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Abstract

We present an efficient and cost-effective implementation for the exact two-component

atomic mean field (X2CAMF)–based coupled cluster (CC) method, which integrates

frozen natural spinors (FNS) and the Cholesky decomposition (CD) technique. The

use of CD approximation greatly reduces the storage requirement of the calculation

without any significant reduction in accuracy. Compared to four-component methods,

the FNS and CD-based X2CAMF-CC approach gives similar accuracy as that of the

canonical four-component relativistic coupled cluster method at a fraction of the cost.

The efficiency of the method is demonstrated by the calculation of a medium-sized

uranium complex involving the correlation of over 1000 virtual spinors.
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1 Introduction

Reliable predictions of molecular properties for molecules containing heavy elements require

accurate treatment of both relativistic effects and electron correlation. The coupled clus-

ter (CC) methods utilizing relativistic four-component or two-component Hamiltonians have

proven to be effective approaches for achieving high accuracy in quantum chemistry sim-

ulations involving such molecules.1–7 The four-component relativistic coupled cluster (CC)

methods, based on the Dirac-Coulomb(-Breit) Hamiltonian, are among the most accurate

relativistic CC techniques available; however, they are also the most computationally expen-

sive. The transformation and storage of two-electron integrals in the molecular spinor basis

have limited the use of four-component CC methods to relatively small molecular systems.

To alleviate the high computational cost associated with four-component methods, vari-

ous two-component theories8–14 have been introduced. Among these, the exact two-component

(X2C) theory10,13,15–17 has gained recognition as a particularly prominent approach, which

can reduce the computational cost of the integral transformation step. The literature covers

a diverse array of X2C-CC methods, each providing various approaches and enhancements

suited to different applications and computational requirements. This includes the spin-

free (SF) version of X2C-CC theory in its mean-field form (the SFX2C-mf scheme),18 the

SFX2C-CC theory in its one-electron form (the SFX2C-1e scheme),19–21 and the X2C molec-

ular mean field (X2CMMF) based CC method.22–26 Among various X2C-CC methods, the

X2C-CC approach that uses atomic mean field (AMF)27 spin-orbit (SO) integrals referred

to as the X2CAMF-CC scheme28–30 has emerged as an attractive option to perform highly

accurate relativistic coupled cluster calculation. By integrating atomic mean-field spin-orbit

effects into the X2C theory, the X2CAMF method delivers a comprehensive treatment of

both spin-orbit and scalar-relativistic effects while enhancing computational efficiency and

maintaining accuracy for CC calculations, making it particularly suitable for systems involv-

ing heavy elements.
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Although the X2CAMF-CC scheme provides a computational advantage over the four-

component and X2CMMF methods, its application to large or medium-sized molecules re-

mains limited due to the substantial storage required for two-electron integrals. Furthermore,

the inherently high computational cost of the coupled cluster method itself restricts its appli-

cability. For instance, the widely used coupled cluster singles-doubles (CCSD) method scales

computationally as O(N6) with respect to the size of the basis set. Various approaches, such

as density-fitting (DF)31,32 and Cholesky decomposition (CD),33–35 have been employed to

reduce the computational cost of relativistic calculations by decomposing the two-electron

integrals thereby reducing both disk-space and memory demands. A CD-based X2CAMF-

CC and equation of motion (EOM) CC method has also been recently introduced to address

storage limitations, enabling calculations for medium-sized molecules.36

Despite the advantage of significantly optimized disk and memory requirements, CD-

based X2CAMF-CC implementations still involve a similar number of floating-point opera-

tions as conventional X2CAMF-CC techniques. Thus, it is crucial to minimize the floating-

point operations to make CD-based X2CAMF-CC methods applicable to larger molecules

and extend their scope of usefulness. To accelerate floating-point operations, one can utilize

massively parallel programs designed to scale across multiple cores.24,37,38 Alternatively, one

can reduce the floating-point operations required in CC calculations by using natural spinors.

Natural spinors, the relativistic analog of natural orbitals,39 offer a more compact description

of orbital space and can substantially lower the computational cost of relativistic CD-based

X2CAMF-CC calculations. An implementation of frozen natural spinors within both the

four-component40–42 and two-component43 frameworks already exists in the literature to re-

duce the computational cost of relativistic CC and EOM-CC calculations. This paper aims

to combine the frozen natural spinor framework and the CD-based X2CAMF-CCSD and

CCSD(T) methods to simultaneously reduce storage requirements as well as floating-point

operations. The present implementation of the CD-X2CAMF-CC method allows one to rou-

tinely perform coupled cluster calculations for systems with more than 1000 spinors in a
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single computing node.

