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Abstract

We present the theory and implementation of a novel, fully variational wave function –

density functional theory (DFT) hybrid model, which is applicable to many cases of strong

correlation. We denote this model the multiconfigurational self-consistent on-top pair-

density functional theory model (MC-srPDFT). We have previously shown how the mul-

ticonfigurational short-range DFT hybrid model (MC-srDFT) can describe many multi-

configurational cases of any spin symmetry, and also state-specific calculations on excited

states. However, the srDFT part of the MC-srDFT has some deficiencies that it shares

with Kohn-Sham DFT, namely that different MS states have different energies and wrong

bond dissociation description of singlet and non-singlet equilibrium states to open-shell

fragments. The model we present in this paper corrects these deficiencies by introducing

the on-top pair density. Unlike other models in the literature, our model is fully varia-

tional and employs a long-range version of the on-top pair density. The implementation

is a second-order optimization algorithm ensuring robust convergence to both ground- and

excited states. We show how MC-srPDFT solves the mentioned challenges by sample cal-

culations on the ground state singlet curve of H2, N2, and Cr2 and the lowest triplet curves

for N2 and Cr2. The calculations show correct degeneracy between the singlet and triplet

curves at dissociation and the results are invariant to the choice of MS value for the triplet

curves.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Density functional theory in the Kohn-Sham formulation (DFT)1–3 is widely used in chemistry,

ranging from small/medium sized molecular systems4 over bio-molecules5 to solid states6,7. Rel-

ativistic extensions have also emerged,8,9 and DFT can today be employed in all parts of the pe-

riodic table. Yet, systems with strong correlation10,11, i.e., systems with dense orbital manifolds,

several low-lying excited states or spin correlation, are known to be problematic for DFT. These

characteristics are often (but far from exclusively) met for transition metal systems, which also

frequently show failures with DFT.12–14

One of the main obstacles for Kohn-Sham DFT in strongly correlated systems is its’ underlying use

of a single Slater determinant to construct the electron density. Typical examples where the single

Slater determinant description fails, are bond dissociations, even for simple diatomic molecules

with light atoms15,16. Due to spin-pairing at the equilibrium bond distance, the atomic fragments in

the dissociation limit will usually display different MS (and S) values than around the equilibrium

distance. Correctly connecting the two fragment wave functions with correct Si,MS,i values at

the dissociation limit with the wave function with the correct S,MS at the equilibrium distance

requires several Slater determinants. Thus, it is an example of simple, strongly correlated system,

making it an obvious test bed for new methods targeted towards strong correlation. Moreover,

it is also a scenario for which a regular Kohn-Sham approach will result in a large deviation at

the dissociation limit. Improvement can be obtained with unrestricted Kohn-Sham DFT, i.e. by

allowing the breaking of the spin symmetry, which necessitates the inclusion of the spin density in

the approximate functionals used in Kohn-Sham DFT.17,18 An unfortunate consequence is that it

– despite it may improve the energetics – introduces an unphysical breaking of the spin-symmetry

of the system, often causing problems for other molecular properties than the energy. This has

been denoted as the symmetry-dilemma of DFT,19 and the same dilemma exists for Hartree–Fock

theory20,21.

Strongly correlated systems can be treated with multiconfigurational wave functions. These wave

functions can ensure that the spin-symmetry is retained also in the dissociation limit. In most

cases the multiconfigurational wave functions are defined through the complete active space (CAS)

ansatz. The CAS(m,n) wave function includes all configurations where m electrons are distributed

in n orbitals, i.e., a full-configuration interaction (FCI) wave function is constructed within the

chosen active space. With an appropriately selected active space, qualitatively correct dissociation
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behavior is ensured. However, unless huge active spaces are employed, CAS(m,n) wave functions

will generally lead to too high energies around the equilibrium distance. Therefore, obtaining

quantitatively correct dissociation energies can usually only be achieved through a perturbative

correction. Examples of methods employing such corrections are CASPT222,23 and NEVPT2.24

Yet, the computational cost of these methods often becomes unacceptably large. Thus, there is

currently ongoing developments towards more efficient multiconfigurational wave functions.25,26

One route towards accurate and computationally efficient models is to combine a CAS-type wave

function with DFT.14,25 The latter is remarkably accurate, and also qualitatively correct, around

the equilibrium distance. Several such methods have been formulated27–31. However, a major

challenge is to avoid double-counting of electron correlation32, as correlation may come from

both the exchange-correlation functional and the CAS wave function.

We have in recent years developed MC-DFT hybrids33,34 free of double-counting by exploiting

range-separation of the two-electron operator as proposed by Savin.35,36 We denote these models

in general MC short-range DFT (MC-srDFT), and specifically CAS-srDFT if the wave function is

of CAS type. A great advantage of these models is that all wave function parameters, and thus also

all density parameters, are simultaneously optimized, ensuring a fully variational model. Thereby,

the model is straightforward to extend to time-dependent and time-independent properties through

response theory.37–39 However, our previous open-shell MC-srDFT model34 cannot correctly de-

scribe dissociation since the functionals are restricted to the maximum MS values within a given

multiplet and no local spin (a problem they have inherited from regular KS-DFT).

Describing multiplets correctly with the usual approximate functionals employed in Kohn-Sham

DFT is another known issue, which is related to the failure to describe dissociation curves consis-

tently. A solution to this issue was suggested by Ziegler et al.40 who proposed to include a local

two-electron density as a replacement for the spin density to incorporate a "correlated" descrip-

tion of the spin polarization. The quantity used was the so-called two-electron on-top pair density

which describes the probability of finding two electrons with opposite spins at the same point

in space simultaneously. In later papers, several authors have also advocated using the on-top

pair density.41,42 More recently, these methods have seen a revival in combination with multi-

configurational wave functions, perhaps most prominently instigated by the group of Gagliardi31,

although other groups have also been active.43 The model devised by the Gagliardi group calcu-

lates the total energy as a non-variational correction, where the density and on-top pair density

are extracted from an optimized CAS wave function. Thus, the method is non-variational. How-
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ever, this constraint was recently lifted by the group of Delcey.44 Since both the non-variational

and variational formulations employ a Kohn-Sham-like energy expression rather than a CASSCF

energy, the result is formally free from double-counting of the electron correlation.

In this work, we present a variational, second-order optimization scheme for the range-separated

multiconfigurational on-top pair density hybrid. We denoted this method the multiconfigurational

short-range on-top pair density functional theory (MC-srPDFT). This works expands our previous

developments in the regime of range-separated multiconfigurational hybrids.33,34,37,38 In this work

the on-top pair density functional presented is a translated31 version of the range-separated short-

range local spin density approximation functional,45 which we designate srtLDA in accordance

with the notation used in the original MC-PDFT paper.31 This paper is structured as follows: In

Section II we derive the theory required for a second-order optimization of an MC-srPDFT wave

function. We next showcase the method showing calculated dissociation curves for H2, N2, and

Cr2. The computational details are given in Section IV while the results are discussed in Section

V. Finally, we conclude the paper in Section VI.

II. THEORETICAL SUMMARY

In this Section the theory of the multiconfigurational short-range on-top pair-density model is

presented. We first briefly summarize the generic multiconfigurational short-range density func-

tional theory (MC-srDFT) model and the underlying equations for the construction of charge- and

spin densities from the long-range wave function. These quantities are essential for the short-

range exchange-correlation functionals. Next we recap how the one-electron spin-density can be

replaced by the two-electron on-top pair density, and we examine how this alters the working

equations for a direct second-order wave function optimization. We generally work in atomic

units throughout this Section.

