The following auxiliary integrals are also required for

the recursive evaluation of the ERIs

[00|00](m) = UPUQθ
mFm(T ) (14)

where

Fm(T ) =

∫ 1

0

t2m exp(−t2T )dt (15)

is the generalized Boys function, θ =
√

ζη
ζ+η and T =

θ2|PQ|2.
When discussing recurrence relations, which are

needed to evaluate ERIs that include non-s functions,
we use a compact vector notation, wherein a± repre-
sents the three angular momentum vectors formed by
incrementing (+) or decrementing (-) the x, y, or z com-
ponents of a. The remaining vectors in the equation
should also be taken in that component (e.g., if decre-
menting a in the x direction, PA should be read as
PAx). For example, using this notation, Boys’ famous
formula for the derivatives of the primitive Gaussian [a|
with respect to the components of its centre A appears
as follows

∇A[a| = 2λ[a+| − a−[a−|. (16)

For efficient ERI evaluation, integrals are grouped by
their angular momentum and potentially contraction
degree. We will refer to this grouping as a class of inte-
grals or a sub-class when integrals are also grouped by
contraction degree.

2.2 Hartree-Fock Energy Formulation

In the Hartree-Fock (HF) method, the minimum energy
Slater determinant is found by solving the following gen-
eralized eigenvalue problem

FC = SCϵ, (17)

where F is the Fock matrix in the atomic orbital (AO)
basis, C are the molecular orbital (MO) coefficients, S
is the AO overlap matrix and ϵ is a diagonal matrix
representing the MO energies.
The Fock matrix is itself a function of the MO coef-

ficients so the equations are solved iteratively through
the Self Consistent Field (SCF) procedure until con-
vergence. Note that here we will present the formula-
tion using the restricted closed shell approach. Adapta-
tion to unrestricted HF is straightforward, but requires
maintaining two copies of many of the involved matri-
ces.
The focus of this Article is the primary bottleneck of

an HF calculation, which is the construction of the Fock
matrix

Fµν = hµν + Jµν −
1

2
Kµν , (18)

where hµν is the atomic orbital representation of the
core Hamiltonian, Dµν is the doubly occupied density
matrix

Dµν = 2
∑
i

CiµCiν , (19)

and

Jµν =
∑
λσ

(µν|λσ)Dλσ, (20)

Kµν =
∑
λσ

(µλ|νσ)Dλσ, (21)

are the elements of the Coulomb (J) and exchange re-
pulsion (K) matrices, respectively.
The computation of hµν is relatively cheap and per-

formed only once during the SCF so the calculation
of the four-center ERIs, and their ensuing combination
with the density matrix to form Fock matrix elements,
the ERIs digestion, constitute the primary bottleneck
of the Fock build. The four center ERIs require too
much memory to be stored, and for computational ef-
ficiency are re-computed at every iteration of the SCF
procedure.
In the absence of any further algorithmic refinement,

the computation of both J and K, and therefore of F
scales as O(N4). To mitigate the steep computational
cost of the Fock matrix construction, integral screen-
ing techniques have been developed to reduce its for-
mal complexity to O(N2).7,8,10–13,54 Arguably the most
commonly adopted of these ERI screening methods is
exploiting the following Cauchy Schwarz inequalities

|(ab|cd)| ≤ GabGcd (22)

|[ab|cd]| ≤ G[ab]G[cd] (23)

where Gab = max|ab)∈|ab)
√

(ab|ab), and G[ab] =

max|ab]∈|ab]
√
[ab|ab] . Efficiently utilising Eqs. (22)

and (23) specifically on GPU hardware for ERI screen-
ing purposes is a key objective of this Article.
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2.3 Algorithmic Challenges

Designing an efficient, distributed-memory and GPU
accelerated implementation of the Fock build poses sev-
eral computational challenges.

• Efficient Evaluation of ERIs. The most effi-
cient algorithms for the evaluation of ERIs com-
pute all integrals arising from a shell quartet si-
multaneously. There is significant overlap in the
recursive intermediates required for evaluation
of integrals arising from the same shell quartet.
Therefore, to reduce FLOPs, the integrals from
each shell quartet are computed solving a tree
search problem to minimize the number of recur-
sive intermediates stored for reuse. However, this
results in very high register usage which can re-
duce the achieved warp occupancy on the GPU
or lead to local memory spills resulting in poor
performance.

• Screening. For a high-performance Fock build,
it is essential to avoid the computation of nu-
merically insignificant integrals, for example via
the Cauchy Schwartz inequality (Eq. (22)). How-
ever, this conditional screening has the potential
to lead to significant warp divergence when im-
plemented on GPU.

• Symmetry. The third challenge arises from
fully exploiting the 8-way permutational symme-
try of the ERIs

(µν|λσ) = (νµ|λσ) = (µν|σλ) = (νµ|σλ)
= (λσ|µν) = (σλ|µν) = (λσ|νµ) = (σλ|νµ).

(24)

Harnessing this symmetry can lead to significant
computational savings. However, if only symme-
try unique integrals are computed, each integral
must contribute to the formation of multiple ma-
trix elements. This can give rise to race condi-
tions adding synchronisation costs. Additionally,
full symmetry utilisation forces screening based
on the density matrix to be less fine grained.

• Load Balancing. The evaluation of integrals
is conducted at the granularity of a class rather
than individually. Significantly more integrals
arise from shell quartets with high angular mo-
mentum than those with low angular momentum.
Furthermore, within the same angular momen-
tum category, sub-classes involving more highly
contracted CGFs are much more computation-
ally expensive than those with a lower degree of
contraction. Finally, the number of integrals per
class varies greatly with angular momentum and
contraction degree. This computational hetero-
geneity poses a load balancing challenge when
distributing the work across multiple GPUs.

These algorithmic challenges have been tackled in the
literature by significantly different approaches, with the
highest-performance being the UM09 scheme and the
Brc21 scheme. We will now discuss these two algo-
rithms, and how to improve upon them to achieve better
performance.

3 Brc21 scheme optimisations

The Brc21 scheme is a GPU-tailored algorithm based
on the Head-Gordon-Pople (HGP) scheme for ERI eval-
uation.2 In this scheme, the contraction of primitive
integrals is performed midway. Initially, the angular
momentum is built on two centers using primitive re-
currence relations, followed by contraction. The final
calculation of the target integrals is completed using
contracted integral recurrence relations. This approach
has been shown to minimize FLOP counts for various
contracted integral classes compared to late-contraction
schemes, which perform the contraction of the primitive
integrals only at the very end, after building angular
momentum on all four Gaussian centers using primitive
recurrence relations.54

A one-thread-per-contracted-ERI approach is used to
maximize parallelism. Partial pre-digestion in thread-
private memory and less fine-grained density screening
are employed to exploit the 8-fold ERI symmetry while
keeping thread synchronization overhead low.