2 Theory

2.1 Exact two-component Hamiltonian with atomic mean field in-

tegrals (the X2CAMF scheme)

The X2CAMF scheme generates the two-component Hamiltonian by transforming the origi-

nal four-component Dirac-Coulomb (DC) Hamiltonian using the X2C decoupling approach.10

The four-component DC Hamiltonian can be expressed as

Ĥ4c =
∑
pq

h4c
pqa

†
paq +

1

4

∑
pqrs

g4cpqrsa
†
pa

†
qasar (1)

Here, the summation is restricted to positive-energy spinors only, in accordance with the

no-pair approximation,44 and the indices p, q, r, s denote positive-energy four-component

spinors. Within the spin-separation scheme,45 the antisymmetrized two-electron integrals

can be split into their spin-free (SF) and spin-dependent (SD) parts

g4cpqrs = g4c,SFpqrs + g4c,SDpqrs (2)

Using Eq. (2) in Eq. (1) the four-component DC Hamiltonian becomes

Ĥ4c =
∑
pq

h4c
pqa

†
paq +

1

4

∑
pqrs

g4c,SDpqrs a†pa
†
qasar +

1

4

∑
pqrs

g4c,SFpqrs a†pa
†
qasar (3)

Utilizing the local nature of the spin-orbit interaction, the spin-dependent component of

the Coulomb interaction in the four-component DC Hamiltonian can be handled using the
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atomic mean-field (AMF) approximation.27

1

4

∑
pqrs

g4c,SDpqrs a†pa
†
qasar ≈

∑
pq

g4c,AMF
pq a†paq =

∑
pq

∑
A

∑
i

niA g4c,SDpiAqiA
a†paq (4)

Here, A represents the distinct atoms in the molecule, with the index i denoting the occupied

spinors for atom A, and niA signifies their corresponding occupation numbers. Therefore,

the Hamiltonian becomes

Ĥ4c =
∑
pq

h4c
pqa

†
paq +

∑
pq

g4c,AMF
pq a†paq +

1

4

∑
pqrs

g4c,SFpqrs a†pa
†
qasar (5)

Now, the above Hamiltonian can be transformed into a two-component representation. In

Eq. (5), the first term h4c
pq, which has a form of

h4c =

V T

T 1
4m2c2

W − T

 (6)

with V as a nuclear potential matrix, T as a kinetic energy matrix, and W = (σ · p)V (σ · p)

as small components nuclear attraction matrix, where σ being Pauli spin matrices and p is

the momentum operator, will transform into

hX2C = R†[V +X†T + TX +X†(
1

4m2c2
W − T )X]R (7)

In Eq. (7), the X matrix links the coefficients of the large and small component wavefunc-

tions, while the R matrix connects the coefficients of the large component wavefunction to

the two-component wavefunction.

CS = XCL (8)
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CL = RC2c (9)

For the second term in Eq. (5), a transformation of four-component AMF integrals into a

two-component picture will be carried out for each atom using the same X and R matrices.

After transformation g4c,AMF
pq takes the form of g2c,AMF

pq . For the third term in Eq. (5),

which represents a scalar two-electron contribution, if errors from the change of picture can

be ignored, it simplifies to the nonrelativistic two-electron integrals after transformation.

g4c,SFpqrs ≈ gNR
pqrs (10)

Thus, after transforming into a two-component representation, the overall Hamiltonian be-

comes

ĤX2CAMF =
∑
pq

hX2C
pq a†paq +

∑
pq

g2c,AMF
pq a†paq +

1

4

∑
pqrs

gNR
pqrsa

†
pa

†
qasar (11)

The above X2CAMF Hamiltonian can be expressed as an effective one-electron operator

combined with a nonrelativistic two-electron operator, as follows:

ĤX2CAMF =
∑
pq

hX2CAMF
pq a†paq +

1

4

∑
pqrs

gNR
pqrsa

†
pa

†
qasar (12)

with

hX2CAMF = hX2C + g2c,AMF (13)

The primary benefit of using the X2CAMF Hamiltonian is that it avoids the formation of

molecular relativistic two-electron integrals.
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2.2 Relativistic coupled cluster method

The foundation of CC theory46 lies in the exponential parametrization of the wavefunction

|Ψcc⟩ = eT̂ |Φ0⟩, (14)

where |Φ0⟩ denotes the reference determinant, and T̂ is the cluster excitation operator with

its form as

T̂ = T̂1 + T̂2 + · · ·+ T̂N , (15)

where any general n-tuple excitation operator can be represented as

T̂n =

(
1

n!

)2 ∑
ij...ab...

tab...ij... a
†
aa

†
b... ajai · · · . (16)

In Eq. (16), tab...ij... denote the cluster amplitudes. The indices (i , j , k ...) represent occupied

spinors, while (a , b , c ...) indicate virtual spinors. By limiting the cluster operator to include

only one-body (T̂1) and two-body (T̂2) excitations, one arrives at the widely used CCSD

approximation.