A. The MC-srDFT model

In the range-separated hybrid MC-srDFT model, the electronic energy is separable as the sum of

a long-range and a short-range contribution

E(λ) = E lr(λ)+Esr(λ). (1)
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For simplicity and ease of notation, the wave function parameters are collected in the column

vector λ. For a multiconfigurational wave function this vector contains both the configuration

coefficients, {c}, and the orbital rotation amplitudes, {κ}, as λ⊤ = (c⊤,κ⊤). The separation of

the energy in Eq. (1) is achieved by separating the two-electron repulsion term, r−1
i j = |ri−r j|−1,

into long-range and short-range parts,

1
ri j

=
erf(µri j)

ri j
+

1− erf(µri j)

ri j
, (2)

respectively. We have here used the error function,35,36 where the range separation is controlled by

the range-separation parameter µ . In exact theory the computational results would be independent

of its value; however, in practice we choose an optimal value from considerations of computa-

tional efficiency together with limitations on basis set, configuration space, and available short-

range functionals. This parameter has therefore been chosen based on empirical studies33,46,47

and usually attains a value of µ = 0.4±0.1 bohr−1. However, we note that a recent investigation

on spin-spin coupling constants on transition metal complexes have hinted at a value of µ = 1.0

bohr−1 to be preferable for transition metal complexes.48

With the range separation of the two-electron term, the short-range contribution can be replaced

with a density functional representation. This leaves the long-range contribution to be fully wave

function based, as is the case in the MCSCF method. The MC-srDFT energy can thus be written

as,

E (λ) = ⟨Ψlr(λ)|Ĥ lr,µ |Ψlr(λ)⟩

+Esr,µ
H [ρC(r,λ)]+Esr,µ

xc [ξ (r,λ)] , (3)

where |Ψlr(λ)⟩ is the long-range multiconfigurational wave function (to be defined below). The

first term corresponds to E lr(λ) in Eq. (1), whereas the two last terms comprise the total short-

range contribution, Esr(λ). We have included the superscript µ to denote that the individual energy

terms are µ-dependent.

We first discuss the long-range part of the above equation. In the non-relativistic or scalar-

relativistic regimes within the Born-Oppenheimer approximation, the second-quantized49 spin-

free electronic Hamiltonian becomes

Ĥ lr,µ = ∑
pq

hpqÊpq +
1
2 ∑

pq,rs
glr,µ

pq,rsêpq,rs +VNN, (4)
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where the first term is the one-electron Hamiltonian with the one-electron singlet operator in sec-

ond quantization Êpq = â†
pα âqα + â†

pβ
âqβ , the second term is the modified two-electron Hamilto-

nian with êpqrs = ÊpqÊrs−δqrÊps, and VNN being the scalar nuclear-nuclear potential contribution.

The superscript "lr" designates the use of the long-range part of the range-separated two-electron

integrals.

In this work, the long-range multiconfigurational wave function is parameterized using an expo-

nential unitary orbital rotation operator, configuration coefficients and a projector, P = 1−|0⟩⟨0|,

as in Ref. 49. We briefly summarize the wave function expression here,

|Ψlr(c,κ)⟩= exp(−κ̂)
||0⟩+P|c⟩⟩√

1+ ⟨c|P|c⟩
, (5)

where the reference and the correction states are expressed as

|0⟩= ∑
i

C(0)
i |i⟩ and |c⟩= ∑

i
ci |i⟩. (6)

In this paper, we only consider real Hamiltonians. Accordingly, the unitary variations within the

orbital space denoted by the operator, κ̂ , are thus constrained to only include the special orthogonal

rotations within the real orbital space

κ̂ = ∑
p>q

κpq
(
Êpq − Êqp

)
= ∑

p>q
κpqÊ−

pq, (7)

where the anti-symmetric matrix, κ, contains the non-redundant orbital rotation parameters be-

tween the orbitals.

Moving now to the two last terms of Eq. (3), these are the two short-range functional terms, re-

ferred to as the short-range Hartree, Ēsr,µ
H [ρC], and the short-range exchange-correlation, Ēsr,µ

xc [ξ ],

terms. The short-range functionals are complementary to the long-range energy contribution such

that Eq. (1) is fulfilled.

The Hartree term only depends on the total charge density, ρC, of the molecular system. In contrast,

the exchange-correlation energy can depend on the charge density (ρC), spin density (ρS), and

derivatives hereof. These possible variables entering the functional is symbolically denoted by

ξ . All these quantities are constructed as the expectation values of the long-range wave function.

We illustrate this here with the charge- and spin-densities, where the corresponding operators are

defined

ρ̂C(r) = ∑
pq

Ωpq(r)Êpq and ρ̂S(r) = ∑
pq

Ωpq(r)T̂pq, (8)
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where Êpq has been defined previously and T̂pq = â†
pα âqα − â†

pβ
âqβ . Accordingly, the expectation

value becomes

ρX(r,λ) = ⟨Ψlr(λ)|ρ̂X(r)|Ψlr(λ)⟩

= ∑
pq

Ωpq(r)DX
pq(λ) with X ∈ {C,S}, (9)

where Ωpq(r) = φ∗
p(r)φq(r) = φp(r)φq(r) is an element of the MO overlap distribution and DX

pq

is an element of the one-electron reduced charge or spin density matrix. From the expressions

of the singlet and triplet excitation operators, it is clear that the charge- and spin densities can be

decomposed as

ρC = ρα +ρβ (10a)

ρS = ρα −ρβ . (10b)

We finally note that the short-range Hartree functional becomes34

Esr,µ
H [ρC(r,λ)] =

1
2 ∑

pq,rs
DC

pqgsr,µ
pq,rsDC

rs =
1
2 ∑

pq
DC

pq jsr,µ
pq . (11)

The short-range exchange-correlation functional is

Esr,µ
xc [ξ (r,λ)] =

∫
esr,µ

xc (ξ (r,λ)) dr, (12)

where esr,µ
xc (ξ ) is the short-range exchange-correlation energy density. In the remainder of the

paper we omit the explicit µ superscripts in order not to overload the notation when we take

derivatives.

B. Spin-polarization through the on-top pair density

The electron on-top pair-density, π(r), is defined as the probability of finding two electrons in the

same point in space, i.e., r1 = r2 = r. In a range-separated approach, the on-top pair density is

defined from the long-range wave function as

π(r) =

 N

2

∫ |Ψlr(rσ1,rσ2, . . . ,xN)|2

×dσ1dσ2dx3, . . . ,dxN . (13)
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In a second-quantization formalism, the two-electron on-top pair density operator becomes

π̂ = ∑
pq,rs

Ωpq(r)Ωrs(r)êpq,rs. (14)

As briefly mentioned above, in our range-separated approach, the on-top pair-density is con-

structed from the long-range wave function as,

π(r,λ) = ⟨Ψlr(λ)|π̂|Ψlr(λ)⟩

= ∑
pq,rs

Ωpq(r)Ωrs(r)Ppq,rs(λ), (15)

where Ppq,rs(λ) = ⟨Ψlr(λ)|êpq,rs|Ψlr(λ)⟩ is the two-electron reduced density matrix. For a single

Slater determinant wave function, the relation between the spin density and the pair density can be

expressed by the squared spin-polarization factor, η ,

π(r) = ρα(r)ρβ (r) =
1
4

ρ
2
C(r)

(
1−η

2(r)
)
, (16)

which itself is defined as,

η(r) =
ρα(r)−ρβ (r)

ρC(r)
. (17)

Substituting Eq. (17) into Eq. (16) and rearranging the expression gives rise to an alternative

expression for the spin polarization in terms of ρC and π ,

ρ̌S(r) = ρC(r)

√
1− 4π(r)

ρ2
C(r)

. (18)

This translation between the spin density, the total density, and the pair density has been made

under the assumption that these quantities are constructed from a single Slater determinant. A

direct application utilizing a multiconfigurational wave function will, however, give rise to prob-

lems, as noted by Ziegler et al.40 and later further examined by Becke et al.42. These problems

manifest themselves for multiconfigurational wave functions as regions of space attaining a purely

imaginary contribution to the spin density. It is easily seen that this occurs if the fraction within

the square root becomes larger than one. This is problematic in several ways, as will be illustrated.

Since the electron spin density is an observable, the spin density operator is Hermitian, meaning

its eigenspectrum is included in the field of real numbers. To circumvent this, Perdew et al.19

suggested that the spin density expressed from the pair density is rather an auxiliary quantity than

an observable. Becke et al.42 argued that allowing ρ̌S to have an imaginary component posed no
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problem for the exchange-correlation energy, since the exact functional only contains even powers

of the spin density, thus resulting in a real energy contribution. These arguments for ρ̌S were uti-

lized by Rodrigues et al.50 to realize the auxiliary spin density, thereby removing the discontinuity

in Eq. (18).