3.1 HGP Recursive Scheme

Let us start by presenting the HGP refinement of the
Obara-Saika recurrence scheme.55

The target contracted integrals (ab|cd) ∈ (ab|cd) are
calculated starting from the primitive fundamental in-
tegrals [00|00]m, with m ∈ {0, . . . , a + b + c + d}, and
then applying the following vertical recurrence relations
(VRRs)

[e+0|f0](m) = PA [e0|f0](m) − PQ
η

ζ + η
[e0|f0](m+1)

+
e

2ζ

(
[e−0|f0](m) − η

ζ + η
[e−0|f0](m+1)

)
+

f

2(ζ + η)
[e0|f−0](m+1)

(25)

[e0|f+0](m) = QC [e0|f0](m) − PQ
ζ

ζ + η
[e0|f0](m+1)

+
f

2η

(
[e0|f−0](m) − ζ

ζ + η
[e0|f−0](m+1)

)
+

e

2(ζ + η)
[e−0|f0](m+1)

(26)

to obtain suitable intermediate primitive integrals
[e0|f0], which are contracted on the fly
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(e0|f0) =
KA∑
i

KB∑
j

KC∑
k

KD∑
l

[e0|f0]ijkl (27)

and finally applying horizontal recurrence relations
(HRRs)

(e0|cd+) = (e0|c+d) +CD (e0|cd) (28a)

(ab+|cd) = (a+b|cd) +AB (ab|cd). (28b)

A key feature of the HGP scheme is that the HRRs
in Eq. (28) do not depend on primitive-level data.
Therefore, the HRRs can be used directly on con-
tracted integrals—outside the contraction loops over
KAKBKCKD—thereby greatly reducing the FLOP
count if the target integrals involve sufficiently con-
tracted and sufficiently high angular momentum CGFs.
To minimize the computational cost associated with

the algorithmic implementation of this recurrence
scheme, it is necessary to solve a complex tree search
problem for each angular momentum class. We solve
these tree search problems using heuristic methods,
implemented automatically via an in-house developed
code generator, as detailed in Section 5.

3.2 Optimised GPU Implementation

A scheme of our optimised GPU implementation of the
Brc21 algorithm is shown in Fig. 1.
To exploit the FLOP savings provided by the HGP

approach, each thread is assigned to compute all con-
tracted integrals arising from a single shell quartet. To
maintain a good workload balance among GPU threads,
all threads in a block are assigned shell quartets with
the same angular momentum and contraction degree.
Significant shell pairs |ab) are grouped into batches
|ab} with uniform angular momentum and contraction
degree. Specifically, to batch shell pairs, we select a
list of batch magnitudes and assign each shell pair to
the largest batch magnitude that is less than its Gab

value. These groups are then sorted by the product
of their Cauchy-Schwartz bound Gab and the maximum
magnitude of the corresponding density matrix block to
reduce warp divergence.
Constructing shell pair batches requires a careful

balance between effective kernel screening, sufficient
batches for dynamic load distribution, and adequate
batch sizes to fully utilize the GPU. Significant per-
formance improvement was observed when the product
of the shell-pair batch magnitude equates to the screen-
ing threshold value. This is achieved when the batch
magnitudes are defined as:

τ
i
n (29)

where τ is a user-defined screening threshold, n is cho-
sen to optimize batch size, and i is the magnitude of
the ith batch. For all i and j such that i + j ≤ n, the
batches will be screened. This pre-kernel-launch screen-

ing is advantageous as it eliminates kernel call overhead
and any warp divergence associated with intra-kernel
screening. All reported performance metrics in this pa-
per were obtained with a target batch size of 2500. An
example with n = 2 is shown in the Kernel Launch com-
ponent of Fig. 1, highlighting the significant number of
kernel launches that can be avoided with this screening.
Figure 1 also shows that the full 8-way permutational

symmetry is exploited. This is exemplified in the Kernel
Launch component of Fig. 1, where ps-type shell-pair
batches are not present and therefore neglected, and
only kernels in the upper triangle of the shell quartet
matrix are launched. For example, launching a (sp|df)
kernel avoids launching (ps|df), (sp|fd) and (ps|fd) ker-
nels by only considering shell pairs with monotonically
increasing angular momentum, and avoids launching
(df |sp), (df |ps), (fd|sp) and (df |ps) by restricting the
launches to the upper triangle.
GPU thread blocks are launched such that all threads

within a given block share the contracted shell pair |ab).
All data associated with |ab) is stored in shared mem-
ory to achieve minimal latency and higher read band-
width. The |cd) shell pairs are assigned to blocks such
that consecutive threads are allocated consecutive con-
tracted shell pairs |cd) within a batch |cd}.
Each GPU thread is responsible for computing all

(ab|cd) ∈ (ab|cd) and updating the corresponding six
Fock matrix blocks (Fab, Fac, Fad, Fbc, Fbd, and Fcd) ac-
counting for the 8 fold ERI symmetry as detailed in the
Block Execution component of Fig. 1. In this strategy,
multiple threads write to the same element of the Fock
matrix. Thus, to avoid race conditions, these writes
are performed atomically using the atomicAdd CUDA
routine. To reduce the number of atomic operations,
the ERIs are partially pre-digested with the density ma-
trix into thread-private Fock matrix buffers, without the
need of any synchronization. Without partial digestion,
the number of atomic operations per thread would scale
with the number of integrals arising from the shell quar-
tet. Partial digestion reduces this significantly, only the
two-index buffers require atomic operations.
Screening before a kernel launch is advantageous,

however, it cannot fully account for the magnitude
of the density matrix. Due to significant sparsity
within the density matrix, effective intra-kernel screen-
ing is necessary. Each ERI is processed with six
blocks of the density matrix, necessitating the com-
putation of an ERI if any element within these six
corresponding density blocks is significant. Before
computing the ERI, we determine the maximum ab-
solute element of the six density blocks Dmax =
max {|Dab|, |Dac|, |Dad|, |Dbc|, |Dbd|, |Dcd|} and screen
(ab|cd) if GabGcdDmax < τ . This has potential to lead
to significant warp divergence. We therefore sort the
batches of shell pairs by product of Cauchy Schwartz
bound and maximum of the shell pair density block to
increase likelihood that consecutive threads will return
the same result from the screening conditional. This
ordering does not rigorously prevent warp divergence
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Figure 1: Algorithmic overview of the optimised Brc21 scheme.

but our testing found a significant performance improve-
ment over sorting only by the Cauchy Schwartz bound.
Screening also occurs at the primitive level with the

primitive Cauchy Schwartz bound. When constructing
contracted shell pairs we order the primitive pairs by
their Cauchy Schwartz bound and delete insignificant
primitive pairs to further reduce warp divergence and
increase screening efficiency.