T̂ = T̂1 + T̂2 =
∑
ia

tai a
†
aai +

1

4

∑
ijab

tabij a
†
aa

†
bajai (17)

To obtain the cluster amplitudes (tai , and tabij ), one needs to solve a system of non-linear

equations simultaneously

⟨Φa
i |H̄|Φ0⟩ = 0, (18)

⟨Φab
ij |H̄|Φ0⟩ = 0, (19)
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where |Φa
i ⟩ and |Φab

ij ⟩ are the excited determinants and H̄ = e−T̂ ĤX2CAMF eT̂ is the similarity

transformed Hamiltonian, with ĤX2CAMF is defined in Eq. (12). The CCSD ground state

energy is determined by the expression

⟨Φ0|H̄|Φ0⟩ = E, (20)

The CCSD(T) method strikes an ideal balance between computational efficiency and accu-

racy, addressing the limitations of the CCSD method in achieving quantitative precision.

In CCSD(T), the triples correction to energy is determined non-iteratively based on the

amplitudes from the converged CCSD calculation.

E(T ) =
1

36

∑
ijk

∑
abc

[
t(c)abcijk + t(d)abcijk

]
Dabc

ijk t(c)abcijk , (21)

with t(c)abcijk and t(d)abcijk as connected and disconnected triple amplitudes defined by:

Dabc
ijk t(c)abcijk = P (ij/k)P (ab/c)

[∑
e

taeij ⟨bc||ek⟩ −
∑
m

tabim⟨mc||jk⟩

]
, (22)

and

Dabc
ijk t(d)abcijk = P (ij/k)P (ab/c)

[
tck⟨ab||ij⟩+ tabij fkc

]
, (23)

where

Dabc
ijk = fii + fjj + fkk − faa − fbb − fcc, (24)

8



and P is the three-index permutation operator whose action on any arbitrary function ϕ is

defined as

P (pq/r)ϕ(pqr) = ϕ(pqr)− ϕ(rqp)− ϕ(prq), (25)

2.3 Cholesky decomposition

In Cholesky decomposition (CD),47 any symmetric positive semi-definite matrix (M) can be

approximated as

M ≈ LLT , (26)

where L is a lower (or upper) triangular matrix referred to as the Cholesky vectors. This

concept can be extended to positive semi-definite electron repulsion integrals (ERIs)

(µν|kλ) ≈
nCD∑
P

LP
µνL

P
kλ, (27)

with µ, ν, k, λ as AO indices, LP
µν denoting the Cholesky vectors and nCD being the total

number of Cholesky vectors. These vectors are generated iteratively by identifying the

largest diagonal elements of the ERI matrix (µν|µν), and the process continues until the

largest diagonal element falls below the predefined Cholesky threshold (τ).

The Cholesky vectors in the AO basis can be transformed to the MO basis as follows.

LP
pq =

∑
µν

C∗
µpL

P
µνCνq, (28)

These transformed vectors can then be used to generate antisymmetrized two-electron inte-
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grals on the fly in the MO basis.

⟨pq||rs⟩ =
nCD∑
P

(LP
prL

P
qs − LP

psL
P
qr), (29)

In the current implementation, we avoid constructing and storing integrals of the form

⟨ab||cd⟩ and ⟨ab||ci⟩, instead generating them on the fly as needed. However, integrals with

two or fewer virtual indices are explicitly constructed.

2.4 Frozen natural spinors

Natural spinors are derived from the correlated one-body reduced density matrix (1-RDM),

which is constructed from a spin-orbit-coupled wavefunction obtained from a relativistic

electron correlation calculation.40 The eigenfunctions obtained from the diagonalization of

this correlated 1-RDM are called natural spinors. They can be identified as the relativistic

counterparts of Löwdin’s natural orbitals.39 The Natural spinors framework is a useful tool

for comprehending important spin-dependent phenomena within the confines of the rela-

tivistic environment. For instance, natural spinors have the ability to accurately mimic the

spin-orbit splitting observed in subshells.48 In addition, the use of natural spinors can offer

insights into the significance of spin-orbit coupling in covalent bonding, as well as aid in the

comprehension of the Jahn-Teller effect.49,50 There is an abundance of research on approaches

that utilize natural orbitals for the decrease of computational expenses in non-relativistic cor-

relation calculations.51–66 The favorable scaling of MP2 method makes it a popular choice

for generating natural orbitals in non-relativistic ground-state coupled cluster calculations.

In four-component relativistic methods, the generation of natural spinors for the reduction

of computational cost under the no-pair approximation is achieved by utilizing a similar

methodology of MP2 theory in the nonrelativistic domain.40–43

To obtain MP2-based natural spinors, one can follow the following steps in sequence:
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First, the virtual-virtual block of the 1-RDM (Dab) is constructed using the MP2 method.