In this work, we substitute the spin density occurrences within the usual short-range exchange-

correlation functionals (Eq. (12)) with the pair density dependent expression of the spin polar-

ization, Eq. (18): ρS → ρ̌S if ρ̌S > 0, imaginary values are ignored. The exchange-correlation

energy can thus be expressed for a short-range translated on-top pair local density approximation

(srtLDA) functional as,

Esr
xc [ρC(r,λ),π(r,λ)] =

∫
esr

xc (ρC(r,λ),π(r,λ)) dr. (19)

With this translation of the short-range functional, all new contributions needed to extend the MC-

srDFT model into the MC-srPDFT model will emerge from the short-range exchange-correlation

terms. The new additional expressions (not occuring in MC-srDFT) needed for a fully variational

direct second-order optimization of the MC-srPDFT model will be the focus of the following

Section.

III. SECOND-ORDER OPTIMIZATION OF THE ELECTRONIC MC-SRPDFT

ENERGY

To find an electronic stationary point (minimum if electronic ground state) on the energy hyper-

surface, we employ the restricted-step second-order optimization algorithm implemented in the

DALTON program.51,52 To derive the explicit contributions, we expand the electronic energy in

Eq. (3) to second order in the wave function parameters as a Taylor series,

E(λ) = E0 +λ⊤E[1]+
1
2
λ⊤E[2]λ+ · · · , (20)

where E0 is the energy at the current set of wave function parameters. We denote this point on the

hypersurface as the current expansion point (CEP), i.e., λ⊤ = (0⊤,0⊤). At this point, the energy

is simply

E0 = E lr(0)+Esr
H [ρC(r,0)]+Esr

xc [ξ (r,0)] . (21)
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Note that c = 0 is simply achieved by updating the set of configuration coefficients in each opti-

mization cycle, while κ = 0 corresponds to doing an integral transformation each time the new

set of parameters is incorporated such that the orbitals entering the molecular integrals correspond

to the molecular orbitals for that specific CEP. The simultaneous optimization of the configura-

tion coefficients and orbital rotation parameters thus becomes non-linear. Note that |0⟩ is the state

comprised of the wave function parameters at the CEP, and this state is, therefore, not necessarily

the ground-state wave function. We are interested in determining the gradient, E[1], and Hessian,

E[2], of the electronic energy to determine the optimal step. By inserting the MC-srDFT energy

expression (Eq. 3) in Eq. (20), we identify the following energy contributions for the 0’th through

2’nd order,

E = E lr +Esr
H +Esr

xc (22a)

+∑
i

(
∂E lr

∂λi
+

∂Esr
H

∂λi
+

∂Esr
xc

∂λi

)
λi (22b)

+∑
i

∑
j

λ j

(
∂ 2E lr

∂λ j∂λi
+

∂ 2Esr
H

∂λ j∂λi
+

∂ 2Esr
xc

∂λ j∂λi

)
λi + · · · . (22c)

As a consequence of the introduction of the on-top pair density in the short-range exchange-

correlation functional instead of the spin density, it is clear that new terms emerge in all orders

(0’th through 2’nd) within the third term of Eqs. (22a)-(22c). Whilst the charge part of the func-

tional will remain unchanged, the spin-polarization part will change with the substitution of the

spin density ρS(r) with ρ̌S(r) in Eq. (18). In the next Subsections, we turn our attention to the

new exchange-correlation gradient and Hessian terms necessary for a second-order optimization

scheme. Discussion about the implementation of the long-range and short-range Hartree terms

can be found in Ref. 34. We give the expressions for srtLDA, the local spin density approximation

(srLSDA) translated using Eq. (18). The gradient and Hessian expressions below are the same

for any other srPLDA model and can straightforwardly be extended to short-range GGA models

based on the on-top pair density.

A. Exchange-correlation contributions to the gradient: the consequences of the on-top

pair density

Taking the first-order derivative of the on-top pair density-dependent short-range exchange-

correlation energy functional with respect to a general wave function parameter gives rise to
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the following gradient expression,

∂Esr
xc[ρC,π]

∂λi
=
∫ (

∂esr
xc(ρC(r,λ),π(r,λ))

∂ρC(r,λ)
∂ρC(r,λ)

∂λi

+
∂esr

xc(ρC(r,λ),π(r,λ))
∂π(r,λ)

∂π(r,λ)
∂λi

)
dr, (23)

where the new types of terms are the derivative of the energy density, esr
xc, with the pair density

and the derivative of the pair density with respect to the wave function parameters. By inserting

the explicit expression for the on-top pair density (Eq.(15)), we define the effective one- and two-

electron singlet on-top pair density short-range gradient operators as,

1eV̂ sr
xc = ∑

pq

(∫
∂esr

xc(ρC,π)

∂ρC
Ωpq dr

)
Êpq

= ∑
pq

1eV sr
xc,{pq}Êpq (24a)

2eV̂ sr
xc = ∑

pq,rs

(∫
∂esr

xc(ρC,π)

∂π
ΩpqΩrs dr

)
êpq,rs

= ∑
pq,rs

2eV sr
xc,{pq,rs}êpq,rs (24b)

The explicit expressions for the gradient with respect to the orbital rotation coefficients and the

configuration coefficients can now be written as

Esr,[1]
xc,pq =

∂Esr
xc[ρC,π]

∂κpq

∣∣∣∣∣
λ=0

= ⟨0|
[
Ê−

pq ,
1eV̂ sr

xc +
2e V̂ sr

xc
]
|0⟩ (25)

and

Esr,[1]
xc,i =

∂Esr
xc[ρC,π]

∂ci

∣∣∣∣∣
λ=0

= 2
(
⟨i|1eV̂ sr

xc +
2e V̂ sr

xc|0⟩

−C(0)
i ⟨0|1eV̂ sr

xc +
2e V̂ sr

xc|0⟩
)
. (26)

B. Exchange-correlation contributions to the Hessian: the consequences of the on-top pair

density

To avoid the explicit construction of the full Hessian matrix, the implementation employs a direct

iterative scheme utilizing so-called trial vectors. The full Hessian is thus projected onto a subspace,

H′, spanned by these trial vectors, which significantly reduces the memory requirements. For n

trial vectors, the subspace Hessian can be written as

H′ =(σ1 . . .σn)
⊤ (b1 . . .bn) , i.e. H ′

kl = σ⊤
k bl, (27)
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where the σ vectors contain the results of the direct matrix-vector product of the electronic Hes-

sian, E[2], with the trial vectors b,

σi = E[2]bi =

 E[2]
cc E[2]

co

E[2]
oc E[2]

oo

 bc
i

bo
i

 . (28)

Due to the multiconfigurational wave function being fully determined by the configuration coeffi-

cients and the occupied orbitals, the trial vectors consist of a configuration (c) part and an orbital

(o) part. This blocking has been shown explicitly, because the four sub-blocks of the electronic

Hessian require different algorithms. The subscripts of the four sub-blocks of the electronic Hes-

sian denote the variables of which the derivative of the electronic energy is taken. The full form is

shown in the parenthesis of Eq. (22c). Here we focus on the new short-range exchange-correlation

part which generally can be written as (we purposely omit noting the evaluation at λ=0, however,

evaluation at the CEP wave function parameters should be kept in mind)

∂ 2Esr
xc[ξ ]

∂λi∂λ j
=
∫ [

∂ 2esr
xc(ρC,π)

∂ρ2
C

∂ρC

∂λ j

∂ρC

∂λi

+
∂esr

xc(ρC,π)

∂ρC

∂ 2ρC

∂λi∂λ j

+
∂ 2esr

xc(ρC,π)

∂π2
∂π

∂λ j

∂π

∂λi

+
∂esr

xc(ρC,π)

∂π

∂ 2π

∂λi∂λ j

+
∂ 2esr

xc(ρC,π)