4 UM09 scheme optimisations

The UM09 scheme1 enables an extremely efficient in-
tegral screening. This is achieved through an intelli-
gent usage of McMurchie Davidson (MMD)42 recur-
rence relations for computation of ERIs. Unlike the
HGP scheme, the MMD scheme is a late contraction
scheme. It is therefore preferable to use a one-thread-
per-primitive approach as work between primitives can
be efficiently parallelised, with screening performed at
the primitive ERI level.
For fine density screening, complete symmetry uti-

lization is sacrificed to enable screening based on one
block of the density matrix rather than six. This is
achieved by separately computing the Coulomb (J) and
exchange contributions (K) to the Fock matrix. The
Coulomb contribution can still exploit shell pair sym-
metry (|ab]↔ |ba] and |cd]↔ |dc]), while the exchange
contribution can exploit bra-ket symmetry ([ab|cd] ↔
[cd|ab]) with suitable symmetry post-processing.
Considering the exchange term separately is partic-

ularly beneficial, as the density elements involved in
its calculation span the bra and the ket of the corre-
sponding ERIs. It is well established that the magni-
tude of the AO density matrix elements decays expo-
nentially with the distance between basis functions, a
phenomenon known as the nearsightedness of the den-

sity matrix.56–61 Thus, for a given bra shell pair, only
a constant number of ket shell pairs contribute signifi-
cantly to the exchange matrix. If the molecular system
is sufficiently large, exploiting this nearsightedness al-
lows for a theoretically linear scaling formation of the
exchange matrix.
Two performance concerns arise with this approach.

First, in large systems, the proportion of Fock ma-
trix contributions that can be screened increases dra-
matically. Thus, checking whether an integral can be
screened (by loading the Cauchy-Schwarz bound and
density block) can become a computational bottleneck.
Second, if each thread computes a single primitive in-
tegral, atomic operations to increment the Fock matrix
become the bottleneck of the algorithm, as there are
significantly more writes to the global matrix compared
to a contracted scheme.
To address these issues, we aim for each thread to

compute multiple integrals where these integrals:

a) Contribute to the same element of the Fock ma-
trix.

b) Are sorted in such a way that, once one integral
is found to be insignificant, all remaining inte-
grals are also insignificant, allowing computation
to stop.

The UM09 scheme can be optimized to meet both
conditions effectively. We will begin by detailing the
MMD scheme for ERI evaluation and then proceed to
discuss the optimization of the evaluation of the J and
K matrices on GPU.

4.1 MMD Recursive Scheme

In the McMurchie–Davidson method, expressions of the
kind (x−Ax)

ax(x−Bx)
bx arising from products of PGFs
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are expanded in a basis of Hermite polynomials, en-
abling the evaluation of the primitive ERIs as follows

[ab|cd] =
ax+bx∑

px

ay+by∑
py

az+bz∑
pz

cx+dx∑
qx

cy+dy∑
qy

cz+dz∑
qz

Eab
p [p|q]Ecd

q , (30)

which we will express concisely as

[ab|cd] =
a+b∑
p

c+d∑
q

Eab
p [p|q]Ecd

q . (31)

The intermediate tensors are defined recursively as

Ea+b
p = p+Eab

p+ + PAEab
p +

1

2ζ
Eab

p− (32)

Eab+

p = p+Eab
p+ + PBEab

p +
1

2ζ
Eab

p− (33)

E00
p =

{
1, if p = 0

0, otherwise,
(34)

and
[p|q] = (−1)qRp+q,0 (35)

where p+ q is an component-wise vector addition and

Rp+,m = PQRp,m+1 + pRp−,m+1 (36)

R0,m = UPUQ(−2θ)mFm(|θ2PQ|2) (37)

using the definitions from Eq. (15). Here we have used
the compact notation discussed in Section 2.1.
As well as being a late contraction scheme, advan-

tages of the MMD recurrence relations include precom-
putation of the Eab

p which can occur once at the shell
pair level prior to the SCF, and the very simple [p|q]
recurrence formulation.
A naive implementation of the MMD integral scheme

is presented in Algorithm 1. There are significant per-
formance concerns with this naive approach which will
be detailed and rectified in Section 4.3.2.

4.2 J matrix implementation

Our optimised GPU implementation of the construction
of the J matrix is detailed in Fig. 2. In addition to the
screening advantages of splitting J and K, the MMD
scheme also allows for pre- and post-contraction at the
shell pair level for the computation of J

J[ab] =
∑
cd

a+b∑
p

c+d∑
q

Eab
p [p|q]Ecd

q Dcd (38)

=

a+b∑
p

c+d∑
q

Eab
p [p|q]Dq (39)

=

a+b∑
p

Eab
p Jp (40)

1 p← a+ b
2 q ← c+ d

3 for p← 1 to (p+1)(p+2)(p+3)
6 do

4 for q ← 1 to (q+1)(q+2)(q+3)
6 do

5 Compute [p|q]
6 for a← 1 to (a+1)(a+2)

2 do

7 for b← 1 to (b+1)(b+2)
2 do

8 for c← 1 to (c+1)(c+2)
2 do

9 for d← 1 to (d+1)(d+2)
2 do

10 [ab|cd] = Eab
p [p|q]Ecd

q

11 Fab+ = [ab|cd]Dcd

12 end

13 end

14 end

15 end

16 end

17 end
Algorithm 1: Naive MMD scheme implementation
for the evaluating all integrals in (ab|cd). Note that
we are using the bounds of the for loops to indi-
cate complexity, the exact angular momentum vec-
tors are arduous to specify and their ordering is not
important for this illustration.

Here we use the J[ab] notation to denote a primitive
element of J . The only contraction computed at the
shell quartet level is Jp =

∑
q[p|q]Dq. This reduces reg-

ister usage, decreasing local memory reads and writes or
increasing kernel occupancy. Custom kernels are auto-
generated for each angular momentum class for efficient
evaluation.
The formation of Dq is performed on GPU using a

strided batched BLAS call on the primitive density ma-
trix D[cd] and the Ecd

q tensor, with a separate BLAS
call required for each angular momentum class. Dq is
transposed before kernel launches to ensure contiguous
reads.
The J[ab] =

∑
p E

ab
p Jp contraction is similarly per-

formed on GPU using a strided batched BLAS call per
angular momentum class. Primitive J[ab] elements are
then contracted into their final version Jab on the GPU
using a customized kernel.
For computing Jp, we adopt the method developed by

Ufimtsev and Martinez to remove atomics and for large
system screening.1 Permutational symmetries [ab| ↔
[ba| and |cd]↔ |dc] are exploited by pruning the shell
pairs accordingly. The |ab] shell pairs are sorted by
their Cauchy-Schwartz factor G[ab], while the |cd] shell
pairs are sorted by the product of G[cd] and the maxi-
mum absolute element of the corresponding density ma-
trix block. This sorting enables the algorithm to halt
once the product of the |ab] and |cd] bounds falls below
the screening threshold.
Figure 2 further illustrates our implementation. Each

warp of threads is assigned an [ab| shell pair and loops
through the |cd] shell pairs. Each thread computes all

8



Figure 2: Algorithmic overview of the J matrix computation in our optimized UM09 scheme.

primitive integrals [p|q] arising from the shell quartet,
integrating them with the pre-contracted density block
Dq. Threads are assigned to shell quartets rather than
basis function quartets for efficient evaluation. We
monitor the Schwartz bound product and the maximum
of the density block, halting the loop through |cd] shell
pairs when the product falls below the screening thresh-
old. This ordering prevents warp divergence. A reduc-
tion over all threads in a warp is performed in shared
memory to obtain the primitive Jp elements. A prim-
itive J matrix is used to avoid atomic operations and
facilitate post-contraction.
A warp per [ab| ensures sufficient parallelism without

bottlenecking reduction, minimizing warp divergence.
Performance was maximized with a block dimension of
64, computing two [ab| per block.