Dab =
∑
cij

⟨ac||ij⟩ ⟨ij||bc⟩
εacij εbcij

(30)

Here,

εacij = εi + εj − εa − εc (31)

εbcij = εi + εj − εb − εc (32)

In Eq. (31) and (32), εi, εj, εa, εb, and εc are molecular spinor energies, and ⟨ac||ij⟩ and

⟨ij||bc⟩ denotes the antisymmetrized two-electron integrals. The next step is the diagonal-

ization of Dab.

DabV = V n (33)

The eigenvectors (V ) obtained in Eq. (33) are called virtual natural spinors, and the cor-

responding eigenvalues (n) are known as occupation numbers. The virtual natural spinors

can be categorized based on their relevance to the overall correlation energy by utilizing

their respective occupation numbers. By setting a predetermined threshold or cutoff for the

occupation numbers of virtual natural spinors, the virtual space can be shortened by re-

taining only those spinors that meet or exceed this threshold. The subsequent step involves

converting the virtual-virtual block of the Fock matrix into the truncated basis of natural

spinors.

FNS
vv = Ṽ †FvvṼ (34)

Here, Ṽ are virtual natural spinors in a truncated basis. Fvv represents a virtual-virtual
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block of the initial canonical Fock matrix, and FNS
vv is the virtual-virtual block of the Fock

matrix in a truncated virtual natural spinor basis. Afterward, the FNS
vv block is diagonalized

in the natural spinor basis to obtain the semi-canonical virtual natural spinors (Z̃ ) and their

associated orbital energies (ϵ).

FNS
vv Z̃ = Z̃ϵ (35)

A transformation matrix (U) can be constructed with the help of Ṽ and Z̃, which can be

used to convert the canonical virtual spinor space to the semi-canonical natural virtual spinor

space.

U = Z̃Ṽ (36)

The occupied spinors within our chosen basis are kept in their canonical form, while the

virtual spinors undergo a transformation to become semi-canonical natural virtual spinors.

Hence, the process is also known as the “frozen natural spinors (FNS) method”. Using

this FNS basis, it is now feasible to conduct higher-order correlation calculations (such

as CCSD/CCSD(T)) at low computational costs. Coupled cluster methods that utilize

natural orbitals in the non-relativistic realm have seen a significant improvement in accuracy

by means of perturbative corrections.55,57 Similar is the case found in the four-component

relativistic coupled cluster method based on frozen natural spinors.40 By utilizing the ∆EMP2

approximation for ∆ECCSD/CCSD(T ), it is possible to apply a perturbative correction for the

truncated virtual space.

∆ECCSD/CCSD(T ) = ECanonical
CCSD/CCSD(T ) − EFNS

CCSD/CCSD(T ) (37)

∆ECCSD/CCSD(T ) ≈ ∆EMP2 (38)
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with

∆EMP2 = ECanonical
MP2 − EFNS

MP2 (39)

3 Implementation and Computational Details

The FNS-CD-X2CAMF-CCSD/CCSD(T) method has been implemented in the develop-

ment version of BAGH.67 The X2CAMF DHF calculations are performed using the socutils

package68 interfaced with BAGH. Additionally, only the LOO and LOV-type 3 center two-

electron integrals are created in the canonical molecular spinor basis; LVV-type Cholesky

vectors are formed directly in the FNS basis, where O and V denote occupied and virtual

spinors, respectively. It significantly accelerates the integral transformation phase and dra-

matically minimizes the storage requirement. Figure 1 presents a schematic depiction of the

steps involved in the FNS-CD-X2CAMF-CCSD/CCSD(T) method

The first step comprises the solution of the X2CAMF-HF method. Next, the Cholesky

vectors are produced in the AO basis. The next step is to generate LOO and LOV-type

Cholesky vectors in a canonical MO basis (using Eq. (28)), which is necessary for the MP2

calculations. This step is followed by the construction of 1-RDM using MP2 amplitudes and

diagonalization of 1-RDM to form natural spinors. After that, a transformation matrix is

generated using Eq. (36) and its contraction with the original coefficient matrix to transform

the AO basis directly to the FNS basis. The next step is the formation of LVV and LOV-

type Cholesky vectors and antisymmetrized 0-2 particle (external) integrals using them in the

FNS basis through the transformation matrix. Any construction or storage of four-particle

or three-particle one-hole integrals is completely avoided and is generated on the fly using

Cholesky vectors in the FNS basis. Now, these transformed integrals can be used for any

higher-level correlation calculations, such as CCSD and CCSD(T).