∂ρC∂π

(
∂ρC

∂λ j

∂π

∂λi
+

∂ρC

∂λi

∂π

∂λ j

)]
dr. (29)

Due to the non-linearity of the exchange-correlation functional, both linear and non-linear terms

dependent on the charge and on-top pair densities emerge. By contraction with a general trial

vector, the practical implementation can be simplified by constructing transformed density matri-

ces, i.e., one-index transformed and transition density matrices for an orbital or configuration trial

vector, respectively. The explicit form of these intermediary density matrices will be investigated

in a later subsection. A contraction of the on-top pair density dependent short-range exchange-

12



correlation kernel with a general trial vector can be written as,

∑
j

∂ 2Esr
xc [ξ ]

∂λi∂λ j
bλ

j =
∫ (

∂ 2esr
xc (ρC,π)

∂ρ2
C

[
∑

j

∂ρC

∂λ j
bλ

j

]
∂ρC

∂λi

+
∂ 2esr

xc (ρC,π)

∂ρC∂π

[
∑

j

∂π

∂λ j
bλ

j

]
∂ρC

∂λi

+
∂ 2esr

xc (ρC,π)

∂π2

[
∑

j

∂π

∂λ j
bλ

j

]
∂π

∂λi

+
∂ 2esr

xc (ρC,π)

∂ρC∂π

[
∑

j

∂ρC

∂λ j
bλ

j

]
∂π

∂λi

+
∂esr

xc (ρC,π)

∂ρC

[
∑

j

∂ 2ρC

∂λi∂λ j
bλ

j

]

+
∂esr

xc (ρC,π)

∂π

[
∑

j

∂ 2π

∂λi∂λ j
bλ

j

])
dr. (30)

The first four terms are the terms non-linear in ρC and π , which require special attention. The last

two terms are linear in ρC and π and can be calculated with the effective operators in Eqs. (24a)-

(24b) defined for the gradient evaluation, as shown below. We can simplify the expressions for the

non-linear terms in two steps: First, we define (for a general trial vector), the linearly transformed

density gradients, ρ̃λ
C , and π̃λ (where the superscript “λ” indicates if the transformation is of

orbital or configuration type) for the charge density and on-top pair densities:

ρ̃
λ
C ≡

[
∑

j

∂ρC

∂λ j
bλ

j

]
λ=0

and π̃
λ ≡

[
∑

j

∂π

∂λ j
bλ

j

]
λ=0

. (31)

Second, we utilize these linearly transformed charge and on-top pair densities to define effective

one-electron and two-electron srPDFT operators as,

1eV̂ sr,λ
xc = ∑

pq

1eV sr,λ
xc,pq Êpq (32a)

2eV̂ sr,λ
xc = ∑

pqrs

2eV sr,λ
xc,pqrs êpqrs, (32b)

with

1eV sr,λ
xc,pq =

∫ (
∂ 2esr

xc (ρC,π)

∂ρ2
C

ρ̃
λ
C +

∂ 2esr
xc (ρC,π)

∂ρC∂π
π̃

λ

)
Ωpqdr (33a)

2eV sr,λ
xc,pqrs =

∫ (
∂ 2esr

xc (ρC,π)

∂π2 π̃
λ +

∂ 2esr
xc (ρC,π)

∂ρC∂π
ρ̃

λ
C

)
×ΩpqΩrsdr. (33b)
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Utilizing the definitions in Eqs. (32a)-(33b) and the definitions of ρC and π in Eqs.(9) and (14),

respectively, we obtain:

∑
j

∂ 2Esr
xc [ξ ]

∂λi∂λ j
bλ

j =
∂ ⟨Ψlr(λ)|1eV̂ sr,λ

xc +2e V̂ sr,λ
xc |Ψlr(λ)⟩

∂λi

+

[
∑

j

∂ 2⟨Ψlr(λ)|1eV̂ sr
xc +

2e V̂ sr
xc|Ψlr(λ)⟩

∂λi∂λ j
bλ

j

]
, (34)

where we have also used the two effective operators defined in Eqs. (24a) and (24b). The struc-

ture of the Hessian is similar to the MC-srDFT method (see e.g. Ref. 34), where the first term is

gradient-like. This gradient-like structure is unique to models with multiconfigurational methods

that involve a non-linear potential and it also occurs in previous multiconfigurational DFT hybrids.

The second term has the usual structure known from the pure MCSCF electronic Hessian. The ef-

fective one-electron operators 1eV̂ sr
xc and 1eV̂ sr,λ

xc are related to the effective operators in the Hessian

for MC-srDFT (except for the kernel involving a π variable as well as the inclusion of a trans-

formed on-top pair density). The new contribution types to the Hessian as a direct consequence

of the two-electron pair density comes in the form of te effective two-electron operators 2eV̂ sr
xc and

2eV̂ sr,λ
xc . These operators have a unique structure that does not appear in the previous MC-srDFT

models.

Linearly transformed densities. The explicit form of the linearly transformed densities (Eq. 31)

used to construct the integrals in Eqs. (33a) and (33b) will depend on whether we use a con-

figuration or an orbital trial vector. For a configuration trial vector, expressions for the linearly

transformed charge density gradient can be explicitly derived as

ρ̃
c
C =

[
∑

j

∂ρC

∂c j
bc

j

]
λ=0

= 2∑
pq

Ωpq⟨0|Êpq|B⟩, (35)

with |B⟩= ∑ j | j⟩bc
j. An expression for the transformed gradient on-top pair density can similarly

be derived as

π̃
c =

[
∑

j

∂π

∂c j
bc

j

]
λ=0

= 2 ∑
pqrs

ΩpqΩrs⟨0|êpq,rs|B⟩. (36)

The state |B⟩ is by construction orthogonal to the MC state |0⟩, and thus non-redundant, in agree-

ment with the projector P in Eq. (5). Similarly, for an orbital trial vector the contributions from

14



the charge and on-top pair densities to the orbital gradient can be determined as

ρ̃
o
C =

[
∑
t>u

∂ρC

∂κtu
bo

tu

]
λ=0

= ∑
pq

(
Ωp̃q +Ωpq̃

)
⟨0|Êpq|0⟩

= 2∑
pq

Ωp̃q⟨0|Êpq|0⟩, (37)

and

π̃
o =

[
∑
t>u

∂π

∂κtu
bo

tu

]
λ=0

= ∑
pqrs

(
Ωp̃q,rs +Ωpq̃,rs +Ωpq,r̃s +Ωpq,rs̃

)
×⟨0|êpqrs|0⟩

= 2 ∑
pqrs

(
Ωp̃q,rs +Ωpq̃,rs

)
⟨0|êpqrs|0⟩, (38)

where we have defined a short-hand notation for the one-index transformed orbital overlap distri-

butions

Ωp̃q = ∑
t

[
bo

ptφt
]

φq, (39)

Ωp̃q,rs = ∑
t

[
bo

ptφt
]

φqφrφs. (40)

Note that the expression for π̃o cannot be further reduced because in general ⟨0|êpqrs|0⟩ ≠

⟨0|êqprs|0⟩.