4.2.1 Multi-GPU

To distribute J computation across multiple GPUs, we
dynamically distribute integral classes. Since a few inte-
gral classes dominate computation time, we split these
classes into sub-batches using the strategy discussed in
Section 3.2. This detail is not depicted in Fig. 2 for
simplicity, but it involves splitting the ss, sp, and pp
batches.

4.3 K matrix implementation

The GPU accelerated implementation of the K matrix
formation has been designed to be performed in linear
time complexity. We will first discuss how to achieve
this while removing warp divergence and then discuss
efficient integral computation using the MMD scheme.

4.3.1 Integral class optimisation

The algorithmic overview of our optimized approach for
constructing K is shown in Fig. 3.
Similar to the original UM06 algorithm, to facilitate

fine grained density screening and to reduce atomic
operations, the K implementation only exploits the
[ab|cd]↔ [cd|ab] symmetry.
We construct batches of primitive shell pairs based on

their angular momentum class, ordering them first by
the initial shell index and then by their primitive shell
pair Cauchy-Schwarz factor. In Fig. 3, this sorting is
represented using the notation |a0{c}], which indicates
a list of significant shell pairs |a0ci] for a fixed shell |a0]
and all |ci] in batch of shells {c}.
As depicted in Fig. 3, each block of threads is assigned

to the calculation of a single contracted shell pair block
Kab of the exchange matrix. All threads within a block
start with the same [ac| shell pair, with each thread as-
signed a unique |bd]. Each thread evaluates the contri-
bution to the exchange matrix from all basis functions
in the shell quartet, incrementing a local, thread-private
Kab buffer. The threads then proceed through the list
of |bd] shell pairs. Once all |bd] pairs are processed, all
threads move to the next [ac| shell pair and continue to
update their Kab buffer.
After computing all required integrals, the local Kab

values are first reduced in shared memory, and then the
resulting block is used to update the exchange matrix in
global memory. We found that performance was max-
imized with a block dimension of 128. However, this
block dimension must be reduced for high angular mo-
mentum kernels, as detailed in Section 4.4.
Unlike the J scheme, we cannot order our shell pairs

based on the magnitude of the density matrix, prevent-
ing us from determining when to terminate the scan
through shell pairs. To address this, we utilize the ex-
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Figure 3: Algorithmic overview of the K matrix computation in our optimized UM09 scheme.

ponential decay property of the density matrix, as es-
tablished in previous studies,56–61 to construct the fol-
lowing upper bound:

|Dcd| ≤ H e−Λ|CD|. (41)

Here, H and Λ are system-dependent parameters, which
are determined at each SCF iteration, as discussed later
in this Section. The non-bold notation Dcd is used to
indicate that all density elements Dcd within the shell
pair block |cd] are bounded by this expression. We use
similar notation to bound an entire shell pair block of
K below.
Figures 4a and 4b show the upper bound and the mag-

nitude of the density matrix elements plotted against
the distance between basis function centers for a polyg-
lycine system with 20 monomer units and a 60-water
cluster, respectively, both using the cc-pVDZ basis set.
The exponential decay is evident in both cases.
To bound a primitive block of K[ab] by utilizing

Eq. (41), we proceed as follows. We define:

Ra = max
c

(
|AC| : G[ac] < τ

)
(42)

Ga = max
c

(
G[ac]

)
(43)

It can be easily shown that:

|CD| ≥ |AB| −Ra −Rb. (44)

Thus, each contribution Dcd[ac|bd] to K[ab] can be
bounded as follows:

|Dcd[ac|bd]| ≤ H e−Λ|CD|G[ac]G[bd] (45)

≤ H e−Λ(|AB|−Ra−Rb)GaGb (46)

Therefore, we have:

|K[ab]| ≤
∑
cd

|Dcd[ac|bd]| (47)

≤ Nab
cd H e−Λ(|AB|−Ra−Rb)GaGb. (48)

Here, Nab
cd represents the number of shell pairs |cd] that

yield numerically significant contributions |Dcd[ac|bd]|
when coupled with |ab]. Due to the combined expo-
nential decay of the density matrix and the Gaussian
nature of the PGFs, there are only O(1) shell pairs |cd]
that result in a significant product |Dcd[ac|bd]| for each
|ab]. This implies that Nab

cd is bounded by a system-
dependent constant N∗, i.e., Nab

cd ≤ N∗ for all |cd] and
|ab].
This method allows us to rigorously determine

whether an element of K is insignificant using only
the data associated with a and b. Each block shares a
and b, enabling us to assess the insignificance of K[ab]

before evaluating a single integral, by checking whether

H e−Λ(|AB|−Ra−Rb)GaGb ≤ τ∗ (49)

where τ∗ = τ/N∗, and τ is a user-define threshold. Con-
sequently, if insignificance is established, the K[ab] block
can be skipped.
To compute H and Λ, we bin the elements of Dcd

by |CD|, take the maximum absolute value in each
bin, and perform a least squares linear regression on
the logarithm of these values. These parameters must
be recomputed at each SCF iteration when the density
matrix D is updated. Note that we exclude density ele-
ments from basis functions centered on the same atom,
as this skews the exponential decay. This exclusion is
valid since these density elements will not be screened
regardless.
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(a) Bound for gly20

(b) Bound for (H2O)60

Figure 4: Exponential decay with respect to distance
between basis functions of the converged density matrix
in gly20 and (H2O)60 using the cc-pVDZ basis set.

We can also use tighter variations of this bound within
the [ac| and |bd] loops of the kernel. Once inside the [ac|
loop we can replace Ga with the much tighter upper
bound G[ac]. Similarly we can tighten Gb to G[bd] once
inside the |bd] loop. As shell pairs are sorted by their
Cauchy Schwartz bound all threads will exit the loop at
the same time preventing warp divergence.
It is worth comparing this approach to that discussed

by Luehr et al..62 They suggest rigorously bounding K
elements as follows

K[ab] ≤ (GDG)[ab] (50)

where G is a matrix of primitive Cauchy Schwarz
bounds. While this is a tighter bound for K[ab] as it
uses the exact values of the density matrix, it is not
possible to tighten this bound once inside the [ac| or
|bd] loops. We observed significant performance benefits
from bound tightening within these loops particularly
on globular systems. Additionally, the computation of
GDG is significantly more expensive than finding an

upper bound for elements of D. Hence, we did not at-
tempt to implement this strategy, however using both
bounds in conjunction could be worth considering in
future work.
Experimentally we found that ignoring elements of

K whose magnitude is less than τ∗ = 5 ∗ 10−6 does not
change the final HF energy by more than 10−5Eh. This
implies our K screening threshold can be significantly
looser than the τ = 10−10 threshold required for the J
and Brc21 schemes.