To evaluate the performance of the FNS-CD-X2CAMF-CCSD/CCSD(T) method, a com-
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Figure 1: A schematic description of the FNS-CD-X2CAMF-CCSD/CCSD(T) algorithm.

prehensive analysis of the noncovalent dissociation enthalpies of ligands in 18 different com-

plexes of coinage metal cations (Cu+, Ag+, and Au+) in the gas phase for which credible

experimental studies are available were carried out (See Figure 2 ). Optimized geometries

for all the systems are taken from the work of Cavallo and coworkers.69 For the ligands, the

basis set employed was aug-cc-pVXZ (where X = D, T, and Q); on the other hand, for the

metal cations (Cu+, Ag+, and Au+), the basis set used was dyall.aexz (where x=2, 3, and 4).

The basis sets were kept uncontracted, and the frozen core approximation was utilized for

all the calculations. The gas phase noncovalent dissociation enthalpy (∆H0) of a ligand (L)
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from a metal-ligand complex (ML2) for a particular dissociation of type ML2 → ML+L is

calculated as:

∆H0 = [E0 +Hcorr]ML + [E0 +Hcorr]L − [E0 +Hcorr]ML2 (40)

Where E0 is the total electronic energy obtained after the solution of the FNS-CD-X2CAMF-

CCSD/CCSD(T) method, and Hcorr is the enthalpic correction added to the total electronic

energy to determine the dissociation enthalpy. Our study will rely on the Hcorr values

provided in the work of Cavallo and coworkers69 for different systems. By utilizing the

basis extrapolation method, both the basis set superposition error (BSSE) and basis set

incompleteness error (BSIE) can be evaded as with the extrapolation scheme; we move closer

to the point of achieving a complete basis set (CBS) limit. In our current study, we employed

the three-point extrapolation scheme proposed by Peterson and Dunning70 to obtain the

reference and correlation energy at the CBS limit. To calculate the dissociation enthalpy of

a ligand from a metal-ligand complex at the CBS limit, we use Eq. (40) by plugging in the

CBS limit values for DHF and correlation energies while keeping Hcorr consistent with the

previously reported value.69

4 Results and discussion

4.1 Benchmark calculations for non-covalent bond dissociation en-

thalpy

Choosing suitable criteria to truncate the natural spinor virtual space holds the utmost

significance. To ensure consistency across different atoms and molecules, the truncation

framework should be uniformly applicable while also being seamlessly accessible as a black

box. It has been well established in the literature the occupation of natural orbitals in the

non-relativistic domain57,58 and natural spinors in the relativistic domain40–43 is a credible
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criterion for arranging the natural orbitals/spinors in order of importance. Hence, in this par-

ticular study, we resort to the occupation number of natural spinors as a measure of criteria

to truncate the virtual natural spinor space. By adjusting the predefined Cholesky threshold,

one can optimize both storage demands and accuracy. To find the optimal threshold that

balances computational efficiency with accuracy, we considered three truncation thresholds:

LOOSEFNS (FNS threshold: 10−4, and CD threshold: 10−3), NORMALFNS(FNS threshold:

10−4.5, and CD threshold: 10−4), and TIGHTFNS(FNS threshold: 10−5, and CD threshold:

10−5). We conducted CCSD and CCSD(T) calculations on 18 different metal-ligand com-

plexes to determine which threshold is most appropriate for calculating non-covalent disso-

ciation enthalpies. For the calculation, we chose the uncontracted aug-cc-pVDZ basis set for

the ligands and the dyall.ae2z basis set for the metal. For each threshold, mean error (ME),

mean absolute error (MAE), absolute maximum error (AME), and standard error (SE) were

calculated. Cheng and co-workers36 have shown that a Cholesky threshold of 10−5 gives very

close results as that obtained using standard integrals version. We have also investigated the

error introduced due to the Cholesky decomposition of integrals (See supporting information)

and found the threshold of 10−5 gives nearly identical results as that of the X2CAMF-CC

method with standard integrals. Therefore, the canonical CD-X2CAMF-CCSD/CCSD(T)

results with full virtual space and Cholesky threshold of 10−5 were chosen as the reference.

Table 1 shows the comparison of errors for CCSD and CCSD(T) methods for 18 metal-

ligand complexes in three different thresholds. The error values are shown in Table 1. It

can be seen that on moving from a LOOSEFNS to a NORMALFNS threshold, the error

is significantly reduced in both the CCSD and CCSD(T) methods. The AME is reduced

from 0.890 kcal/mol to 0.340 kcal/mol when going from LOOSEFNS to NORMALFNS.

For the CCSD(T) method, the decrease in AME is 0.570 kcal/mol to 0.287 kcal/mol. The

change from NORMALFNS to TIGHTFNS is comparatively smaller. The MAE observed in

the FNS-CD-X2CAMF-CCSD(T) method with a TIGHTFNS threshold is 0.170 kcal/mol.

The NORMALFNS makes a good compromise between computational cost and accuracy.
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Therefore, the larger basis set calculations are performed using the NORMALFNS threshold

only.