Sigma vector contributions. Utilizing the definitions of the above srPDFT gradient and Hessian

operators (Eqs. (24a)-(24b) and Eqs.(32a)-(32b), respectively) the short-range xc terms contribut-

ing to the four sigma vectors of Eq. (28) can now be written as

σ
sr,cc
i = 2

(
⟨i|1eV̂ sr,c

xc + 2eV̂ sr,c
xc |0⟩−C(0)

i ⟨0|1eV̂ sr,c
xc + 2eV̂ sr,c

xc |0⟩
)

+2
(
⟨i|1eV̂ sr

xc +
2eV̂ sr

xc|B⟩−bc
i ⟨0|1eV̂ sr

xc +
2eV̂ sr

xc|0⟩
)

(41a)

σ
sr,co
i = 2⟨i|1eV̂ sr,o

xc + 2eV̂ sr,o
xc + 1e ˆ̃V sr

xc +
2e ˆ̃V sr

xc|0⟩

−2C(0)
i ⟨0|1eV̂ sr,o

xc + 2eV̂ sr,o
xc + 1e ˆ̃V sr

xc +
2e ˆ̃V sr

xc|0⟩ (41b)

σ
sr,oc
pq = ⟨0|

[
Ê−

pq ,
1eV̂ sr,c

xc + 2eV̂ sr,c
xc
]
|0⟩

+2⟨B|
[
Ê−

pq ,
1eV̂ sr

xc +
2eV̂ sr

xc
]
|0⟩ (41c)

σ
sr,oo
pq = ⟨0|

[
Ê−

pq ,
1e ˆ̃V sr

xc +
2e ˆ̃V sr

xc +
1eV̂ sr,o

xc + 2eV̂ sr,o
xc

]
|0⟩

+
1
2 ∑

t

(
Esr,[1]

xc,tq bo
pt −Esr,[1]

xc,pt bo
qt

)
, (41d)
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where Esr[1]
xc,pq can be found in Eq. (25). In the above expressions, one-index transformations of

the one-electron and two-electron gradient operators are utilized. For the one-electron term this is

expressed in terms of the effective operator

1e ˆ̃V sr
xc = 2∑

pq

1eV sr
xc,{ p̃q}Êpq, (42)

where the one-index transformation has been performed on the MO amplitudes as

1eV sr
xc,{ p̃q} =

∫
∂esr

xc (ρC (r,λ) ,π (r,λ))

∂ρC (r,λ)
Ωp̃q dr. (43)

Similarly for the two-electron gradient,

2e ˆ̃V sr
xc = 2 ∑

pqrs

(
2eV sr

xc,{p̃q,rs}+
2e V sr

xc,{pq̃,rs}

)
êpqrs, (44)

where the one-index transformed two-electron MO amplitudes are denoted as

2eV sr
xc,{ p̃q,rs} =

∫
∂esr

xc (ρC (r,λ) ,π (r,λ))

∂π (r,λ)
Ωp̃qΩrs dr. (45)

C. Implementation

In this subsection we discuss the practical implementation of the new electronic gradient and Hes-

sian terms, which arise from the short-range exchange-correlation contribution due to the explicit

functional dependency on the on-top pair density. Hitherto, only non-specific, general orbital in-

dices have been used. Hereafter, we will adopt the orbital index convention from Ref. 53, which

denotes orbitals of the different molecular spin-orbital subspaces as follows:

p,q,r,s for general orbitals

i, j,k, l for inactive orbitals

u,v,x,y for active orbitals

a,b,c,d for secondary orbitals

The practical implementation of both the electronic gradient and the electronic Hessian terms

relies on the construction of short-range exchange-correlation Fock matrix contributions. The

total generalized Fock matrix within the MC-srPDFT model consists of the sum of long-range

and short-range contributions. In the practical implementation, the integration of the short-range
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exchange-correlation (Eq. (19)) is performed over a numerical grid

Esr
xc [ρC(r,λ),π(r,λ)] =

∫
esr

xc (ρC(r,λ),π(r,λ)) dr

≈ ∑
g

wg esr
xc (ρC(rg,λ),π(rg,λ)) , (46)

where the sum runs over all grid points rg with associated weight wg. We can now express an

element of the total generalized Fock matrix54 with the srDFT modifications as

Fpq = ∑
r

hqrDpr +2∑
rst

Ppr,st (qr|st)lr +Fsr
H,pq +Fsr

xc,pq

= F lr
pq +Fsr

H,pq +∑
g

wg f sr
xc,{pq,g}. (47)

With the orbital subspace division in the CAS-srPDFT model, the generalized Fock matrix can

be expressed in terms of auxiliary Fock matrices. Expressions for the long-range auxiliary Fock

matrices can be found in the work by Siegbahn et al.54. We define the short-range exchange-

correlation auxiliary inactive (I), active (A), and Q Fock matrices as follows:

IFsr
xc,pq = ∑

g
wg

[
f sr
{pq},g +∑

j

(
2 f sr

{ j j,pq},g − f sr
{ jq,p j},g

)]

= ∑
g

wg

[
f sr
{pq},g +∑

j
f sr
{ j j,pq},g

]
(48a)

AFsr
xc,pq = ∑

g
wg

[
∑
uv

Duv

(
f sr
{uv,pq},g −

1
2

f sr
{uq,pv},g

)]
= ∑

g
wg

[
1
2 ∑

uv
Duv f sr

{uv,pq},g

]
(48b)

QFsr
xc,uq = ∑

g
wg

[
∑
vxy

Puv,xy f sr
{qv,xy},g

]
. (48c)

The above expressions are general in the sense that the terms f sr are placeholders for all previous

srPDFT operator integrals evaluated at each grid point. To elaborate on this, we explicitly write the

full short-range exchange-correlation contributions to the Fock matrices needed for the electronic

orbital gradient, as well as the new unique pair-density contributions to the two-electron part of

the CI gradient, in the following sections. Furthermore, we elaborate on the unique non-linear

contributions to the Hessian as a consequence of the srPDFT potential. Thereby substituting f sr

with the relevant srPDFT integrals previously derived.

Orbital gradient. With the orbital gradient expressed in terms of generalized Fock matrices

E [1]
rs = 2(Fsr −Frs), (49)
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the explicit short-range exchange-correlation working equations can be obtained by substituting

the one-electron ( f sr
{pq},g) and two-electron terms ( f sr

{pq,rs},g) with the sr-gradient operator integral

of Eq. (24a) and Eq. (24b), respectively.

f sr
{pq},g →

1eVxc,{pq},g

=

(
∂esr

xc(ρC,π)

∂ρC
Ωpq

)
g

(50)

f sr
{pq,rs},g →

2eVxc,{pq,rs},g

=

(
∂esr

xc(ρC,π)

∂π
ΩpqΩrs

)
g
. (51)

The working equations for the generalized Fock matrix of a CAS wave function can now be ex-

pressed using auxilliary short-range matrixes and the Fock matrix expression by Siegbahn et al.54

together with the above substitutions

Fsr
xc,iq = 2

(
IFsr

xc,iq +
A Fsr

xc,iq

)
= 2∑

g
wg

(
1eV sr

xc,{iq},g +∑
j

2eV sr
xc,{ j j,iq},g

+
1
2 ∑

uv
Duv

2eV sr
xc,{uv,iq},g

)
(52)

Fsr
xc,uq =

IFsr
xc,wq Duw +2 QFsr

xc,uq

= ∑
g

wg

(
∑
w

Duw

[
1eV sr

{wq},g +∑
j

2eV sr
{ j j,wq},g

]

+2∑
vxy

Puv,xy
2eV sr

{qv,xy},g

)
. (53)

CI gradient. For the CI gradient, working equations for the contributions of the srDFT potential

operators can similarly be found by considering the expression for a regular CI gradient in MCSCF

E [1]
i = ∑

pq
hpq⟨0|Êpq|i⟩+

1
2 ∑

pqrs
gpqrs⟨0|êpqrs|i⟩. (54)

Examining the integrals within Eq. (54), the CAS partition of the orbital subspace reduces the

above equation to the following

E [1]
i = 2∑

uv

IFuv⟨0|Êuv|i⟩+ ∑
uvxy

guvxy⟨0|êuvxy|i⟩

−2C(0)
i (E(0)− IE), (55)
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with IE = ∑i(hii +
IFii). For completeness we write the total gradient expression with the explicit

short-range functional contributions,

E [1]
i = 2∑

uv
(IF lr

uv + jsr
uv +

IFsr
uv)⟨0|Êuv|i⟩

+ ∑
uvxy

(glr
uvxy +∑

g
wg gsrP

{uvxy},g)⟨0|êuvxy|i⟩

−2C(0)
i (E(0)−∑

i
(hii +

IF lr
ii + jsr

ii +
IFsr

ii )). (56)

From the above expression it is clear that, besides contributions in the form of short-range auxiliary

inactive Fock matrix contributions (as in the orbital gradient, Eq. (48a)), new two-electron integral

contributions to guvxy occur due to the on-top pair density. The working equations for the new

unique two-electron contributions to the CI gradient can be written by evaluating the two-electron

operator integral (Eq. (24b)) over active indices only at each grid point

gsrP
{uvxy},g =

(
∂esr

xc(ρC,π)

∂π
ΩuvΩxy

)
g
. (57)

Hessian. The direct Hessian contributions in Eqs. (41a)-(41d) are similarly determined from

modified Fock matrix contributions. As seen from Eq. (30), the second-order derivative of the

functional with respect to the wave function parameters leads to both linear and non-linear con-

tributions due to the non-linear functional dependency on the densities. Given the high level of

similarity between the linear Hessian terms and the usual second-order MCSCF contributions to

the sigma vectors, the focus will be on the working equations of the non-linear terms. For the usual

linear second-order MCSCF contributions, curious readers are referred to Ref. 55 (Appendix 8A-

B).