4.3.2 Per integral optimisation

Let us now discuss how to efficiently compute

[ac|bd]Dcd =

a+c∑
p

b+d∑
q

Eac
p [p|q]Ebd

q Dcd (51)

on GPU.
An important consequence of Eqs. (32)-(34) is that

Eab
a+b =

1

(2ζ)a+b
. (52)

Due to the simplicity of the computation of 1/(2ζ)a+b

it is more efficient in terms of both register usage and
reducing global reads to compute Eab

a+b in the GPU
kernel rather than reading it in.
The remaining elements of Eab

p are computed once on
CPU before the first SCF iteration and read from global
memory. It is ensured that these or ordered such that
reads are coalesced.
The dimensions of an Eab

p tensor for a |ab] shell

pair are
(

(a+1)(a+2)
2 , (b+1)(b+2)

2 , (a+b+1)(a+b+2)(a+b+3)
6

)
.

However, for a given PGF pair |ab] there are only
(ax + bx + 1)(ay + by + 1)(az + bz + 1) non zero Eab

p

elements, by the bounds of Eq. (31). For example, for
a |dd] shell pair, there are 1,260 elements in the corre-
sponding Eab

p tensor however only 336 of these are non
zero.

1 array[10]
2 s← 0
3 #pragma unroll 1
4 for i← 1 to 10 do
5 s += array[i]
6 end
Algorithm 2: Example of array being forced into
local GPU memory

The final performance concern is more subtle. Con-
sider Algorithm 2 in which each GPU thread computes
a sum of a local array. It is well known that reduc-
ing register usage per thread is required for high GPU
occupancy due to limited GPU memory resources. It
is thus intuitive to prevent the compiler manually un-
rolling the loop as this will increase register usage. How-
ever, the #prama unroll 1 command forces the com-
piler to write the array to local memory in order to
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index it. The high latency associated with GPU local
memory accesses makes this behaviour extremely unde-
sirable. It is only when this loop is fully unrolled that
the values of the array do not need to be written to local
memory.
Manually unrolling loops allows us to address each of

these concerns. We start by contracting [p|q] with Ebd
q

for a given |bd] and all p. We can then contract this
unrolled tensor with Eac

q to construct ERIs for all |ac].
As we compute these ERIs we immediately digest them
with the density matrix into the private Fock buffers
to reduce live registers. To reduce global reads from
the density matrix we write each required density block
into a private thread buffer. Importantly, in each of
these contractions we only contract with the non zero
elements of Eac

p and Ebd
q .

The manual loop unrolling was written with code gen-
erators. We also note that auto generated manual loop
unrolling is used to optimise the contraction within the
J kernels as well.

4.3.3 Multi-GPU

To efficiently distribute the computation of K across
multiple GPUs, it is essential to divide integral class
batches to prevent any GPU from remaining idle. This
process is algorithmically straightforward. Given that
the batches are already sorted by shell index, they can
be split at shell index boundaries. We employ similar
heuristics to those discussed in Section 3.2 to determine
the appropriate batch sizes.

4.4 Extension to f functions

The challenges of extending our Fock build schemes to
f -functions arise from the significantly increased com-
plexity of the recurrence relations. While the MMD
recurrence relations are considerably simpler than the
HGP ones, the need for loop unrolling makes extending
to high angular momentum equally challenging. This
concern is specific to the computation in K kernels, as
the J kernels are less complex due to pre- and post-
contraction.
One potential strategy to reduce kernels’ complexity

is to assign threads to basis functions rather than shells.
At high angular momentum, this approach can signif-
icantly distribute the workload (e.g., 10 ways for an
f -shell), but it sacrifices the reuse of recursive inter-
mediates. For evaluating K, this can be managed by
computing a single element of K[ab] per block, rather
than all elements in an |ab] shell. This requires launch-
ing (a+1)(a+2)

2
(b+1)(b+2)

2 kernels per integral class (e.g.,
100 kernel launches for (ff |ff)) instead of just one.
Implementing this scheme resulted in a minor perfor-
mance decrease, so our f -function implementation does
not involve splitting. However, this approach did reduce
register spills, making it potentially beneficial for GPUs
with limited memory.

If kernels are not split, the shared memory required to
store the K[ab] and J[ab] blocks exceeds the limit of A100
GPUs. For instance, the number of doubles required

to store K[ab] scales as (a+1)(a+2)
2

(b+1)(b+2)
2 blockdim.

Therefore, we simply reduce the block dimension
blockdim of these high angular momentum kernels, as
the performance improvement from shared memory re-
duction significantly outweighs the reduction in block
dimension.

5 Code Generators

The nature of the recurrence relations required for effi-
cient ERI evaluation results in a large number of shared
recursive intermediates between integrals arising from a
specific shell quartet. For example, in the HGP scheme
all integrals in a given shell quartet have the same fun-
damental integrals [00|00]m.
Identifying an optimal evaluation strategy that min-

imizes the number of recursive intermediates presents
a highly complex tree search problem. For the MMD
method, exact solutions exist for total angular momen-
tum L = (a+ b+ c+ d) ≤ 7, while near-optimal heuris-
tics are used for larger L values.63 Similarly, for the
HGP method, some optimal solutions have been ob-
tained through exhaustive search for VRR generated
classes.64 Near-optimal solutions can also be obtained
using suitable heuristics for higher angular momentum
integral classes.65,66

In our implementation, we employ heuristic ap-
proaches to achieve a near-optimal number of intermedi-
ates necessary for computing a given integral class. This
approach addresses the tedious and error-prone task of
manually generating recurrence relations, especially for
high angular momentum integral classes, through the
development of a dedicated code generator. The process
begins with generating a Directed Acyclic Graph (DAG)
of recursive intermediate dependencies specific to the
adopted tree-search heuristics, followed by topologically
sorting these intermediates. The topological sort is im-
plemented using a priority queue, accommodating fully
contracted, half-contracted, and uncontracted interme-
diates.
Additionally, the code generator produces a FLOP

count for fully contracted, half-contracted, and uncon-
tracted computations, facilitating the comparison be-
tween different evaluation schemes.