We have calculated the non-covalent bond dissociation enthalpies of ligands for the

same 18 metal-ligand complexes in three different basis sets using the FNS-CD-X2CAMF-

CCSD(T) method. The calculated energy values at aug-cc-pVDZ (dyall.ae2z for the metal),

aug-cc-pVTZ (dyall.ae3z for the metal), and aug-cc-pVQZ (dyall.ae4z for the metal) level are

extrapolated to obtain dissociation enthalpy at the CBS limit. The absolute values of the dis-

sociation enthalpies in different bases are provided in Table S1. Figure 3 shows the enthalpy

values in different basis sets calculated using the FNS-CD-X2CAMF-CCSD(T) method. The

figure also includes the corresponding experimental values71–82 (with associated error bars)

for comparison. From figure 3, it can be seen that dissociation enthalpy values at QZ and

CBS limit are in good agreement with each other and less than 0.5 kcal/mol. The FNS-CD-

X2CAMF-CCSD(T) results for a few complexes are a little off the experimental error bar.

It is presumably due to the missing effect from higher-order excitation in the coupled clus-

ter. Overall, we find the accuracy of the FNS-CD-X2CAMF-CCSD(T) method using normal

threshold and at CBS limit to be reasonable in reproducing experimentally determined gas

phase non-covalent dissociation enthalpies of ligands from coinage metal cation complexes.

Figure 2: Molecular structures of the complexes used in the current work.
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Table 1: Comparison of Mean Error (ME), Mean Absolute Error (MAE), Standard Error
(SE), and Absolute Maximum Error (AME) (in kcal/mol) of FNS-CD-X2CAMF-CCSD and
FNS-CD-X2CAMF-CCSD(T) methods with respect to their canonical values in the different
truncation thresholds. The uncontracted aug-cc-pVDZ basis set is used for the ligands and
the dyall.ae2z basis set is used for the metal.

FNS-CD-X2CAMF-CCSD FNS-CD-X2CAMF-CCSD(T)

Threshold ME MAE SE AME ME MAE SE AME

LOOSEFNS 0.173 0.354 0.398 0.890 0.146 0.298 0.301 0.570
NORMALFNS 0.018 0.135 0.170 0.340 0.093 0.128 0.117 0.289
TIGHTFNS 0.021 0.107 0.135 0.250 0.000 0.071 0.091 0.170

Figure 3: Experimental (with the error bars) and FNS-CD-X2CAMF-CCSD(T) bond dis-
sociation enthalpies of ligand obtained for 18 different metal-ligand complexes at different
basis sets.
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4.2 Comparision with four-component FNS framework

To demonstrate the accuracy of the FNS-CD-X2CAMF method with respect to the four-

component variant, we calculated the spectroscopic constants (bond length and harmonic

vibrational frequency) for the hydrogen halide series(HX, X=F, Cl, Br, and I) using the

FNS-CD-X2CAMF-CCSD and FNS-CD-X2CAMF-CCSD(T) methods. This energy deriva-

tive has been calculated through numerical differentiation of the total energy, utilizing the

TWOFIT utility program in DIRAC software.83 A fifth-degree polynomial was employed,

and the basis set used was dyall.acv3z for the Br and I atoms and uncontracted aug-cc-

pVTZ for the H, F, and Cl atoms. The same example was used to determine the accuracy

of our original four-component FNS implementation.40 Tables 2 and 3 display the errors in

bond length and harmonic vibrational frequency for hydrogen halides relative to the canon-

ical four-component values across three truncation thresholds. The tables also provide a

comparison with the error values from the four-component FNS method. The canonical

four-component values and FNS four-component error values are taken from our previous

work.40 All the error values presented in Tables 2 and 3 are perturbatively corrected for

the FNS truncation. The FNS truncation used in ref40 is 10−5, which is the same as the

TIGHTFNS setting in the present manuscript. Table 2 clearly shows that, with a tight

threshold, the error values in the FNS-CD-X2CAMF-CCSD method are of a similar order of

magnitude to those in the FNS-4c-CCSD method. This pattern is also observed in the FNS-

CD-X2CAMF-CCSD(T) method. In our four-component-based implementation, we found

that a threshold of 10−5 was adequate for obtaining converged results for the bond lengths

of the hydrogen halide series. However, in the current implementation, we recommend using

the NORMALFNS threshold as a truncation threshold, as it provides error values of a sim-

ilar order of magnitude to those of a TIGHTFNS threshold while balancing accuracy and

efficiency. Just like the bond lengths, the order of magnitude of the harmonic vibrational

frequency error values at the TIGHTFNS threshold for the FNS-CD-X2CAMF-CCSD and
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FNS-CD-X2CAMF-CCSD(T) methods is comparable to the error values from the FNS-4c-

CCSD and FNS-4c-CCSD(T) methods, except the case in HI where the FNS-CD-X2CAMF

variant works little better. The harmonic frequency results for all molecules in the FNS-4c-

CCSD and FNS-4c-CCSD(T) methods are within 10 cm−1 of their canonical counterparts.