For both types of trial vectors, we compute the one-electron and two-electron operators (Eq. (32a)

and Eq. (32b)) with integral elements (Eq. (33a) and (33b)) to determine the non-linear (nl) sigma

vector contributions.

The influence of the type of trial vectors on the non-linear contributions lies in the construction

of the transformed density (Eq. (37)) and on-top pair density (Eq. (38)). For an orbital trial

vector (λ = o), the transformed density at each grid-point is determined by performing a one-

index transformation on the overlap distributions as follows:

ρ̃
o
C,g = ∑

pq
Ωp̃q,gDpq (58a)

π̃
o
g = 2 ∑

pqrs
(Ωp̃qrs +Ωpq̃rs)gPpqrs. (58b)
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The explicit construction of the one-index transformed orbital distributions are simple matrix-

vector multiplications, cf. Eqs. (39)-(40). For a configuration trial vector (λ = c), the densities are

constructed using the one-electron and two-electron transition density matrices, respectively:

ρ̃
c
C,g = 2∑

pq
Ωpq,g⟨0|Êpq|B⟩= 2∑

pq
Ωpq,gDT

pq (59a)

π̃
c
g = 2 ∑

pqrs
Ωpqrs,g⟨0|êpqrs|B⟩= 2 ∑

pqrs
Ωpqrs,gPT

pqrs. (59b)

Since these non-linear srDFT operators are used both in modified CI gradient terms (Eq. (41a)

and Eq. (41b), respectively) and in modified orbital gradient terms (Eq. (41c) and Eq. (41d),

respectively), the modified densities will contribute to the short-range Fock matrices,

f sr,nl
{pq},g →

1eV sr,λ
xc,{pq},g

= ∑
pq

((
∂ 2esr

xc (ρC,π)

∂ρ2
C

ρ̃
λ
C +

∂ 2esr
xc (ρC,π)

∂ρC∂π
π̃

λ

)
Ωpq

)
g

(60a)

f sr,nl
{pq,rs},g →

2eV̂ sr,λ
xc,{pqrs},g

= ∑
pqrs

((
∂ 2esr

xc (ρC,π)

∂π2 π̃
λ +

∂ 2esr
xc (ρC,π)

∂ρC∂π
ρ̃

λ
C

)
×ΩpqΩrs

)
g
, (60b)

as well as the two-electron integrals,

gsrP,nl
{uvxy},g =

((
∂ 2esr

xc (ρC,π)

∂π2 π̃
λ +

∂ 2esr
xc (ρC,π)

∂ρC∂π
ρ̃

λ
C

)
×ΩuvΩxy

)
g
. (61)

Substituting Eqs. (60a) through (60b) into the auxiliary short-range Fock matrices (Eqs. (48a)

through (48c)), these quantities are used to determine the total short-range Fock matrix contribu-

tions. This is achieved by further substituting these auxiliary Fock matrices into Eq. (52) and

Eq. (53), thus generating the non-linear contributions to Eq. (41c) and Eq. (41d). The non-linear

contributions to Eq. (41a) and Eq. (41b) can similarly be determined by substituting Eq. (61) into

Eq. (56) and constructing the inactive short-range Fock matrix using Eqs. (60a) through (60b), as

described for the pure orbital part.

20



D. Implementation of the srtLDA functional

The implementation of the translated srtLDA functional was based on the srLDA functional45 with

the correlation part being PW9256,57. The pair-density was introduced into the functional using the

translation of Eq. (18). The first and second derivative of the exchange-correlation kernel needed

for the construction of the gradient and Hessian was derived by implementing the functional into

SymPy58, and using SymPy’s functionality to get analytical expressions for the derivatives. The

mathematical expressions was converted to Fortran code using SymPy’s fcode feature. As noted in

Section II B, the square root in Eq. (18) can become imaginary for multiconfigurational wave func-

tions. During the functional implementation, it was noticed that imaginary values only appeared

in regions of insignificant electron density. Furthermore, these cases correspond to ρ̌S(rg)≈ 0, i.e.

points with negligible local spin-density from the on-top pair-density, and we ended up using an

effective ρ̌S(rg). Testing of the implications of this on-top pair density screening confirmed it to

be insignificant in the systems studied within this paper.

IV. COMPUTATIONAL DETAILS

The presented equations of the previous sections for MC-srtLDA have been implemented in a

development version of the DALTON program.51,52 Furthermore, as a special limit of our range-

separated implementation, the non-variational MC-PDFT model CAS-tLDA by Li Manni et al.31

is included in our implementation: a CASSCF optimization followed by an energy evaluation with

the CAS-srtLDA model (with µ = 0) without further optimization of configuration coefficients and

orbitals yield the non-variational CAS-tLDA model. All calculations to be described have been

performed in DALTON51,52 and the new implementation will be released in a forthcoming release

of DALTON.

H2 potential and bond dissociation energy. The potential energy curve of H2 was determined

using six different methods by varying the interatomic distance on the interval 0.2 Å-4.5 Å with

a constant step size of 0.01 Å. The methods utilized were: full configurational interaction (FCI),

CASSCF, non-variational CAS-tLDA and the CAS-srDFT utilizing short-range functionals of both

LDA-type (srLDA45), GGA-type (srPBEgws59,60, referred to as srPBE) and the new translated

srtLDA functional from this work. The active space for all CAS methods used consisted of 2
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electrons in 2 orbitals (σ1s and σ∗
1s). Furthermore, a series of CAS-srDFT (srLDA, srPBE, srtLDA)

potential curves with varying values of the range-separation parameter, µ , were performed. The

values attained ranged from 0.2 bohr−1 to 1.2 bohr−1 with an increment of 0.2 bohr−1. For all

calculations performed on the H2 molecule, Dunning’s aug-cc-pVQZ61,62 basis set was used.

N2 potential and bond dissociation energy. A series of energy calculations were performed on

the ground-state singlet N2 molecule (X1Σ+
g ) with a varying interatomic distance on the range 0.4

Å-5.0 Å with an increment of 0.025 Å. For all distances, the energy was determined utilizing the

same methods as for the H2 molecule. In this study the potential energy curve was calculated for

two µ values, 0.4 bohr−1 and 1.0 bohr−1. The CAS space was chosen to comprise of the valence

orbitals and electrons (σ2sσ
∗
2sπ2pσ2pπ∗

2pσ∗
2p)

10, i.e., CAS(10,8). The potential energy curve for the

lowest triplet state of N2 (A3Σ+
u ) was also determined with the above mentioned methods utilizing

the same active space. For these calculations, the range-separated methods where only performed

with a range-separation value of 1.0 bohr−1. All calculations were done with Dunning’s aug-cc-

pVTZ basis set.61,62

Cr2 potential energy curves. The minimum CAS(12,12) active space for correct dissociation was

used, corresponding to the 3d and 4s orbitals. All calculations were performed with the aug-cc-

pVTZ basis set63 and the Douglas-Kroll-Heß (DKH2)64–66 second-order scalar relativistic Hamil-

tonian. It was verified that the CAS-srtLDA calculations at the dissociation limit corresponded

correctly to dissociation into two Cr atoms in their 7S ground states.