6 Results

In this Section, we present the performance results of
our optimized GPU implementations. We refer to our
optimized versions of the Brc21 and UM09 algorithms
as opt-Brc and opt-UM, respectively.
All results were obtained using a single node of the

NERSC Perlmutter supercomputer, which is equipped
with an AMD EPYC 7763 CPU and four NVIDIA A100
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(a) Varying length glycine chains with the 6-31G* basis (b) Varying size water clusters with the 6-31G* basis

(c) Varying length glycine chains with the 6-31G** basis (d) Varying size water clusters with the 6-31G** basis

(e) Varying length glycine chains with the cc-pVDZ basis (f) Varying size water clusters with the cc-pVDZ basis

(g) Varying length glycine chains with the cc-pVTZ basis (h) Varying size water clusters with the cc-pVTZ basis

Figure 5: Single A100 GPU Fock build timings of linear and globular systems with varying basis sets of the opt-Brc
and opt-UM schemes relative to implementations in TeraChem, QUICK and GPU4PySCF.
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40GB GPUs. Tests using triple-ζ basis sets were con-
ducted on Perlmutter nodes with 80GB GPUs to ac-
commodate the substantial memory requirements of the
CUDA runtime for handling high angular momentum
kernel register spills.
We have elected to use a variety of common basis

sets, in particular cc-pVDZ,67 6-31G*68 and 6-31G**,68

along with the triple-ζ basis set cc-pVTZ67 to demon-
strate the f function capability. All basis sets were
sourced from the Basis Set Exchange.69

For performance benchmarking, we selected linear
and globular systems of increasing sizes, focusing on
polyglycine chains and water clusters consistent with
our previous work.70 These systems were chosen due
to their scalability, allowing us to systematically ob-
serve scaling trends. Each glycine unit (C2H3NO)
contributes 30 electrons across 7 atoms to a polyg-
lycine chain of length n, which is denoted as glyn =
H(C2H3NO)nOH. The water clusters, denoted as
(H2O)n, were generated to be as spherical as possible.
Using double-ζ basis sets, both systems have a maxi-
mum of d-orbital angular momentum, while with triple-
ζ basis sets, they have a maximum of f -orbital angular
momentum.
In all tests, all screening thresholds were set to 10−10,

apart from the opt-UM exchange threshold which was
set to 10−5. It was verified that all implementations
agreed on the final energy to within 10−5Eh.

6.1 Single GPU performance compari-
son

To evaluate the relative efficiency of the optimized im-
plementations developed in this work, the single GPU
performance was benchmarked against existing GPU
accelerated Fock builds in TeraChem (v1.96H),1,18,19

QUICK (v2.0)29,34,46,71 and GPU4PySCF (v0.7.7).53,72

The TeraChem implementation incorporates the orig-
inal UM09 scheme, as discussed earlier in this Arti-
cle. The QUICK implementation uses an HGP inte-
gral scheme but also draws inspiration from the UM09
scheme with presorting and thread walking for effective
screening.71 GPU4PySCF implements the Rys Quadra-
ture44,45 ERI evaluation scheme and uses the Brc21
scheme for integral class creation and screening. We
note that GPU4PySCF v1.0 was recently released however
we observed a significant performance improvement us-
ing v0.7.7. Both GPU4PySCF and TeraChem use a differ-
ential Fock build to improve the screening of later SCF
iterations. TeraChem also supports a mixed precision
implementation. Both of these features were disabled in
the following results to provide a meaningful compari-
son between schemes. These features will be addressed
in future work.
Figure 5 shows single-iteration Fock build timings for

our opt-Brc and opt-UM schemes, as well as for QUICK,
TeraChem and GPU4PySCF for increasing size polyglicines
and water clusters, across the 6-31G*, 6-31G**, cc-
pVDZ and cc-pVTZ basis sets. These single-iteration

timings were obtained by averaging over 10 SCF itera-
tions and are presented on a log scale to make the small
and large molecular scale behaviour visible.
Figure 5 demonstrates that our opt-UM scheme is

the fastest implementation for large molecular systems
while our opt-Brc scheme is the fastest implementation
for smaller systems. For double-ζ basis sets, the perfor-
mance crossover point between the two schemes occurs
at approximately 3,000 basis functions for both linear
(polyglycine) and globular (water cluster) systems.
For all systems and basis sets tested, our opti-

mised implementation with the minimum execution
time presents a speed up against the implementations in
both QUICK, TeraChem and GPU4PySCF. These speedups
are presented in Tables 1 and 2, for the polyglycine and
water systems, respectively.
For the polyglycine systems using the cc-pVDZ basis

set, we observed average speedups of 1.5×, 4.3×, and
13.6× compared to TeraChem, GPU4PySCF, and QUICK,
respectively. Similarly, for the water systems using the
cc-pVDZ basis set, the average speedups were 1.5×,
5.7×, and 17.6× over TeraChem, GPU4PySCF, and QUICK,
respectively.
Considering both the polyglycine and water systems

with the cc-pVDZ basis set, the minimum speedups ob-
served were 1.14×, 2.97×, and 10.08× with respect to
TeraChem, GPU4PySCF, and QUICK, respectively. The
maximum speedups for the same systems and basis set
were 3.09×, 19.93×, and 22.54× relative to TeraChem,
GPU4PySCF, and QUICK, respectively.
As shown in Fig. 5, panels 5g and 5h, the novel f func-

tion capability was benchmarked using the cc-pVTZ ba-
sis set. Since TeraChem does not yet support f func-
tions, only QUICK and GPU4PySCF were used for com-
parison. However, QUICK failed to converge for glycine
chains longer than gly5. These tests were conducted
on 80GB A100 GPUs to accommodate the significant
register spills associated with the f function implemen-
tation. We note a significant improvement in the rel-
ative performance of GPU4PySCF with the triple-ζ ba-
sis set, while still being outperformed by our opt-Brc
scheme. This can be attributed to the Rys Quadrature
ERI scheme which is known to yield good performance
on high angular momentum integral classes.54 Notably,
the opt-Brc scheme significantly outperforms the opt-
UM scheme beyond the previously observed 3,000 basis
function crossover point. The superior performance of
the opt-Brc scheme can be partially attributed to the
increased number of basis functions per atom, which
reduces sparsity and decreases the effectiveness of the
screening implemented in the opt-UM scheme. Further-
more, beyond requiring the computation of complex in-
tegrals involving f -type CGFs, usage of the cc-pVTZ
basis set requires the evaluation of a significantly larger
number of medium- to high-contraction degree integrals
with lower angular momentum CGFs. For these inte-
grals, the HGP scheme within the opt-Brc implemen-
tation requires fewer FLOPs than the MMD scheme.
This can result in a significant performance advantage
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Table 1: Single A100 GPU Fock build speedup of the opt-Brc and opt-UM schemes over implementations in TeraChem,
QUICK and GPU4PySCF on varying length polyglycine chains. The speedups are reported with respect to the minimum
timing of the opt-Brc and opt-UM schemes, which is system and basis set dependent.

Software Basis gly10 gly20 gly30 gly40 gly50 gly60 gly70 gly80 gly90 gly100

TeraChem
6-31G* 2.38 1.54 1.25 1.13 1.28 1.32 1.39 1.48 1.56 1.64

6-31G** 2.29 1.33 1.18 1.25 1.33 1.45 1.57 1.65 1.74 1.83

cc-pVDZ 2.21 1.51 1.19 1.20 1.26 1.34 1.46 1.53 1.59 1.68

GPU4PySCF
6-31G* 12.42 4.19 3.06 2.76 2.87 2.99 3.21 3.26 3.5 3.6

6-31G** 7.72 3.71 2.76 2.93 3.21 3.35 3.64 3.74 3.94 4.16

cc-pVDZ 8.22 3.92 2.97 3.13 3.68 3.76 4.08 4.11 4.55 4.81

QUICK
6-31G* 4.05 4.23 4.67 4.81 5.83 6.76 7.59 8.39 - -

6-31G** 3.93 4.20 4.57 5.83 6.99 8.08 9.09 9.97 - -

cc-pVDZ 10.08 12.06 12.81 15.14 18.00 - - - - -

Table 2: Single A100 GPU Fock build speedup of the opt-Brc and opt-UM schemes over implementations in TeraChem,
QUICK and GPU4PySCF on varying size water clusters. The speedups are reported with respect to the minimum timing
of the opt-Brc and opt-UM schemes, which is system and basis set dependent.