While the error in bond lengths for the LOOSEFNS threshold was not significant, it is more

pronounced for the harmonic frequency values. The maximum deviation of the harmonic fre-

quency values from the canonical 4c method exceeds 11 cm−1. The NORMALFNS threshold

gives an economic compromise with error within 5 cm−1 of the canonical 4c values,

Table 2: Comparison of error in bond length (in Å), with respect to the canonical four-
component values (4c) in the different truncation thresholds. The basis set used was
dyall.acv3z for the Br and I atoms and uncontracted aug-cc-pVTZ for the H, F, and Cl
atoms.

CCSD CCSD(T)
Molecule 4c FNS-4c FNS-CD-X2CAMF 4c FNS-4c FNS-CD-X2CAMF

LOOSE NORMALTIGHT LOOSE NORMALTIGHT
HF 0.9183 0.0000 0.0008 0.0003 0.0001 0.9213 0.0000 0.0002 0.0002 -0.0001
HCl 1.2753 0.0000 0.0002 0.0000 -0.0001 1.2777 0.0000 0.0002 -0.0001 -0.0001
HBr 1.4089 0.0005 0.0004 0.0004 0.0001 1.4117 0.0003 0.0002 0.0002 0.0000
HI 1.6027 0.0004 0.0009 0.0005 0.0003 1.6059 0.0004 0.0011 0.0004 0.0002

Table 3: Comparison of error in harmonic vibrational frequency (in cm−1), with respect to
the canonical four-component values (4c) in the different truncation thresholds. The basis
set used was dyall.acv3z for the Br and I atoms and uncontracted aug-cc-pVTZ for the H,
F, and Cl atoms.

CCSD CCSD(T)
Molecule 4c FNS-4c FNS-CD-X2CAMF 4c FNS-4c FNS-CD-X2CAMF

LOOSE NORMALTIGHT LOOSE NORMALTIGHT
HF 4083.08 -0.08 -11.7 -4.54 0.07 4036.44 1.06 -3.6 -3.22 1.18
HCl 3015.13 -0.03 -3.06 0.41 -0.02 2990.66 0.24 -3.25 1.23 0.21
HBr 2673.1 -0.63 -0.64 -3.08 -0.97 2647.42 -0.03 1.24 -0.82 -0.4
HI 2333.7 -9.09 -10.32 -3.39 -2.32 2306.75 -7.59 -8.41 -1.96 -2.71
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4.3 Computational efficiency

To compare the computational efficiency between the four-component canonical CCSD (4c),

four-component FNS-CCSD (FNS-4c), and the FNS-CD-X2CAMF-CCSD method, we have

calculated the CCSD energy for the HI molecule. An uncontracted aug-cc-pVTZ basis set

for H atom and dyall.acv3z basis set for the I atom was used for the calculations. The

calculations were carried out sequentially on a dedicated workstation with two Intel(R)

Xeon(R) Gold 5315Y processors @ 3.20 GHz. The workstation had a total of 512 GB of

RAM. The core electrons were kept frozen throughout the correlation calculation. An FNS

threshold of 10−5 and a tight threshold (FNS threshold: 10−5, and CD threshold: 10−5) were

used for FNS-4c and FNS-CD-X2CAMF CCSD calculations. The virtual space consists of

434 virtuals in the canonical spinor basis. However, in the truncated frozen natural spinor

basis, this dimension decreases significantly to 174. Table 4 indicates the storage demand of

all the MO integrals involving virtual indices and the time taken for their formation in the

four-component canonical spinor basis, four-component FNS basis, and CD-X2CAMF based

two-component FNS basis. It is clear from the table 4 that a large computational saving in

terms of storage can be achieved by using the FNS-CD-X2CAMF scheme, as it avoids the

formation/storage of four and three virtual type integrals and leading to the reduction in

timing. In the present implementation, the integrals with two-virtual or one-virtual indices

have similar storage requirements in FNS-4c and FNS-CD-X2CAMF methods. However, the

time required to construct them is much smaller in the FNS-CD-X2CAMF method. Figure

4 displays the timings for integral formation, CCSD iteration, and the total time taken in

the calculation of the HI molecule. The FNS-based implementation for 4c-CCSD takes just a

fraction of the timing for MO integral formation and the CCSD iterations and hence leads to

a drastic reduction in the computational cost. The FNS-CD-X2CAMF-CCSD scheme takes

almost the same time for the CCSD iterations as the FNS-4c-CCSD method. However, the

time required for integral construction in the FNS basis is negligible in the former, which
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greatly reduces the overall timing. The FNS-CD-X2CAMF-CCSD calculations are ∼ 11

times faster than the four-component FNS-CCSD calculation and are ∼ 38 times faster than

the four-component canonical CCSD calculations, meanwhile lifting the storage bottlenecks

as well.