V. RESULTS

H2 dissociation. First we investigate how well CAS-srtLDA can describe the ground state poten-

tial energy curve of H2. In the three frames of Fig. 1 we compare the bond-dissociation energies

(BDE) of our previous CAS-srLDA and CAS-srPBE models to the new CAS-srtLDA model for

a range of µ values. For this simple two-electron system, the singlet spin-restricted CAS-srLDA

and CAS-srPBE BDE curves are very similar, and we see that the self-interaction error is growing

rapidly when µ becomes smaller, i.e., when the short-range region is growing towards the full

space. It is gratifying to see the very small µ dependence of the BDE for the CAS-srtlDA model,

clustering around the FCI value. This shows that the self-interaction error is consistently removed

22



0 2 4
RH H [Å]

0

1

2

3

4

5

6
Re

la
tiv

e 
en

er
gy

 [e
V]

CAS-srLDA

 [a.u. 1]
FCI
0.2
0.4
0.6
0.8
1.0
1.2

0 2 4
RH H [Å]

CAS-srPBE

 [a.u. 1]
FCI
0.2
0.4
0.6
0.8
1.0
1.2

0 2 4
RH H [Å]

CAS-srtLDA

 [a.u. 1]
FCI
0.2
0.4
0.6
0.8
1.0
1.2

FIG. 1: Relative energies of H2 aligned at the minimum energy calculated for each of the

different range separation value (µ) using the traditional CAS-srLDA, CAS-srPBE and the new

CAS-srtLDA methods. For all calculations the aug-cc-pVQZ basis set was used.

by the on-top pair density here, and we argue, in a more robust and stringent way than the various

self-interaction correction (SIC) models, which have been suggested and applied together with

unrestricted Kohn-Sham DFT. The CAS-srtLDA curves dissociate consistently into two hydrogen

atoms described with srLDA, and the remaining small BDE dependency on µ is caused by the

short-range Hartree repulsion not being exactly canceled by the srtLDA exchange and the residual

self-correlation in the srLDA functional for a single electron. Note that for all three cases one

could find a µ value where the calculated BDE curve is very close to the exact curve; however,

this is "the right answer for the wrong reason", a cancellation of errors. For the CAS-srLDA and

CAS-srPBE this is cancellation between the missing correlation at equilibrium distance for the

long-range CAS wave function and the large self-interaction error for the singlet srDFT function-

als, while for CAS-srtLDA it is cancellation between the missing correlation in CAS and the error

in the srtLDA for the hydrogen atoms.

In the next figure, Fig. 2, we also compare the three srDFT models at µ = 0.4 to other models: FCI,
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FIG. 2: The potential energy curve of H2 (left) and potential energy curves aligned at the energy

at equilibrium distance for each of the methods employed (right). For all calculations the

aug-cc-pVQZ basis set was used. The range-separated hybrid methods all employed µ = 0.4

bohr−1. The experimental dissociation energy with zero-point corrections (De(H2) = 4.747 eV)

has been taken from Ref. 67

CASSCF, and CAS-tLDA. In the left frame we present the absolute calculated energies and in the

right frame the relative BDE energies. On the left one notes that the total energy of the CAS-tLDA

is the worst, but that is because of the error in LDA (CAS-tPBE performs much better31), on the

right one sees that the relative energies are a lot better, and only slightly worse than CAS-srtLDA.

Because CAS-tLDA corresponds to µ = 0, it is clear why the residual error is slightly larger than

for cas-srtLDA at µ = 0.4, where the long-range part is exact and not on LDA level. One also

sees that the CAS(2,2)SCF gives too low BDE because of missing dynamic correlation around

equilibrium, while CAS-srLDA and CAS-srPBE give much too high BDE because of the error at

large distances discussed above.

N2 dissociation. Compared to H2, the dissociation of the triple bond in N2 is a more challenging

test system. For this system, we calculated the potential energy curves of both the ground-state

singlet state (X 1Σ+
g ) and the lowest triplet state (A 3Σ+

u ), see Fig. 3. In this figure, the range-
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FIG. 3: The calculated N2 singlet state X 1Σ+
g (solid line) and triplet state A 3Σ+

u (dash dotted line)

potential energy curves relative to the singlet minimum energy. For all calculations the

aug-cc-pVTZ basis set was used. Furthermore, all range-separated methods employed a µ-value

of 1.0 bohr−1. The vertical solid black and dash dotted lines represent the experimental

equilibrium distances of the singlet state (1.09768 Å) and the triplet state (1.2866 Å),

respectively.68

separated methods all utilized a µ-value of 1.0 bohr−1. It is interesting to compare the potential

energy curves of the singlet and triplet states, since they dissociate into the same atomic states

containing two spin-coupled nitrogen atoms in their ground state, i.e, N2→ N(4S)+N(4S). With a

correct treatment of the spin-polarization, this degeneracy should thus be predicted at large inter-

nuclear distances.

From Fig. 3 we see that including the on-top pair density within a translated spin-functional en-

sures correct degeneracy. We have verified that all three MS-values of the triplet state gives exactly

the same potential energy curve, thus no problem with the spin-coupling of the atomic open-shell

states to different MS-values. The correct degeneracy of different MS components is not guaranteed

for standard approximate DFT functionals, including the functionals used for CAS-srDFT, due to
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their explicit dependency on the spin-density ρS, which is zero everywhere for a singlet state.42,69

Comparing the singlet and triplet curves produced by the usual srDFT functionals, one notes that

they are far from degenerate at dissociation. The triplet curve is lower, presumably because a

fraction of the spin-polarization from the unpaired electrons in the atomic state can be described.

However, it is not sufficient for the triplet state to dissociate correctly for CAS-srDFT, the ρS for

MS = 1 from CAS-srDFT can only partly describe the septet atoms at dissociation. We remark that

the energetics at dissociation of the anti-ferromagnetically coupled singlet can also be captured by

unrestricted DFT, just as for H2, but that is not the case for the intermediately coupled triplet state.

Experimental values of the equilibrium bond-length show that the triplet state has a longer equi-

librium bond length than the ground-state singlet as expected from the lowering of the bond order.

This bond elongation is correctly captured by the CAS-srtLDA, whereas the srLDA and srPBE

predict a too short bond. The curves in Fig. 3 in fact tell us that the equilibrium distances for

CAS-srLDA and CAS-srPBE are too short because the wrong and much too high dissociation

limits, in analogy with textbook example of the restricted Hartree-Fock ground state curve for H2.

For completeness, the dissociation of the ground-state singlet and the comparison of the BDEs are

illustrated in Fig. S3 in the Supplementary Material, similar to Fig. 2 for H2. In this figure the

absolute energies are compared for the range of multiconfigurational methods employed as well as

the relative energies (BDE). As shown in Fig. S3, the CASSCF wave function aligns best with the

experimental value of 9.759 eV68, displaying a slightly smaller deviation at dissociation compared

to the CAS-srtLDA µ = 1.0 bohr−1. The quality of the CASSCF result suggests that all significant

interactions in the bonding of N2 are largely contained within the full-valence active space. In fact,

the CASSCF model also captures the bond length extension in the triplet excited state described

above, further underlining that the dominant corrleation effect must be encompassed within the

chosen active space. As observed for H2, a µ-value somewhat higher than µ = 0.4, reduces the

deviation of the BDE. Again, the impact of changing this value is most significant for the srLDA

and srPBE functionals, whereas the change is much smaller when using the srtLDA functional.

The CAS-tLDA method predicts a BDE in close resemblance with the CAS-srtLDA results which

all lie close to the experimental value. As CASSCF also here provides a good approximation,

one sees exactly the same patterns as for H2: CAS-tLDA slightly above CAS-srtLDA, CASSCF

gives a too low BDE, and CAS-srLDA and CAS-srPBE much too high at long distances. Our

explanations are the same as for H2. We have also verified, that the CAS-srtLDA value at long

distances are indeed two times the CAS(5,4)-srtLDA energy of the ground-state 4S nitrogen atom.
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FIG. 4: Cr2 singlet (solid lines) and triplet (dashdot line) CAS-srtLDA potential energy curves

aligned at the dissociation energy. The CAS-srtLDA singlet ground state energy curve was

calculated at four different µ-values, including CASSCF (µ = ∞), while the triplet curve is only

shown for µ = 1.0. All calculations employed the aug-cc-pVTZ basis set and a DKH2

Hamiltonian. The experimental curve for the singlet ground state was taken from Ref. 70 as

digitalized in Ref. 71.