Software Basis (H2O)20 (H2O)40 (H2O)60 (H2O)80 (H2O)100 (H2O)120 (H2O)140 (H2O)160 (H2O)180 (H2O)200

TeraChem
6-31G* 3.73 2.31 1.74 1.44 1.38 1.20 1.09 1.18 1.19 1.22

6-31G** 2.94 1.92 1.53 1.18 1.05 1.07 1.05 1.16 1.16 1.21

cc-pVDZ 3.09 1.97 1.59 1.26 1.14 1.19 1.16 1.21 1.27 1.33

GPU4PySCF
6-31G* 35.16 9.87 5.7 3.93 3.59 3.09 2.82 2.99 3.09 3.06

6-31G** 23.55 6.76 4.24 3.21 2.91 2.8 2.84 3.04 3.16 3.27

cc-pVDZ 19.93 6.0 4.8 3.57 3.22 3.48 3.6 3.78 4.02 4.31

QUICK
6-31G* 4.24 4.50 5.06 5.43 6.18 6.18 6.19 7.32 7.89 8.59

6-31G** 4.19 4.57 5.33 5.36 5.53 6.31 6.88 8.06 8.69 9.42

cc-pVDZ 10.84 15.15 18.72 18.99 19.40 22.54 - - - -
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of opt-Brc over opt-UM, especially for integrals involv-
ing highly contracted functions, which, as demonstrated
later in Fig. 9b, are identified as the main computa-
tional bottleneck.
As shown in Fig. 5, with increasing system size, the

relative performance of the opt-UM scheme improves
over the opt-Brc one.

6.1.1 Comparison to LibintX

LibintX37,52 is a GPU accelerated quantum chemistry
library which uses the MMD scheme for ERI evaluation.
The algorithm in LibintX leverages the MMD formu-
lation to compute ERIs via matrix-matrix multiplica-
tions, at the cost of reduced utilization of Eab

p sparsity,
although it does exploit the sparsity from Eq. (52).
Asadchev and Valeev report the K matrix formation

timings per SCF iteration on a single V100 GPU.52 Ta-
ble 3 presents a comparison of these timings with those
of our K algorithm within the opt-UM scheme imple-
mentation.
Due to memory constraints on V100 GPUs (see Sec-

tion 4.4), we limit our comparison to the 6-31G* basis
set. It is important to note that the LibintX results
were generated using a purely spherical basis set, which
employs fewer basis functions than our Cartesian basis.
We note that Asadchev and Valeev report that the im-
plementation in LibintX was not fully optimized; how-
ever, we present these comparisons for completeness.
As shown in Table 3, our implementation achieves an

average speedup of 2.9×. A maximum speedup of 5.7×
was observed for the linear gly120 system, indicating
that linear K algorithm is particularly advantageous in
such cases.

6.2 Strong Scaling

To analyze the parallel efficiency of the four implemen-
tations in QUICK, TeraChem, and our opt-Brc and opt-
UM schemes, we measured the overall strong speedup
per SCF iteration using an increasing number of GPUs.
Polyglycine chains with the cc-pVDZ basis were se-

lected and executed on up to four A100 GPUs for this
strong scaling analysis. The multi-GPU implementation

Table 3: Single-iteration K formation timings (in sec-
onds) for LibintX and our opt-UM scheme on a selec-
tion of molecules using the 6-31G* basis set. The tests
were run on a single V100 GPU.

Molecule LibintX opt-UM

Taxol 4 2.75

Olestra 10.1 4.8

gly120 36.3 6.41

Crambin 95.7 64.2

Ubiquitin 298.1 81.2

Figure 6: Strong scaling performance of Fock build tim-
ings of opt-Brc, opt-UM, TeraChem and QUICK imple-
mentations on 1 to 4 A100 GPUs. Tests were conducted
on glycine chains with the cc-pVDZ basis set.

in QUICK encountered a segmentation fault on polyg-
lycine chains longer than gly50; hence, QUICK strong
scaling results were obtained with gly40. In contrast,
TeraChem and our opt-Brc and opt-UM implementa-
tions were run on gly100 to ensure the system was
sufficiently large for effective parallelization. Figure 6
presents the strong scaling results.
We observed excellent strong speedup for both im-

plementations based on the HGP scheme, namely the
QUICK and the opt-Brc algorithms, with both achiev-
ing over 91% total parallel efficiency on four GPUs. In
contrast, the Terachem and opt-UM algorithms, which
are both based on the MMD scheme, exhibited signif-
icantly poorer strong scaling, achieving only approxi-
mately 50% parallel efficiency on four GPUs.
This discrepancy of parallel efficiency can be at-

tributed to the additional overheads inherent in the
MMD-based algorithms. These overheads, which are
not distributed among the GPUs and are performed at
each iteration, include the sorting of primitive shell-pair
batches prior to the J computation and the calculation
of the upper bound for the density matrix elements re-
quired for the linear K algorithm. There is potential
for further parallelization of these components in fu-
ture work. Additionally, these overheads are likely to
be further mitigated in larger systems, where a greater
portion of execution time is spent evaluating J and K.

6.3 Single Node comparison to CPU
software

In this subsection, we compare the performance of our
opt-Brc and opt-UM Fock build algorithms with those
of the SCF procedures implemented in the widely-used
CPU packages ORCA (v5.0.4)73 and Q-Chem 6.0.74

ORCA and Q-Chem were benchmarked on 2×52 core
Intel Xeon Platinum 8470Q (Sapphire Rapid) 2.1 GHz
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Figure 7: Single node performance comparison of total
SCF computation time of the opt-Brc scheme with CPU
packages Q-Chem and ORCA on varying length glycine
chains with the cc-pVDZ basis set.

CPUs with and 512 GB DDR4 RAM. Our opt-Brc and
opt-UM schemes were run on a single node containing
4×A100 GPUs. For our implementation we report the
minimum total SCF time between the opt-Brc and opt-
UM algorithm.
The timing comparisons are shown in Fig. 7. We ob-

serve large speedups of our GPU code over both CPU
implementations, with a 42× speedup over ORCA on
gly60 and a 31× speed up over Q-Chem on gly100. Note
that ORCA was only benchmarked to gly60 as it ran out
of memory on gly70. These speedups are expected to
further improve for longer polyglycine chains due to the
favorable screening observed with our implementation.
The Sapphire Rapids CPUs have a Thermal Design

Power (TDP) of approximately 350 W, whereas each
A100 GPU has a TDP of 400 W. Consequently, a node
with 4 GPUs consumes 2.3 times more power than a
node with 2 CPUs. Thus, the speedups of 42× over
ORCA and 31× over Q-Chem correspond to improvements
in power efficiency of approximately 18× and 12×, re-
spectively.