Table 4: Size of the integral used, and time taken to compute them in canonical four-
component (4c), FNS four-component (FNS-4c), and FNS-CD-X2CAMF two-component
method for HI molecule. The basis set used was dyall.acv3z for the I atom and uncontracted
aug-cc-pVTZ for the H atom.

Storage (GB) Time taken (seconds)

Integral 4c FNS-4c FNS-CD-X2CAMF 4c FNS-4c FNS-CD-X2CAMF

VVVV 2150 55 - 13407 1626 -
OVVV 110 7 - 1212 812 -
OOVV 0.9 0.14 0.14 659 610 0.35
OOOV 0.19 0.07 0.07 865 782 0.06
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Figure 4: Comparison of the time taken by the different steps in correlation calculation of HI
molecule in canonical four-component (4c), FNS four-component (FNS-4c), and FNS-CD-
X2CAMF two-component method. The basis set used was dyall.acv3z for the I atom and
uncontracted aug-cc-pVTZ for the H atom.

4.4 Application to medium-sized complex

As a potential application of the FNS-CD-X2CAMF-CCSD method, we performed correla-

tion calculation for [UO2(NO3)3]− complex. The geometry for the complex is taken from the

work of Pototschnig and co-workers.37 The molecular structure of the complex is shown in

Figure 5. An uncontracted aug-cc-pVDZ basis set for H, O, and N atom and s-aug-dyall.v2z

basis set for the U atom was used for the calculations. The [UO2(NO3)3]− complex has a

basis set of dimension 1594 with 202 occupied spinors and 1392 virtual spinors. The core

electrons were kept frozen through the correlation calculation, and a LOOSEFNS truncation

threshold was used for the FNS-CD-X2CAMF-CCSD calculation, resulting in 106 occupied

spinors and 562 virtual spinors. The number of Cholesky vectors at the loose threshold is
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2441. The calculations were carried out sequentially on a specialized workstation equipped

with two Intel(R) Xeon(R) Gold 5315Y processors @ 3.20 GHz and a total of 2.0 TB of RAM.

The time taken in Cholesky vector formation in the AO basis is 17 minutes and 17 seconds.

Since the OOVV type integrals in a canonical basis also possess a storage bottleneck for this

case, they are also generated on the fly and are directly stored on the memory in the FNS

basis. The time taken by the two-electron integral formations in the FNS basis is 8 minutes

and 16 seconds. The CCSD calculation took 2 days, 5 hours, 59 minutes, and 10 seconds.

Out of which, 16 hours are taken by the construction of the particle-particle ladder term (∑
ef

⟨ab∥ef⟩tijef ).

Figure 5: Molecular structure for the [UO2(NO3)3]− complex.

5 Conclusions

In this study, we propose an efficient FNS-CD-X2CAMF-CCSD/CCSD(T) method that

incorporates frozen natural spinors and the Cholesky decomposition technique for two-

component X2CAMF-CCSD/CCSD(T) methods. Our benchmark calculations on gas phase

non-covalent ligand dissociation enthalpy of coinage metal ion complexes demonstrate that

a normal threshold is sufficient to achieve a balanced trade-off between maintaining chemi-

24



cal accuracy and computational efficiency. The ability of the FNS-CD-X2CAMF-CCSD(T)

method to accurately replicate the experimental gas-phase non-covalent ligand dissociation

enthalpy at the CBS limit has been investigated, and our calculation shows that a reasonable

level of accuracy for calculating bond dissociation enthalpies can be achieved. The compar-

ison between the computational efficiency of the CCSD calculations using four-component

canonical, four-component FNS, and two-component FNS-CD-X2CAMF methods demon-

strates that FNS-CD-X2CAMF-based relativistic calculations are significantly faster than

their canonical four-component counterparts as well as outrank them in terms of storage

requirement of two-electron integrals. The FNS-CD-X2CAMF framework leads to a signif-

icant reduction in the computation cost of the coupled cluster method over the standard

4c-FNS framework both in terms of storage requirements and computational time which

can significantly reduce the computational cost. The method’s applicability was further

supported by a correlation calculation for a medium-sized uranium complex. It shows that

the method can be routinely used for accurate relativistic calculations of small molecules,

even with modest computational resources. A massively parallel version of the FNS-CD-

X2CAMF-CCSD/CCSD(T) method will lead to its widespread adoption, in computational

studies related to heavy element-containing systems and complexes. Work is in progress in

that direction.
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