Cr2 dissociation. The Cr2 dimer is a small diatomic molecule where both near-degeneracy effects,

spin-coupling, as well as dynamic correlation are crucial to obtain an accurate description of dis-

sociation. Therefore, this system presents an interesting challenge for the new MC-srtLDA model.

In its ground-state singlet X 1Σ+
g configuration, the Cr2 dimer forms a formal sextuple bond, which

has been experimentally shown to be weak, with an unusually shaped potential energy curve.72

Experimental data show that the dissociation curve of Cr2 exhibits a weakly bonding minimum at

1.6788 Å and forms a "shoulder" at larger distances before asymptotically dissociating into free

high-spin 7S Cr atoms.70 This unusual curve shape is attributed to the difference in size and extent

of the 3d and 4s orbitals. The minimum is primarily caused by 3d-orbital interactions, while the
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shoulder is due to 4s-4s interactions, with the 3d orbitals coupling anti-ferromagnetically.71,73

The potential energy curves were determined with CAS-srtLDA model, using three different µ-

values and compared to CASSCF results as well as the experimental reference. The theoretical

and experimental potential energy curves are shown in Fig. 4. Although an active space of 12 elec-

trons in 12 orbitals encompasses all orbitals responsible for the sextuple bond, Fig. 4 demonstrates

that this minimum space is insufficient for a qualitatively correct description of the dissociation

when using the CASSCF method. Thus, unlike the H2 and N2 systems, CASSCF is in this case

insufficient to capture the correct features of the dissociation. Adding short-range dynamical cor-

relation significantly improves the results and the shape of the potential curve, as evidenced by

the different µ-values. This supports the role of dynamical correlation as a crucial component

for a qualitatively correct bonding within the dimer. However, decreasing the range-separation

parameters (µ = 1.0 → 0.7 → 0.4) leads to the disappearance of the characteristic shoulder.

The triplet A 3Σ+
u potential curve (Fig. 4, dashdot line) was determined using CAS-srtLDA to

demonstrate once more the accurate prediction of singlet-triplet degeneracy at dissociation, made

possible with the on-top pair density functional. Furthermore, the on-top pair density functional’s

independence on the MS value was verified as all MS-values of the triplet where exactly degenerate.

This is a feature not possible with conventional density functionals due to the high-spin one-

electron description of the spin density. We remark that the energetics at dissociation of the anti-

ferromagnetically coupled singlet can also be captured by unrestricted DFT, just as for H2 and N2,

but that is not the case for the intermediately coupled triplet state.

Another significant factor affecting the bonding within Cr2 is the use of second-order scalar rel-

ativistic effects, as introduced by the Douglass-Kroll-Heß approximation. Comparisons of the

potential energy curves determined with a non-relativistic Hamiltonian and a DKH2 Hamiltonian

are shown in the Supplementary Material, Fig. S4. The significance of the relativistic effects is

evident in the drastic deepening of the minimum bond region, while the effects at larger inter-

atomic distances are subtle. The qualitatively correct but quantitatively rather poor description of

the potential energy curve as seen when using the CAS-srtLDA can potentially be assigned to the

poor performance of the srLDA functional. Using symmetry-broken DFT-LDA, the quantitative

description of potential energy curves have shown to improve significantly upon the addition of

semi-local GGA functionals.72,74 How well one can describe the singlet and triplet curves with a

srtGGA functional as srtPBE is thus an interesting case for future investigations.
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VI. CONCLUSIONS

We have presented the derivation and implementation of a direct second-order optimization

scheme for the new, fully variational MC-srPDFT model based on the charge and on-top pair den-

sities. The theory and implementation is generally valid for any short-range functional of ρC and

π . In the calculations presented in this work, the approximate short-range exchange-correlation

functional was based on a translation of an existing short-range local spin density approximation

functional. This translation relies on the relationship between the local one-electron spin density

and the local two-electron on-top pair density for a single determinant wave function. This rela-

tionship is exact for a single determinant only, and combining it with a multiconfigurational wave

function necessitated density screening in practical calculations to avoid regions of space resulting

in a complex spin-density. Future work aims to construct a short-range exchange-correlation func-

tional explicitly dependent on the on-top pair density, removing the single-determinant limitation

and further improving the quality of future functionals.

We have illustrated with CAS-srtLDA how MC-srPDFT models can describe dissociation into the

correct atomic states, also for intermediate spin coupling. As expected, the BDEs are significantly

improved compared to MC-srDFT models. This is due to the removal of the MS dependency

within approximate functionals. Compared with the MC-PDFT model introduced by Gagliardi and

coworkers (see e.g. ref. 75), the MC-srPDFT is more general in multiple aspects. The MC-srPDFT

model is fully variational in all wave function parameters, making the extension to molecular

properties through a response approach easily accessible. Furthermore, the range-separation of the

electron-electron interactions guaranties no double-counting of the electron correlation. Lastly, the

use of exact long-range exchange ensure a correct asymptotic behavior of the exchange-correlation

potential. It should also be noted that, if beneficial, the MC-srPDFT model can straightforwardly

be extended to include exact exchange in the short-range functional, e.g. an MC-srtPBE0 model

with 25% exact exchange in the short-range part.

The perspectives brought by the variational construction of the MC-srPDFT are many: This con-

struction ensures that the model can be straightforwardly extended to molecular gradients and

Hessians, linear response excitation energies and transition moments, frequency-dependent as well

as frequency-independent response properties. Since it is generally known that GGA functionals

gives equilibrium distances in better agreement with experimental values, we expect that the com-
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bination with an on-top pair density will improve the quality compared to the srtLDA functional.

Work is in progress to implement MC-srtPBEgws as well as linear response properties as excita-

tion energies, frequency-dependent polarizabilites and NMR parameters.

VII. SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

In the supplementary material a close-up of the minimum region of the H2 dimer can be found,

detailing the elongation of the H–H bond when using specific functional types in Fig. S1. Fur-

thermore, for the same dimer a plot showing the relative energy deviation (relative to FCI) for

the CAS-srDFT functional variants with a range of µ-values are provided in Fig. S2, indicating

how accurate different points along the potential energy curve are described. For the N2 molecule,

potential energy curves and relative energies (BDE) can be found determined for all CAS meth-

ods utilized in this study in Fig. S3. The effects of scalar relativistic corrections (DKH2) to the

potential energy curve of Cr2 is shown in Fig. S4.
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VIII. SUPPORTING INFORMATION

A. H2: Close-up of equilibrium distance
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FIG. S1: Close-up of the H2 potential energy curves around equilibrium distance. For all

calculations the aug–cc–pVTZ basis set was used with a CAS(2,2) active space. All

range–separated methods utilized a range–separation value of µ = 0.4 bohr−1. The experimental

bond length req = 0.74144 Å has been taken from Ref. 68.
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IX. H2: RELATIVE ENERGY DEVIATIONS WITH RESPECT TO FCI
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FIG. S2: Relative energies using the relative FCI energy as reference. All relative energies have

been determined by aligning each potential curve at the minimum energy.

33



A. N2: Ground-state singlet potential energy curves
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FIG. S3: (left) N2 potential energy curves. (right) N2 potential curves aligned at the minimum

energy. For the range–separated methods, two values of the range–separation parameter were

used: µ = 0.4 (light shade) or µ = 1.0 (dark shade). All calculations utilized the aug-cc-pVTZ

basis set with a full–valence active space of 10 electrons in 8 orbitals.
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B. Cr2: Effects of a scalar relativistic Hamiltonian
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FIG. S4: Potential energy curves for the Cr–dimer calculated with (solid lines) and without

(dashdotted lines) second–order scalar relativistic effects (DKH2). All curves have been

calculated using the CAS(12,12)-srtLDA model with the aug-cc-pVTZ basis set and

range–separation values of µ = 0.4 (light blue) and µ = 1.0 (dark blue), respectively. For the

experimental curve (dotted line) the data has been obtained in digitalized form by Ref. 71 based

on the experimental work by Casey and Leopold70.
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