6.4 Additional Benchmarks

6.4.1 J and K scaling

The primary objective of exploiting the exponential de-
cay of the density matrix within the opt-UM scheme
was to achieve linearly scaling K matrix formation time
with system size.
Additionally, we anticipated the J matrix computa-

tion to scale quadratically with system size due to the
ERI screening.
To verify this, we measured the single-iteration tim-

ings for both the Coulomb and exchange matrices across
polyglycine chains of increasing lengths using the cc-
pVDZ basis set. As shown in Fig. 8, the results con-
firm highly accurate linear and quadratic scaling for the

Figure 8: Scaling of the Coulomb (J) and exchange
repulsion (K) matrix formation timings within the opt-
UM scheme for varying length polyglycine chains. The
basis set adopted was cc-pVDZ.

exchange (K) and Coulomb (J) matrix computations,
respectively.

6.4.2 Integral Class Timings

In this subsection, we analyse how the time required
to compute different contracted integrals classes con-
tributes to the total Fock build runtime.
The opt-Brc scheme was selected to generate these

results so the influence of contraction degree could be
compared. For meaningful results, all kernels were
launched on a single stream. This decreases the perfor-
mance of the implementation due to the loss of multi-
stream parallelism but ensures all kernel launches have
access to the same GPU resources. As detailed in Sec-
tion 3, we assign shell pairs to integral classes based on
the number of significant primitive pairs rather than the
product of contraction degrees. Without this optimisa-
tion, we would observe a significantly larger proportion
of execution time being required for highly contracted
integral classes.
Figures 9a and 9b present the execution time per in-

tegral class for a single SCF iteration of (H2O)100 when
using the the cc-pVDZ and cc-pVTZ basis sets, respec-
tively. We note that as the opt-Brc scheme fully ex-
ploits the 8-way ERI symmetry, the symmetric integral
classes have a comparatively lower execution time. We
observe that despite the complexity of evaluating high
angular momentum integral classes, the sheer number
of lower angular momentum shells results in the associ-
ated integral classes to clearly dominate execution time.
For example, the the 6 symmetry-unique integral classes
that contain only s and p angular momentum take up
over 60% of the total execution time with the cc-pVDZ
basis set.
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(a) (H2O)100 with the cc-pVDZ basis set.

(b) (H2O)100 with the cc-pVTZ basis set.

Figure 9: Execution time per integral class for the sec-
ond SCF iteration of (H2O)100 with double- and triple-
ζ basis sets. Results were generated with the opt-Brc
scheme on a single stream of an A100 GPU.

6.4.3 SCF timings

We have provided per SCF iteration timings for a va-
riety of standard molecules for completeness. The opt-
Brc and opt-UM schemes were both run on each input
and the minimum execution time is reported in Table
4. Due to the near ideal strong scaling of the opt-Brc
scheme it is sometimes preferable to use the opt-Brc
scheme with multi GPU execution. In contrast, the
opt-UM scheme excels for large molecular systems when
executed on a single GPU.

7 Conclusions

This Article presented substantial advancements in the
construction of the Fock matrix using GPUs, introduc-
ing two optimized algorithms: opt-Brc and opt-UM.
Both algorithms have been fine-tuned to enhance inte-
gral screening, exploit sparsity and symmetry, and ex-

Table 4: Average of 10 SCF iteration timings for stan-
dard benchmark molecules on a variety of basis sets on
1 and 4 A100 GPUs.

Molecule Basis set
No. Basis
functions

No.
GPUs

Scheme
Time per SCF
Iteration (s)

Taxol cc-pVTZ 2970
1 opt-Brc 36.5

4 opt-Brc 9.2

Olestra cc-pVDZ 4015
1 opt-Brc 7.6

4 opt-Brc 2.0

gly120 cc-pVDZ 9025
1 opt-UM 11.2

4 opt-UM 5.7

Crambin cc-pVDZ 6390
1 opt-UM 55.4

4 opt-Brc 18.9

Ubiquitin 6-31G* 10273
1 opt-UM 62.9

4 opt-UM 24.7

tend the capabilities for HF computations up to f -type
angular momentum functions.
Specifically, the integral screening techniques incorpo-

rated into both algorithms significantly reduce compu-
tational costs. Efficient Cauchy-Schwarz screening and
the exploitation of the nearsightedness of the density
matrix for exchange matrix calculations are central to
these improvements. The opt-Brc algorithm fully uti-
lizes the eight-fold permutational symmetry of ERIs,
while the opt-UM algorithm leverages the separation of
Coulomb and exchange contributions to enhance screen-
ing and performance. A notable achievement is the opt-
UM algorithm’s linear scaling exchange matrix assem-
bly, achieved by exploiting the exponential decay of the
density matrix, resulting in significant performance im-
provement over the previous UM09 scheme.
The algorithms also extend the capabilities for HF

calculations to include f -type angular momentum func-
tions, enabling more accurate and diverse HF calcula-
tions. A dedicated code generator handles the com-
plex tree search problem of generating recurrence re-
lations for high angular momentum classes, ensuring
near-optimal evaluation strategies and reducing manual
coding errors.
Performance benchmarks on NVIDIA A100 GPUs

demonstrate that our implementations in EXESS out-
perform the current leading GPU and CPU Fock build
implementations found in TeraChem, QUICK, GPU4PySCF,
LibIntX, ORCA, and Q-Chem.
For linear polyglycine chains using the cc-pVDZ ba-

sis set, our algorithms achieve average speedups of 1.5×,
4.3×, and 13.6× over TeraChem, GPU4PySCF, and QUICK,
respectively. Similarly, for globular water clusters, the
speedups are 1.5×, 5.7×, and 17.6×. The maximum
speedups observed for cc-pVDZ are 3.09×, 19.93×, and
22.54× relative to TeraChem, GPU4PySCF, and QUICK,
respectively. For the 6-31G* and 6-31G** basis sets,
even larger maximum speedups were observed with re-
spect to TeraChem, GPU4PySCF, and QUICK, across the
polyglycine and water test molecular systems.
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Using the 6-31G* basis set, the K assembly algo-
rithm in the opt-UM scheme was also benchmarked
against the K matrix implementation in LibIntX. In
this case, the opt-UM exchange scheme achieved av-
erage and maximum speedups of 2.9× and 5.7× over
LibIntX.
Strong scaling analysis reveal over 91% parallel effi-

ciency on four GPUs for opt-Brc, highlighting its typi-
cally superior performance for multi-GPU execution.
When compared to widely-used CPU-based software

such as ORCA and Q-Chem, our algorithms offer speedups
of up to 42× and 31×, respectively, translating to power
efficiency improvements of up to 18.3×.
Future enhancements currently under development

include mixed precision implementations, differential
Fock build, and additional algorithms for low and high-
angular momentum integrals. Development of high-
performance multi-GPU molecular gradients is also un-
derway.
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